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Abstract.

The quantum phase leads to projective representations of symmetry groups in quantum
mechanics. The projective representations are equivalent to the unitary representations of
the central extension of the group. A celebrated example is Wigner’s formulation of special
relativistic quantum mechanics as the projective representations of the inhomogeneous Lorentz
group. However, Wigner’s formulation makes no mention of the Weyl-Heisenberg group and
the hermitian representation of its algebra that are the Heisenberg commutation relations
fundamental to quantum physics.

We put aside the relativistic symmetry and show that the maximal quantum symmetry
that leaves the Heisenberg commutation relations invariant is the projective representations
of the conformally scaled inhomogeneous symplectic group. The Weyl-Heisenberg group
and noncommutative structure arises directly because the quantum phase requires projective
representations.

We then consider the relativistic implications of the quantum phase that lead to the Born
line element and the projective representations of an inhomogeneous unitary group that defines
a noninertial quantum theory. (Understanding noninertial quantum mechanics is a prelude to
understanding quantum gravity.) The remarkable properties of this symmetry and its limits are
studied.

1. Introduction

In a well known quote, Dirac states: “So if one asks what is the main feature of quantum
mechanics, I feel inclined now to say that it is not noncommutative algebra. It is the existence
of probability amplitudes which underlie all atomic processes. Now a probability amplitude is
related to experiment but only partially. The square of the modulus is something that we can
observe. That is the probability which the experimental people get. But besides that there is
a phase, a number of modulus unity which we can modify without affecting the square of the
modulus. And this phase is all important because it is the source of all interference phenomena
but its physical significance is obscure.” [I]

The theme of this paper is to show how this quote from Dirac is literally the case; the Weyl-
Heisenberg group, for which the hermitian representations of its algebra are the Heisenberg
commutation relations, is a direct consequence of the quantum phase. We will show that it leads
to a symmetry that is of a purely quantum mechanical nature without any relativistic symmetry
being considered. This symmetry is the automorphisms of the Weyl-Heisenberg group that have
the symplectic group as its most essential subgroup.

Having obtained this symmetry from purely quantum mechanical considerations, we then
consider its implications on relativity. The immediate observation is that special relativity,
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as formulated on spacetime is not the most general relativistic symmetry that these quantum
mechanical considerations naturally admit. In fact, as we discuss in this paper, a more general
relativistic symmetry, that includes noninertial states, naturally presents itself. This symmetry
reduces in the appropriate inertial limits to include special relativity and, in the limit of small
velocities, nonrelativistic Hamilton’s mechanics. This symmetry, one could say, is the relativistic
implications of the quantum phase.

1.1. Rays and projective representations
A basic physical property of quantum mechanics is that physical states are rays. A ray ¥ is the
equivalence class of states |¢)) in a Hilbert space H that are defined up to a phase.

W= [Phew o [F)=e=p, v,

JyeH (1)

This is a consequence of physical observables in quantum mechanics being defined by the square
of the modulus of the states. As this square of the modulus has the same value for all state equal
up to a phase, physical observables are defined as the square of the modulus of the ray to which
these states belong.
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Consider a connected Lie group Gwith a representation g acting on the Hilbert space H such

thatl|2]

olg) : H—H: [y = [¢') = o(g) [). (3)
If the group and representation is a symmetry of the quantum state such that
|(2(9)®, 0(9)¥)|* = [Co(9)d|e(9))* = Kelel* (4)

for all g € G, then G is a symmetry group and g is called a projective representation. The
cornerstone theorems, (Appendix A, Theorems 1 and 2) state that a projective representation
of a connected Lie group is equivalent to the linear unitary representation of the group’s central
extension.

Definition 1 The central extension of a connected Lie group G is the Lie group G that satisfies
the following short exact sequence where Z is a mazimal abelian group that is central in G

esZ-505G>e. (5)

The abelian group Z may always be written as the direct product Z ~ A(m)® A of a connected
continuous abelian Lie group A(m) ~ (R™, +) and a discrete abelian group A that may have a
finite or countable dimension [3],[4].

The exact sequence may be decomposed into an exact sequence for the topological central
extension and the algebraic central extension,

e—>A—>§W—ig—>e,e—>A(m)—>§i§—>e. (6)

where m = 7° o . The first exact sequence defines the universal cover where A ~ ker 7° is the
finite abelian fundamental homotopy group.

! We restrict our discussion in this paper to connected Lie groups (i.e. all elements are path connected to
the identity) as the central extension is not necessarily unique for a nonconnected group. Groups that are not
connected must be studied on a case by case basis.



All of the groups is in the second sequence are simply connected and therefore may be defined
by the exponential map of the central extension of its Lie algebra. Therefore, it is necessary to
determine the central extension of the Lie algebra of the group.

An algebraic central extension of a Lie algebra g is the Lie algebra § that satisfies the following
short exact sequence where z is the maximal abelian algebra that is central in g,

0—>2z2—>g—>g—0. (7)

where 0 is the trivial algebra. Suppose {X,} is a basis of the Lie algebra g with commutation
relations [Xg4, X3] = ¢§ , X¢, a,b = 1,..r. Then an algebraic central extension is a maximal set
of central abelian generators {A,}, where a, 3,... = 1,..m, such that

[Aas Ag] = 0, [XayAal =0,  [Xa, Xp] = £y Xe + €23 An. (8)

The basis {X,, Aq} of the centrally extended Lie algebra must also satisfy the Jacobi identities.
The Jacobi identities constrain the admissible central extensions of the algebra. The choice
Xq— X, + A, will always satisfy these relations and this trivial case is excluded. The algebra
g constructed in this manner is equivalent to the central extension of g given in Definition 1.

The full central extension may therefore be computed by determining the universal covering
group of the algebraic central extension.

Levi’s theorem (Appendix A, Theorem 4) states that any simply connected Lie group may
be written as the semidirect product of a simply connected semi-simple Lie group and a simply
connected solvable Lie groupqd. As a central extension of a group is always simply connected, it
may always be written in this semidirect product form. Furthermore, Mackey’s theorems [5],[6]
gives the prescription with which to compute the unitary representations of a general class of
semi-direct product groups.

The application of these theorems given in Appendix A and the above comments on the
computation of the central extension enables us to compute the projective representations of a
general class of connected Lie groupsE

1.2. Projective representations of the inhomogeneous Lorentz group: Special relativistic
quantum mechanics.
The connected inhomogeneous Lorentz group is

IZL(1,n) ~ L(1,n)®s A(n + 1). (9)

The physical case is n = 3. L£(1,n) is the proper Lorentz group that is the connected component
of O(1,n) ] The Lorentz group leaves invariant the Minkowski line element

1
dr? = ngpdz®da® = dt? — gdqQ. (10)
A(n) is the abelian translation group that is isomorphic to R"™ regarded as a Lie group under
addition, A(n) ~ (R™, +). The inhomogeneous Lorentz group is a matrix group and it elements
I'e ZL(1,n) may be realized by n + 2 dimensional matrices.

T(A,a) = < oo ) AeL(1,n),aeR™, (11)

2 Of course, either the semi-simple or solvable subgroup may be trivial.

3 There are some technical considerations for the Mackey theorem’s to apply. All of the Lie groups studied in
this paper satisfy the conditions.

4 We are considering only the connected component to avoid technical issues with the central extension mentioned
previously that are not essential to this paper. The discrete parity-time group associated with the four components
of O(1,n) are key to the full theory.



where A'nA =7, det A=1 and Ao > 1 and 7 is the n + 1 dimensional matrix for the Minkowski
metric, n = diag(1,—1,...,—1).

For the quantum theory, projective representations of the inhomogeneous Lorentz group are
required because physical states are rays [7],[8]. The projective representations are calculated as
the unitary representations of its central extension using the cornerstone theorem (Appendix A,
Theorem 2).

It turns out that for the inhomogeneous Lorentz group that we cannot add any algebraic
central generators without violating the Jacobi identities and so the central extension, the
Poincaré group, is just the cover, I\Z(l,n) ~TL(1,n) [Weinbergl],

P(l,n) ~TL(1,n) ~ L(1,n) ®s A(n + 1). (12)

For n = 3, L£(1,3) ~ SL£(2,C). The Mackey theorems may then be used to compute the
unitary irreducible representations [8]. For our purposes here, we note only that for the faithful
representations for the timelike case, the little group is SU(2) and that the Hilbert space for the
timelike representation is H = L*(H*, V25*1) where H* ~ SL£(2,C)/SU(2). V>t is a 25 + 1
dimensional complex vector space for the ordinary unitary representations of the little group,
SU(n) for which s is the spin eigenvalue, s = 0, %, 1,....

The Poincaré group does not contain the Weyl-Heisenberg group as a subgroup. The
representations of the algebra of the Weyl-Heisenberg group are the Heisenberg commutation
relations. These relations, that are fundamental to quantum mechanics do not appear in the
unitary representations of the Poincaré group as prescribed by the Mackey theorems. They must
be added on in an essentially ad hoc manner after the fact.

1.3. Projective representations of the inhomogeneous Fuclidean group: Galilean relativistic
quantum mechanics.
The nonrelativistic (or more correctly, the Galilean relativity) limit refers to the limit of special
relativity for small velocities relative to the speed of light, = — 0. This is mathematically
modeled by the limit of ¢ — o0. Under this limit, the Special Relativistic (SR) Minkowski
line element (10) reduces to the Galilean Relativistic (GaR) line element dr°* = dt*> that is
Newtonian absolute time.
The connected invariance group for the degenerate line element dt? is the affine group

ZGL(n,R)[9],[10]

SR GaR

dr? —  dt? (13)

c—0
L(1,n) ZGL(n,R)

The abelian subgroup of the affine symmetry is parameterized by velocity
IGL(n,R) ~ GL(n,R) ®s A(n) (14)

It reduces to the Euclidean group if we also require invariance of length in the rest frame.
This affine symmetry requires only the definition Newtonian invariant time dt? and does not
require any knowledge of the special relativistic line element for which it is a limitf.

On the other hand, the Lorentz group L£(1,n) contracts to the Euclidean group £(n) ~
SO(n)®s.A(n) that is parameterized by rotations on nonrelativistic velocity. The inhomogeneous

5 Tt is easy to show that for the connected symmetry group, this is equivalent to the usual affine definition that
requires invariance of dt



Lorentz group likewise contracts to the inhomogeneous Euclidean group Z€(n) ~ £(n)®;.A(n+1)
[11].
SR GaR
Edn) - 2, E0) (15)
ZL(1,n) 2 ZE(n)

The Galilean relativistic quantum theory requires the projective representations of the
inhomogeneous Euclidean group Z&(n). The nonzero commutators of the Lie algebra of the
inhomogeneous Euclidean group are

[ij» Jeal = Jjdig + Jipdjn — Jikdji — Jji0ik,
[Jij, Gkl = Gjdir — Gidj g, [Jij, Pe]l = Pidjr — Pjoik, (16)
[G,‘,E] =P,

This algebra admits a one dimensional algebraic extension with a generator M that is physically
interpreted as mass
[Gi, Pp]l = M, . (17)

The group with this centrally extended algebra is the Galilei group Ga(n),
Ga(n) ~ E(n) ®s (A(n +1) ® A(1)) . (18)

The cover of the Galilei group is the central extension of the inhomogeneous Fuclidean group,

~

ZE(n) ~ Ga(n). (19)

For n =3, Ga(3) ~ SU(2) ®s A(3) ®s A(5).

The Mackey theorems may then be used to compute the unitary irreducible representations
[6][12][13, [14]. For our purposes here, we note only that, for n = 3, that the faithful
representations of the timelike case, the little group is SU(2) and that the Hilbert space for
the timelike representation is H = L2(H*, V>*1) where H* ~ £(3)/SU(2) ~ R3. V**!l s a
2s + 1 dimensional complex vector space for the ordinary unitary representations of the little
group, SU(n) for which s is the spin eigenvalue, s = 0, %, 1,....

The Galilei group does not contain the Weyl-Heisenberg group as a subgroup. Again,
these relations, that are fundamental to quantum mechanics, do not appear in the unitary
representations of the Galilei group as prescribed by the Mackey theorems. They must again be
added on in an essentially ad hoc manner after the fact.

2. Quantum symmetry of Heisenberg commutation relations

In this section, we put aside the Minkowski metric and relativistic considerations and consider
only the inhomogeneous symplectic symmetry on a phase space P ~ R?" that is well known from
the Hamilton formulation of classical mechanics,

ZSp(2n) ~ Sp(2n) ®s A(2n) (20)
ZSp(2n) is a matrix group realized with 2n + 1 dimensional matrices

(A, 2) = ( - > (A€ Sp(2n), 2 € R (21)

The abelian group A(2n) are translations of points in the phase space, z € P° ~ R?". These
points may be written as z = (p,q) with p,q € R™ that are momentum and position degrees



of freedom. The symplectic group acts on the tangent space T,IP° or cotangent space T P°.
The corresponding quantum symmetry is the projective representation of the inhomogeneous
symplectic group. Again, by the fundamental theorem (Appendix A, Theorem 2), these are
equivalent to the unitary representations of its central extension. This central extension may be
computed by determining the central extension of the Lie algebra of the group and constructing
the simply connected group with this algebra. This calculation results in

ISp(2n) ~ Sp(2n) ®, H(n). (22)

This satisfies Levi’s theorem (Appendix A, Theorem 4) with a simply connected, semi-simple
homogeneous group Sp(2n) and the simply connected solvable normal subgroup H(n) that is the
Weyl-Heisenberg group. The Weyl-Heisenberg group is a one parameter central extension of the
abelian group A(2n).

This is not the most general central extension of the abelian group. The Lie algebra of the

abelian group is [As, Ag] =0, o, ,... = 1,...,2n. The central extension of the algebra is
[Aa Aﬁ] = Mo, [Maﬂ? M%K] =0, [Aa, M%fi] =0, (23)
with M, g = —Mg3 4 and therefore have n(2n—1) generators. It follows that the central extension

~

of the abelian group, A(2n) is n(2n —1) dimensional. However, if the abelian group is a subgroup
of the inhomogeneous symplectic group, the Jacobi identities that result from the algebra of
the homogeneous symplectic group constrains its central extension to be precisely the Weyl-
Heisenberg group.

2.1. The Weyl-Heisenberg group
The Weyl-Heisenberg group is a semi-direct product group,

H(n) ~ A(n) ®; A(n + 1). (24)

It is a real matrix group, p,q € R™, (€R where the (2n + 2) x (2n + 2) matrix realization is
[Major|,|Low4|

1, O 0 ¢q
0 1 0

T(pa q, L) = pt _nqt 1 ]29L . (25)
0 O 0 1

The group product and inverse are given by matrix multiplication

1
Y04, )Y P.q,0) =T +p.d + g+ +5 (0 -a=d"p)), (26)
T_l(p’ q, L) = T_l(_p, —q, _L)' (27)

It immediately follows that Y(0,¢,¢) € A(n + 1) is a normal abelian subgroup and Y(p,0,0) €
A(n) is an abelian homogeneous subgroup leading to the semidirect product structure. This is
not the only semidirect product structure. One can show equally that Y(p,0,:) € A(n+1) is a
normal abelian subgroup and (0, ¢,0) € A(n) is an abelian homogenous subgroup also leading
to a semidirect product structure.

The Lie algebra is easily determined by differentiating the matrix representatives and
evaluating at the identity. A general element of the matrix algebra is [Low5|

00 0g
1, A . 00 0p
Z=5@P+pQ)+il=| o " gy, (28)

0 O 0 0



This satisfies the Heisenberg algebra
[P, Q5] = hd; ;1 (29)

with [A,B] = AB — BA and 1i,j,.. =1,...,n.

2.2. Unitary representations of the Weyl-Heisenberg group

The unitary representations result can be calculated from the Mackey theorems as the Weyl-
Heisenberg group is a semidirect product group. Using the semidirect product form with the
normal subgroup parameterized by position results in the faithful unitary representation ¢ with
position diagonal results in

(0(C(p, 0, 0)¢) @) = 5D (G + g), (30)

where 1) € L*(R",C) and Y(p,q,.) € H(n)ﬁ [15],[16]. The hermitian representation 13, = 0'(P),
Q; = 0(Q;), I = ¢'(I) of the algebra is

{a| i [y) = iVﬁaiqﬂ)(Q)Kﬂ Qi |[v¥) = a(q), <al T 1¥) = vib(q), (31)

where v € R\{0}. If instead we use the semidirect product form with the normal subgroup
parameterized by momentum, then this results in faithful representations with momentum
diagonal,

(o(X (P q,0)¢) () = 15Ty + ) (32)
and in this case the hermitian representation of the algebra takes the form
~ ~ ., 0 ~
@IE ) = iy Pl Qi [9) = —iha 50 (), I |Y) = vi(p). (33)

The generators in either (31) or (33) satisfy the Heisenberg Lie algebra relations []3“@]] =

iuh5i7jf . By Schur’s lemma, T is the identity and, choosing v = 1, these are the Heisenberg
commutation relations

|2, Q5] = inois. (34)

We pause here to recap. We started with the very basic fact that, in quantum mechanics,
physical states are rays with measurable quantities given by the square of their modulus.
Quantum symmetries are the projective representation of the group. With a homogenous
symplectic symmetry, this results in the abelian group becoming the nonabelian Weyl-Heisenberg
group; the ‘noncommutative structure’ in Dirac’s quote at the beginning of this paper.

2.8. The Weyl-Heisenberg automorphism group
We turn now to the question of determining the maximal symmetry with the Weyl-Heisenberg
group as a normal subgroup. This enables us to determine the maximal quantum symmetry that
admits Heisenberg commutation relations. Again, at this point there is no line element defining
relativistic concepts such as how time transforms between the physical states.

Theorem 5 (Appendix A) states that the maximal group that contains a group G is its
automorphism group Autg. The Weyl-Heisenberg group is a matrix group and we first determine

5 The Mackey theorem constructs the unitary irreducible representations where-as the Stone-von Neumann
theorem proves that, once obtained, they are indeed the unitary irreducible representations



the maximal group of automorphisms that are also a matrix group. These must preserve the
form of the matrix group elements,

T( ) = @Y (Z.1) = 00 (Z ), (35)
where z = (p,q) € R?" and 7Y(z,1),Y(z',//) € H(n). Expanding this out using (25) with
z = (q,p) thisis

12n 0 2 12n 0 z 0 1
2 1 2/ = ¢ 1 2 |t (o= ( 1 0" > (36)
0 01 0 01 "

Then a simple matrix calculation shows that the general form of Q is [17], [18], [19]

0A 0 z
Q= 2¢°A 6% o |, (37)
0 0 €

where A € Sp(2n), z = {¢,p} € R?", 1€ R, § € R\{0} and € = £1.
An analysis of the matrix realization for 2 shows that these matrices are elements of a matrix
group that is given by

auty(n) ~ (Z22 ®s D) ®s HSp(2n), HSp(2n) = Sp(2n) ®; H(n). (38)

where D ~ (R*, x) and ZLoo ~ L @ Zo. We confine ourselves from this point on to consider
the connected component D ®; HSp(2n) of the group auty(,). As an automorphism group
is maximally centrally extended (Appendix A, Theorem 4), the connected component of the
automorphism group is the central extension of this group is

Autyy(ny ~ alltyy () ~ D @5 Sp(2n) ®s H(n). (39)

A calculation shows that this may be written in terms as the central extension of a group

DSp(2n), _
Autﬂ(n) ™~ DSp(QTL), (40)

where

DSp(2n) ~ D ®s ZSp(2n), (41)
and ZSp(2n) is given by (20). A computation also shows that

DSp(2n) ~ D ®, ISp(2n). (42)

where I\S/p(Qn) is given in (22).

This gives us the key result that the maximal connected group that has a Weyl-Heisenberg
normal subgroup is the central extension of DSp(2n). The one dimensional conformal scale
subgroup D appears in a semidirect product with ZSp(2n) that is the basic classical mechanics
symmetry. The central extension of the conformally scaled inhomogeneous symplectic group
DSp(2n) has a Weyl-Heisenberg subgroup that is the central extension of its abelian subgroup
constrained by the symplectic homogenous group. The connected automorphism group is defined
in terms of the symplectic group as given in (42). This shows the fundamental relationship
between the symplectic group and the Weyl-Heisenberg group. It is only possible to construct a
connected semidirect product with a Weyl-Heisenberg subgroup K ®s H(n) if K € D ®,s Sp(2n).
For example, semidirect products with K ~ GL(2n,R) or SO(2n) do not exists as these are not
subgroups as required.



2.4. Mazimal quantum symmetry group with Heisenberg commutation relations

Quantum symmetries require us to consider projective representations of the connected
automorphism group. By the fundamental theorem, these representations are equivalent to
the unitary representations of its central extension. An automorphism group is its own central
extension. The automorphism group of the Weyl-Heisenberg group is equivalent to the central
extension of DSp(2n). The projective representations of DSp(2n) are therefore equivalent to the
unitary representations of the connected component of the automorphism group Auty,) of the
Weyl-Heisenberg group H(n). The automorphism group Autyy(ny is the largest group that has
a Weyl-Heisenberg normal subgroup. The hermitian representation of its algebra, corresponding
to the unitary representations of the group, are the Heisenberg commutation relations.
Furthermore, this group is the largest connected symmetry group that leaves invariant the Weyl-
Heisenberg normal subgroup and its algebra invariant. Finally, the unitary representations
defines the Hilbert space on which the group and algebra act, and in particular the Weyl-
Heisenberg subgroup and subalgebra act.

In short, one can say that the group DSp(2n) ~ DR,ZSp(2n) defines the maximally connected
symmetry group whose projective representations, required by quantum mechanics, leave the
Heisenberg commutation relations invariant. R

This is of fundamental physical importance. Consider a unitary operator U = p(g) that is
a unitary representation o of an element g € G where G is a symmetry or relativity group. The
unitary operator transforms states of the Hilbert space of the representation, [i¢) € H

[ =Tl (43)
and the Hermitian operators that realize the algebra transform as
X' =UXU". (44)
In particular, for the Weyl-Heisenberg group,
P_OBO-Y, O = 00,071, =010t = 1 (15)

Now, we want the Heisenberg commutation relations to be preserved under the transformation
so that the uncertainty principle is valid in all states in the Hilbert related by the unitary
transformation U. This requires that

A~ A~

gy I = | B, Q| = O1P, Q00" = ingi ;010" = inoy 1. (46)

Otherwise, we would be able to transform to points in the Hilbert space where the Heisenberg
commutation relations, and hence at these points in the Hilbert space, the quantum uncertainty
principle does not hold!

As the representation is faithful, this is true if and only if the group and algebra elements
satisfies

[P, Q] = 9[P:, Qjlg ™" (47)

This means that g is an element of the automorphism group of the Weyl-Heisenberg group and
algebraE.

The above arguments may also be extended to extended phases space P ~ R?**+2 that includes
time and energy degrees of freedom. At this point we have not introduced any relativistic
structure to distinguish time and energy from momentum and position. There is no line element

" The automorphism group for a group and its algebra in general may be different. For the Weyl-Heisenberg
group they are the same.



defining invariant time, null cones or any concepts of past and future. Note also that neither the
symplectic group nor the Weyl-Heisenberg group have any concept of invariant signature that is
a property of the Lorentz group (and more generally, that any real orthogonal group O(m,n)).
At this point, these two degrees of freedom are just two additional degrees of freedom in the
symplectic manifold with a symmetry that is now DSp(2n + 2) ~ D ®s ZSp(2n + 2) where

ZSp(2n + 2) ~ Sp(2n + 2) ®s A(2n + 2). (48)

The time energy Heisenberg commutation relations that result from the projective
representations are, at least formally,

[f, E] =l (49)

These also, together with the momentum-position commutation relations (47), are invariant
under the projective representations of DSp(2n + 2) in exactly the same manner as described
above.

The projective representations of DSp(2n + 2) define the representations and Hilbert space
for the most general quantum mechanics in which the Heisenberg commutation relations hold8.
Its central extension is the connected component of the automorphism grou

Autyynir) ~ D ®s ISp(2n +2) ~ D ®, Sp(2n + 2) @, H(n + 1). (50)

The Mackey theorems show that these representations result in a Hilbert space L?(R™*!, H) so
that the wave functions are functions of position and time (¢, q) or any of the other commuting
subsets of the Weyl-Heisenberg group such as (e, p), ¥ (t,p) ory)(e,q) and not all the degrees
of phase space together.

3. Reciprocal relativity of noninertial states

In the introduction, we briefly reviewed the special relativistic inhomogeneous Lorentz group,
ZL(1,n), symmetry of classical (i.e. non quantum mechanical) special relativity. We then
reviewed that the basis of special relativistic quantum mechanics follows simply by considering the
projective representations of the inhomogeneous Lorentz group that are required by the quantum
phase [7],[8]. By the fundament theorem (Appendix A, Theorem 2), these are equivalent to the
unitary representations of its central extension, the Poincaré group. These same considerations
apply in the non-relativistic limit that mathematically is ¢ — o0. The inhomogeneous group
contracts to the classical inhomogeneous Euclidean group ZE(n) that describes the relativistic
symmetry of classical nonrelativistic Newtonian mechanics. Again, a quantum formulation
follows by simply considering the projective representations of ZE(n) that are equivalent to
the unitary representations of its central extension, the Galilei group. This central extension
admits a new algebraic generator that is nonrelativistic mass.

However, neither of these formulations make any reference the Weyl-Heisenberg group and
the Heisenberg commutation relations that are foundational to quantum mechanics.

In the second chapter, we put aside the relativistic metric and considered only the Weyl-
Heisenberg group. It is a particular central extension of the abelian group A(2n) of translations
on phase space. Therefore, the unitary representations are a particular projective representation
of A(2n) corresponding to a one dimensional central extension. The Hilbert space for these
unitary representations is the Hilbert space that we are expecting for elementary non-relativistic
quantum mechanics. Furthermore, we show that the maximal connected quantum symmetry that

8 We are confining ourselves to connected groups. The most general group turns out to be Zs2 2 ®s DSp(2n + 2)
9 Both the Poincaré and Galilei groups are subgroups of Autyy (1)



preserves the Heisenberg commutation relations are the projective representations of DSp(2n).
DSp(2n) is a classical (i.e. non-quantum) symmetry on phase space that is just ZSp(2n) that
is very familiar from elementary classical Hamiltonian mechanics with an additional conformal
scaling group D. The addition of two more degrees of freedom to the phase space and symmetry,
DSp(2n + 2) and again, this is a classical symmetry on extended phase space.

The symmetry DSp(2n + 2) on extended phases space P resulted without any relativistic
consideration. There is no invariant time line element. In the remainder of the paper, we
combine these two ideas by adding back the relativistic orthogonal line element to this symmetry
DSp(2n + 2). In a sense we are ‘relativizing the quantum symmetry’ rather than the usual
‘quantizing of a relativistic symmetry’. We require that the symmetry be the subgroup of the
maximal quantum phase DSp(2n + 2) on extended phase space P ~ R?**2 that leaves invariant
the relativistic line element defining proper time.

The DSp(2n + 2) symmetry is a classical symmetry on extended phase space. In particular,
its homogeneous group is D ® Sp(2n). In this section we study the non-quantum classical
consequences of the symmetry that, for reasons that we will shortly discuss, refer to as reciprocal
relativity. Then, in Section 4 we will study the projective representations of the resulting groups
to study the corresponding quantum theories.

3.1. The relativistic line elements
The natural choice for proper time to consider first is the Minkowski line element
1
dr? = g pdada® = dt? — C—qu2 (51)
The Minkowski line elements is a degenerate line element on extended phase space. Using the
co-ordinates {z%} ~ {z*,y°} o, 8 = 1,...2n + 2, a,b = 0, ..n, the line element may be written in
terms of the degenerate metric on extended phase space,

dr? = fig pdz®d2’, 7 = ( 0 8 > . (52)

We have encountered a degenerate line element previously. Recall that the degenerate line
element dt? on Galilean space time defines invariant Newtonian time (13). It is a result of taking
the ¢ — oo limit of the special relativistic Minkowski line element.

This suggests that the degenerate Minkowski line element on phase space is itself the limit of a
nondegenerate line element on extended phase space. This leads us to consider a nondegenerate
orthogonal metric on the extended phase space for which the Minkowski and Newtonian line
elements are limiting forms, just as the Newtonian element is a limit of the Minkowski metric
on spacetime.

We therefore postulate the nondegenerate Born line element on extended phase space
[20],121]1,[22],[23],[24] , |25, 26]

ds® = dt® — CiquQ + b% <Cl2d52 — dp2) . (53)
From dimensional analysis, the constant b must have dimensions of force,(i.e. in MKS units,
Newtons). We will show shortly that it can be taken to be one of the three fundamental
dimensional scales along with ¢ and A. In the limit b — oo, the Born line element contracts
to the Minkowski line element (10).

This line element was suggested by Born as a consequence of his reciprocity principle [20],[21].
This reciprocity principle is a discrete symmetry that stated that physics should be invariant
under the discrete transform ¢ — p,p — —¢. Born had no concept of a continuous group of
symmetries. However, in recognition of Born’s initial insight, we refer to this theory that has
the Born line element as reciprocal relativity.



3.2. Reciprocal relativity: Time dilation
The Born metric (6) may be written as

ds? =dt* — Hdq® — Hdp* + Sz de?

Y!
— dt2(1 _ 6%7}2 _ bi2f2 + c21b2T2) ( )
where , ‘
. ddt . dpt d
velocity : v* = d_qt’ force : f* = d_i’ power : 1 = d_i (55)

The velocity, force and power are not constants but are functions of position, momentum and
time, v'(p, ¢,t), f'(p,q,t) and r(p,q,1).

The time dilation formula that defines relative rate that the clocks tick depends on the relative
noninertial motion of the state

_ 1
@ = e (56)

For the inertial states where f = 0, r = 0. this clearly reduces to the usual expression from
special relativity

_ 1

The special relativistic time dilation depends only on the relative inertial state of the particles;
the reciprocal relativistic expression (56) depends on the relative noninertial states. In special
relativity, there is a global inertial state that all observers (that must be in a physical state)
agree on where-as the rest state is relative to each physical state. In the reciprocal relativity,
both the rest state and the inertial state are relative to the physical states. There is no absolute
inertial frame as there is in special relativity. Just as special relativity abolishes the notion of the
absolute rest frame, reciprocal relativity abolishes also the notion of an absolute inertial frame.
In special relativity, the effects that the rest frame is relative and not absolute are only apparent
for velocities such that v/c is significant. As v/c — 0, we have the illusion that the rest frame is
absolute in Galilean relativity. This is the case also with reciprocal relativity; as f/b — 0 and
r/bc — 0, we have the illusion that the inertial frame is absolute. That the inertial frame is
not absolute is only observable in regimes that f/b and/or r/bc are significant. If b is large, as
discussed in the following section, this may be in a regime that has either not yet or is just now
being probed experimentally.

The Born metric may be written in four notation as the sum of Minkowski proper time (3)
and the differential of the mass line element on energy-momentum space

2
c
ds? = dr? + b—2d,u2 (58)
where dp? is the differential of the mass that is the energy-momentum line element
1
Adp? = na,bdpadpb = gde2 — dp. (59)

Using the definitions of force and power in (9) and the definition of the mass line element dy?
n (12) it follows that
2 L 2 2
cz(ccll—’:) = 3" —f (60)

and therefore the time dilation may be written

dt = ———ds. (61)



This means that the time dilation can be understood in terms of the rate at which the state
is moving off the mass shell. It is difficult to find phenomena in the classical regime where this
occurs. However, this clearly does occur in the quantum regime. The quantum theory that we
outline in the next chapter, is again just the projective representations of the classical symmetry.

In special relativity, the concepts of proper time dr?> and the differential of mas du? are
independent invariants. In fact, if we require both of these to be independently invariant, then
the subgroup of D ® Sp(2n) that leaves them invariant is £(1,n). This is the inertial subgroup
that constrains the state to the special relativistic mass shell. In the noninertial theory, these
are combined to define the Born metric (12) and now special relativistic proper time dr is no
longer an invariant of the theory. The special relativity proper time dr is related to the reciprocal
relativity invariant time ds as the state moves off the mass shell

1
dr = ——t—ds. (62)

e ()

3.8. Doesn’t General Relativity address noninertial states?

A question that is almost always asked when stating that reciprocal relativity addresses
noninertial states is that “Doesn’t General Relativity address noninertial states and therefore
hasn’t this question already been answered”. Let us review carefully what special and general
relativity do address.

Special relativity addresses the transformation between two inertial physical states using the
inhomogeneous Lorentz group. This leads to the well known time dilation of special relativity
(57) and the other effects such as length contraction, null hypersurfaces, the causal null cones
and so forth.

The equivalence principle of general relativity states that a freely falling state under the
influence of gravity is locally equivalent to an inertial state. This leads to a theory in which an
‘apparent’ noninertial states due to the ‘force’ of gravity is actually a locally inertial state on a
curved spacetime. In a purely gravitating system, all particles follow geodesics that are locally
inertial trajectories in this curved space-time. Neighboring clocks are related by the line element
dr? = 9(x),, , dat'dx” where the metric g(z),, now depends on the location z in space-time.
The connection translates vectors between neighboring locally inertial frames and the covariant
derivative is relative to the locally inertial frame. The dynamics are now in the field equations
for curvature that then determine the metric and connection.

However, neither of these principles directly address the noninertial state of a particle that
is due to one of the other forces that is not gravity, say an electron in a electromagnetic field.
One cannot directly encompass this in the general relativistic gravitational theory such that the
electrodynamic forces also become part of the geometry. The noninertial state of the electron
cannot be geometrized into a locally inertial state on a curved manifold as general relativity
description of gravity does. We have tried for almost a 100 years, starting with Kaluza, but to
date this has not been successful.

Furthermore, the principle of special relativity does not directly address either the
transformations defining time dilation between an inertial state and this noninertial state of
the electron in the magnetic field. In strict special relativity, the Lorentz transformations hold
between inertial states. It is a separate assumption that the Lorentz transformation, and the
corresponding time dilation (57) continues to hold in this case where one of the physical states
is following a noninertial trajectory such as the electron on the electromagnetic field. It is
an assumption that the usual special relativity time dilation continues to hold. Clearly if the
noninertial state is ‘nearly inertial” with respect to some force scale, then the special relativistic
equations hold. This is clearly stated in Einstein’s original paper on special relativity [27].
However, whether or not it is the case for physical states that are strongly noninertial with
respect to some scale is an empirical question that is not determined a priori.



The noninertial quantum symmetry that is given by the projective representations of
DSp(2n +2) is a symmetry on extended phase space. (We assert that understanding noninertial
symmetry in quantum mechanics is a prelude to quantum gravity.) The Minkowski line element is
degenerate on extended phase space. The Born metric is the natural nondegenerate line element
on extended phase space that generalizes the Minkowski line element. It introduces the force
scale b and as f/b — 0 and r/bc — 0, it reduces to special relativity as an approximation.

3.4. Planck scales

We have noted that the constant b in the Born line element is a universal constant with the
dimensions of force. Usually, we take {c, G, h} as the three dimensionally independent scales and
define the Planck scales of time, length, momentum and energy {A\:, Ay, A\p, Ac} as

|Gh |hG | he? h e
)\t: c—, )\q: c—, )\p: F, )\5: G . (63)

More fundamental are the set of three identities that relate the four fundamental scales
{\; Ags Ap, Ac} to three fundamental scales {c, b, h}:

AN == A, L=b=

Ag Ae A A
A N, A )

(64)

The constant b has the dimensions of force (in MKS units, Newtons). A very straightforward
calculations shows that these relations result in the usual scales given in (63) if and only if

b= e (65)
In this expression G is taken to be the basic dimensional constant and b a convenient derived
constant.
The constant b that has the dimensions of force that is precisely the constant that appears
in the Born line element. This, and the simple canonical form of (64) suggests that we turn the
equation (65) around and instead write

G =oag—. (66)

Now G is a derived constant and its content has been absorbed into the dimensionless coupling
constant a. b is now the third fundamental constant in terms of which the Planck dimension

scales become
At = q/ q/ q/ Ae = Vhbe. (67)

If ag =1, these are numerlcally identical to (63) and this is just notation. However, we make
the hypothe81s that is not the case and ag may have some other value that must be determined
experimentally.

It is also useful to define the scales with ¢ = 1, for use with four notation,

Ay = \/ﬁ Ap = Vb (68)

The Born metric and the constant b are the only new postulates in this theory and ag is the
only free parameter. Whether b is actually a fundamental dimensional scale and whether the
Born line element is realized by nature is a matter of empirical verification. «g sets the scales



at which the reciprocally relativistic effects manifest and it is probably somewhere between the
weak interaction energy scale and the usual Planck energy given in (20). This gives a¢ a range
of 10717 to 1.

The mathematical formulation is always in terms of dimensionless entities. General
dimensionless co-ordinates z® of extended phase space may be written in terms of dimensioned
time, position, momentum and energy coordinates as {z%} = {)\%t, )\qui7 A—lppi, )\%8}, i=1,...,n
This completely sets the scaling with respect to the three basic dimensional scale constants
{c,b,h}. For example, the line element is

ds? =1, pdz2d2? = ;—gdtQ + 32dq® + %d ? = ypde?

_ a 69
= 3 (a2 — kg~ Ldp?  adet). (69)
This is the scaling given in (54). Another example is the symplectic metric,
ds®> = d“dﬁ———d dt+ d dq’
s CaﬁZ z €A Di A qq (70)

= ( de/\dt+dpz/\dq)

Again, this is the expected scaling, and one finds that this basic scaling completely determines
the scaling of the theory with respect to the three basic dimensional scale constants.

3.5. The null hypersurface

The null hypersurface defines essential properties of the relativistic theory. It is a fixed point
surface so that if a particle state is on the null surface, classically it is not possible for it to leave
the surface. For the usual special relativistic theory on space time, the null hypersurface is
defined by the line element (10) having a value of zero

0=1-—, (71)

and so v = t¢. This defines the null cones Cf:—; = dt that, at a point in the manifold M = R**+1,
define the differential light cones on T, (t )M that defines the past and future regions dr? > 0 as

well as the spacelike regimes d7? < 0 and the null hypersurface dr? = 0.
In reciprocal relativity, the states are in general noninertial with the above inertial case as a
special case. The null hypersurface depends not only on the rate of change of position, (velocity

v = %) but also depends the rate of change of momentum, (force f = ) and the rate of change
of energy, (power r= %)

Setting ds? = 0 in the Born line element (54) gives the null hypersurface condition

1)2 f2

or equivalently

f2 742
This reduces to the inertial case (71) When f=r=0 and therefore the inertial null surface is the
dq, dt plane slice of the null surface with velocity constant, v=1c¢. As states become noninertial

and move off the inertial plane, velocity is no longer constant.

The differential null cones are
dg*  dp? 2 7°2
ol + == 2 =dt 27 ) (74)



In the case n = 1, the extended phase space is 4 dimensional and the null hypersurface is 3
dimensional. One can choose to plot the {dt,dq,dp} dimensions and to parameterize the {de}
dimension. This results in elliptical null cones that flatten with increased r as the term on the
right hand side of (24) becomes larger.

As in the case of special relativity, these cones define timelike future and past with ds® > 0,
spacelike regions with ds? < 0 and the null surface itself with ds? = 0. The usual notions of
causality are extended to this space with the null hypersurfaces constraining the velocity, force
and power for each of the regions. Again, the null hypersurface is a fixed point surface and
therefore there is no way in the classical theory for states to move between the spacelike and
timelike regions. Furthermore, states on the null hypersurface must remain on the hypersurface
in the non-quantum approximation.

12 r2 2 (du 2

Consider some example points on the null surface. For f =0, r =0, v = ¢ but at another
point on the hypersurface, f = +b, r = 0 and therefore v = 0. The null surface also has values
for which velocity is greater than c. For example, f =0, r = 2bc and so v = +2¢. In fact, there
are points on the null hypersurface for which ¢ takes values from 0 to +00. These points have a
value greater than ¢ provided that the mass changes in flight, % # 0.

The case v > ¢ for light has not yet been amenable for laboratory experimen@ [28]. Yet there
is strong evidence that in the very early universe that this was the case during the inflationary
epoch. During this time, light was probing extreme noninertial regimes of the null hypersurface
for which r > bc .

3.6. Reciprocal relativity symmetry group

One condition for the homogeneous classical symmetry for reciprocal relativity is that it leaves
the Born line element invariant. The symmetry group of this line element that acts on the
tangent and cotangent spaces of extended phase space is, of course, O(2,2n) < GL(2n + 2, R).
In addition it must be a subgroup of the DSp(2n + 2) symmetry in order to leave the Heisenberg
commutation relations invariant when we consider the projective representations required by
quantum mechanics. Its homogeneous symmetry is D ® Sp(2n + 2) that is also a subgroup of
GL(2n + 2,R) and also acts on the tangent and cotangent space of extended phase space. The
group satisfying both of these conditions is the intersection of these two groups [23]

0(2,2n) nDRSp(2n +2) ~U(1,n) < GL(2n + 2, R). (76)

The group U(1,n) ~U(1) @ SU(1,n) is a matrix group for which elements can be realized by
2n 4 2 dimensional matrices I'(f, A, M) = ¢®T'(A, M) where e € U(1) and I'(A,M) € SU(1,n),

r(A,M):A({\\A %t> Az(Det({\X/[ %t))_l, (77)

where A are 2n + 1 dimensional matrices that have the property AnA' = 7, DetA = 1 such that
A € L(1,n). The M are 2n + 1 dimensional matrices satisfying the symmetric property that
M?® = nMpn. Therefore, DetI’(A, M) = 1 as required for it to be an element of SU(1,n).

For an extended phase space P ~ R?"*2 we also have translation invariance, A(2n + 2) so
that the full inhomogeneous symmetry is

TU1,n) ~U(,n) s A(2n + 2). (78)

10The OPERA experiment has recently given preliminary results showing neutrinos with a velocity greater than
c. These neutrinos have three flavors with slightly different masses. The flavors are known to change in flight
leading to a % > 0. Whether is a possible test will be the topic of a future paper.



3.7. Invariance groups for the contracted line elements
The Minkowski line element dr? on spacetime of standard special relativity contracts to invariant
Newtonian time line element dt? in the limit of ¢ — o,

dr? = dt* — %dqQ — dt? (79)
c c—00

This limit determines the effective theory in the limit of small rates of change of position,
velocity, v/c — 0. The connected invariance group of the Minkowski line element of Special
Relativity (SR) is the Lorentz group £(1,n) and the connected invariance group of the Newtonian
time line element of Galilean Relativity (GaR) is the affine group ZGL(n,R) as given in (13).

For the line element for Reciprocal Relativity (RR) on extended phase space, we have
corresponding contractions ¢ — oo corresponding to small velocities and also b — o
corresponding to small rates of change of momentum and energy; that is, small force f/cb — 0
and power r/bc — 0. The Born line element ds? (54) on extended phase space contracts to
the Minkowski line element dr? in the limit of b — 0o that in turn contracts to the Newtonian
line element. The corresponding connected homogenous groups that leave these line elements
invariant are

RR SR GaR

2 2 2
ds o dr 2 dt (80)
U(1,n) La(1l,n) HSp(2n)

The La(1,n) group is defined by [17]

1 2
La(1,n) = L(1,n) ®s A(m), m = %, (81)
and the group HSp(2n) is the semidirect product of the symplectic group with the Weyl-
Heisenberg group,

HSp(2n) = Sp(2n) @, H(n). (82)

The group La(1,n) and its physical consequences is studied in [I7]. We note here only that
is a matrix group with elements that may be realized by 2n + 2 dimensional matrices that are,
with the basis ordering {dt, dq", de, dp'},

(A, M°) = ( v > e La(n). (83)

The A € L(1,n) are n + 1 dimensional submatrices that may be parameterized as usual by
rotations and velocity v’/c. The abelian normal subgroup is given in terms of the 2n + 1
submatrices M° that are traceless and satisfy the symmetry condition, M°* = nM°n. The
abelian subgroup is parameterized by force f/b, power r/bc and stress m*J /be [25]. The algebra
of the La(1,n) group is given in (126).

The group HSp(2n) is also a matrix group with elements that also may be realized by 2n + 2
matrices. In this case a basis ordering, {dp’,dq’, de,dt}= {dy®,de,dt} is convenient in terms of
which the elements of the group are

A 0 w
T'(A fo,r)=1] wi¢° 1 r € HSp(2n), (84)
0 01

where A € Sp(2n) is a 2n dimensional matrix, and {w € R?" r € R} parameterize the Weyl-
Heisenberg normal subgroup. w may be expanded in terms of f,v € R as w = (f,v) € R?".
f,v,r are force, velocity and power in the classical limit.



This group is the maximal connected group leaving invariant a symplectic 2-form w =
—de A dt + dp; A dq' and degenerate line element 7° = dt?,

*w = w,p*y° =4°. (85)
Theorem: Let P ~ R?>"*2 be eatended phase space with a symplectic 2-form w and degenerate
line element ~°. Then, diffeomorphisms ¢ on P leaving invariant w and v° have a mazximum

connected symmetry
HSp(2n) ~ Sp(2n +2) nZGL(2n + 1,R). (86)

and locally satisfy Hamilton’s equations.

The proof of this theorem is given in [10]. It is straightforward to establish (86) and then
locally (85) requires that [%‘Ze] =TI € HSp(2n). While not immediately obvious in this form, the
resulting first order differential equations are Hamilton’s equations.

3.8. Contraction of the inhomogeneous groups
On the other hand, the Lorentz group contracts in the limit ¢ — oo form Special Relativity
(SR) to the Euclidean group £(n) of Galilean Relativity (GaR) as given in (15). Note that £(n)
is the subgroup of the affine group £(n) € ZGL(n,R) that leaves length invariant.
The corresponding Inénii-Wigner contraction sequence for Reciprocal Relativity (RR) is

RR SR GaR
Ul,n) —  La(l,n) =, HAa(n) (87)

b—o0

The group La(1,n) as defined in (81) and the group

n+1)(n+2)
2

The Weyl-Heisenberg group #(n) are parameterized by velocity v, force f and power r [10],[18].
The abelian subgroup A(m) is parameterized by the stress m™/. The abelian group A(m) is a
normal subgroup and therefore there exits a homomorphism onto the Hamilton group Ha(n),

7 : HAa(n) > Ha(n) ~ SO(n) ®s H(n). (89)

By Theorem 3 (Appendix A), the complete set of representations of H.Aa(n) include the
representations of its homomorphic groups. These include Ha(n) and the groups listed in
Appendix A of [6]. The stress generators of the subgroup .A(m) commute will all the other
generators except for the rotation group (spin). Consequently, it appears to be essentially
noninteracting and does not play an essential role in the classical theory and therefore we focus
in this study on the Hamilton homomorphic group (See Appendix C for further discussion).

The Hamilton group is a matrix group with elements

HAa(n) ~SO(n) ®s (H(n) ® A(m)),m = (88)

RO 0 f
0 R O

I'R, f,v,r) = vo—f 1 : € Ha(n). (90)
0 O 01

where R € SO(n) and f,v e R™.
The groups each have subgroups that are the expected inertial groups for transforming between
inertial states

RR SR NR
Ul,n) — La(l,n) — HAa(n)

b—o0 c—00 (91)
v v v

Inertial : L(1,n) — L(1,n) —  &(n)

b—o0 c—00



3.9. Reciprocal relativity classical transformation equations

In this section, we explore the consequences of the homogeneous classical (i.e. not quantum)
relativity group (1, n) acting on a basis {dz”} of the cotangent vector spaces T*P of the extended
phase space P ~ R?**2 For I'(A,M) € U(1,n) that are defined in (77),

dz* = T(A, M)§dz". (92)
Setting {2} = {%, %}, the transformations (92) are

dz® = A(Afdx® — 3 Mgdp®)
dp® = A(A¢dp® + bMda®).

Consider as an example the case n = 1. The A and M matrices have the solution

[e] 12 e [e] ;T
(1) wer (]
c b

where v = (1 —v?/c? — f2/b2—i—7"2/b202)71/2 and v° = (1 —1)2/02)71/2. (Note that A = ~/4°
holds for general n.)

Substituting (94) into (93) with the above scaling of the co-ordinates results in the
transformation equations

SRR

) A=y (94)

di = y(dt + %dq + &dp — = de),
dq = v(dg + vdt + dp zde),
dp =(dp + fdt — zdq T de),
dg =~y(de +v-dp— f-dq+rdt).

(95)

In the special case that f = r = 0, these reduce to the usual inertial transformation equations
of special relativity.
dt = ~°(dt + %dq),
dg = +°(dq +vat),
0 = ~°(dp + o),
dg = v°(de + vdp).

(96)

The inertial transformations are block diagonal and the transform position-time degrees of
freedom into themselves and the momentum-energy degrees of freedom into themselves. However,
the general noninertial transformations (95) mix all the degrees of freedom. This means that
the position-time (i.e: spacetime) subspace of extended phase space depends on the noninertial
state of the observers. Now, the small f/b and r/bc approximation can be determined by taking
the limit b — oo of (95).

dt = 7°(dt + Zzdq),
@7 70 (dq + Udt), (97)
dp =~°(dp + fdt — zdq + %de),

dg =~°(de +v-dp—f- dq—i—rdt)

In this limit, these transformation equations now leave invariant position-time space (ie
spacetime) as an invariant subspace. All observers, inertial and noninertial, agree on the
spacetime subspace of extended phase space. This limit regains the notion of an absolute inertial
frame. This gives the illusion of the concept of an absolute inertial frame.

This is analogous to the ¢ — oo limit of special relativity. The usual special relativistic
spacetime is transformed into itself by the equations

dt = ~°(dt + %dq),

dq = ~°(dq + vdt). (98)



It does not have an invariant time subspace and consequently there is no absolute rest frame.
However, in the limit ¢ — oo, time becomes an invariant subspace

dt = dt,
dq = dq + vdt, (99)
and there is the illusion of an absolute rest frame.

This process may be repeated for the small f/b, v/c and r/cb approximation by taking the
limit of both b,¢ — c0. For n = 1, the resulting transformation equations for the group Ha(1)
are

dt = dt,
dq = Rdq + vdt,
dy = Rp + fdt, (100)
de =de +v-dp— f-dq+ rdt.
The inertial transformation f = r = 0 are the transformations for the one dimensional

Euclidean group £(1) € Ha(l) where £(n) of homogeneous group of Galilean inertial relativity
as expected,

dt = dt,

di = Rdq + vdt,

dp = Rdp, (101)
dé = de + vdp.

These expression generalize to general n and the group contraction is determined from the
Inénii-Wigner contraction of the Lie algebra as given in the Appendix B.

We note also that in four notation, the matrix elements of the group La(1,n) are given in
(83). The corresponding transformation equations are

dF* = A¢dz

dp* = Abdp® + M°da®. (102)
Again, the inertial case is
dz® = Agdazb
~ ’ 103
dp® = Ag dpb, ( )
with
0= 2 0 )eran (104)
’ 0 A e
In these equations, M is physically interpreted as the power-force stress tensor that is
symmetric in the sense that MY = na,cnb’dl\/[g and therefore has m = W independent

components. This is the expected transform to a noninertial frame in special relativistic quantum
mechanics. In this limit, spacetime is again an invariant subspace of the extended phase space
and consequently the inertial frame is again absolute, independent of the noninertial state.

4. Reciprocally relativistic quantum mechanics

In the introductory Section 1.2, we reviewed how special relativistic quantum mechanics is
given by the projective representations of the inhomogeneous Lorentz group ZL(1,n). These
representations are equivalent to the unitary representations of the Poincaré group that is the
central extension of the inhomogeneous Lorentz group. This is also the case in Galilean relativistic
quantum mechanics. It is defined by the projective representations of the inhomogeneous
Euclidean group Z&(n) that are equivalent to the unitary representations of the cover of the
Galilei group that is the central extension of Z&(n).



This is true also for the symmetry ¢ (1,n) on extended phase space. The reciprocal relativistic
quantum theory is given in terms of the projective representations of the inhomogeneous group
unitary group

TU(1,n) ~U(1,n) ®.A(2n + 2). (105)
Furthermore, this is true also for the limiting forms of the inhomogeneous groups

RR SR GaR

TU(,n) — ILa(l,n) — THAa(n) (106)
b—o0 c—00
where

ZLa(1l,n) = La(l,n) ® A(2n + 2) (107)
ITHAa(n) = HAa(n) ® A(2n + 2) (108)

The projective representations are computed using Theorem 2 (Appendix A) from the unitary
representations of their central extension. In each of these cases, the central extension turns the
abelian normal subgroup A(2n + 2) into a Weyl-Heisenberg group H(n + 1). The hermitian
representation of the algebra of this Weyl-Heisenberg subgroup is precisely the Heisenberg
commutation relations for position and momentum and energy and time. The unitary irreducible
representations are computed using the Mackey theorems for the case where the normal subgroup
is the nonabelian Weyl-Heisenberg group.

4.1. The quantum symmetry: Relativity implications of the quantum phase
The projective representations of the inhomogeneous unitary group ZU(1,n) are equivalent to
the unitary representations of its central extension

TUL,n) ~U(Ln) @ H(n+1) © Autyy)

— D@, SU,n) @ H(n+1) (109)

where U(1) ~ D. The central extension has a single algebraic generator that results in the
abelian subgroup A(2n + 2) becoming the Weyl-Heisenberg group H(n + 1). The brackets of the
hermitian representation of the Lie algebra of this Weyl-Heisenberg subgroup are precisely the
I—\I/eisenberg commutation relations. The central extension of the inhomogeneous unitary group
ZU(1,n) is a subgroup of the automorphism group of the Weyl-Heisenberg group (40). It is
convenient to define a group that we refer to as the quaplectic group as the algebraic part of the
central extension,

O(1,n) ~ U(1,n) ® H(n + 1) (110)
so that I\Zj{(l,n) ~ 9(1,n).

The computation of the unitary irreducible representations of i{(l,n) requires the full
power of the nonabelian Mackey theorems. These unitary irreducible representations have been
computed in [29],[16],[30].

The resulting Hilbert space of states for the faithful representation is L?(R™*!, H). H is
the Hilbert space for the ordinary unitary representations of Z/(1,7n) that is a countably infinite
complex vector space H ~ V* [3I]. The wave functions are functions of commuting subset of
H(n + 1) and not the full phase space. One case is ¥(t,q) with {t,q} € R**! parameterizing
an abelian subgroup A(n + 1) of the Weyl-Heisenberg group H(n + 1). Other cases are ¢ (e, p),
Y(t,p) or (e, q).

The Hilbert space is over R"*! and not the n dimensional mass shell hypersurface as in the
inhomogeneous Lorentz group. The ‘mass shell’ is statistically determined by the wave function,
it is not a hypersurface. Furthermore, note that the special relativistic concept of mass is not
invariant in this theory.



4.2. The b — oo limit v

Projective representations of ZLa(1,n) are unitary representations of ZLa(1,n) = La(1,n) ®s
H(n+1) [I7]. Again, the hermitian representation of the algebra of the Weyl-Heisenberg subgroup
are the Heisenberg commutation relations.

From Theorem 3 (Appendix A), the complete set of unitary irreducible representations
includes the degenerate representations that are faithful representations of homomorphic groups.
These groups are as follows. First,

m:ZLa(l,n) > ZL(1,n) ker(m) ~ A(m)®A(n +1) (111)
where m = @02 - The normal subgroup A(m) ® A(n + 1) has the basis of generators
{M5, ,, Xq} as given in Appendix B (126). The group Z£(1,n) has homomorphic groups £(1,7)
and of course the trivial group. In addition, the group ZLa(1l,n) is homomorphic to its
homogeneous group La(1l,n).

In standard special relativity, in considering the projective representations of the
inhomogeneous Lorentz group, we do not consider the representations of the homogeneous
group to be physical and disregard them in the physical discussion [§]. This is true also in this
case for the homogeneous degenerate group La(1l,n).

The remaining homomorphic group ZL£(1,n) is precisely the inhomogeneous Lorentz group
of special relativity. Therefore, the projective representations of ZLa(1,n) include the expected
inertial representations of the inhomogeneous Lorentz group in this regime of interactions that
are small relative to b.

There are however other physical noninertial states in the faithful projective representations
of ZLa(1,n) that embody energy. Given that we only appear to see a subset of the mass an
energy in the universe, this may be interesting to investigate further. Some additional insight
to this is provided in the following section.

4.3. The b,c — oo limit: the quantum Hamilton group

The quantum Hamilton group corresponds to the limit where both b,¢ — o0 and so forces are
small relative to b and velocities are small relative to ¢. The quantum theory is the projective
representations of the inhomogeneous Hamilton grou [Low12]|,[Low8]

THa(n) ~ Ha(n) ®s A(2n + 2). (112)
These are equivalent to the unitary representation of the central extension
THa(n) ~ Ha(n) @, (H(n + 1) ® A(2)) . (113)

There are three central elements in the algebraic central extension [I8]. First there is the
generator I that is the central generator of the Weyl-Heisenberg group H(n + 1). Second, there
is a central extension M that is mass and is one of the two generators of the A(2) subgroup.
The Galilei group Ga(n) is the inertial subgroup of I\’H/a(n) and this is precisely the same mass
generator (17) for Ga(n) I\H/a(n)

Finally there is a third central generator of the central extension denoted A that is the
second generator of the A(2) subgroup. This generator is a new prediction of the theory. It has
dimensions of the reciprocal of tension (in MKS units, m/Newton).

Given how fundamental the central generators I and M are to physics, we expect A to be
fundamental also. A interacts through a non-inertial generalization to usual ‘nonrelativistic’ spin

1 The most general case is the ZH.Aa(n) group discussed in Appendix C.



[18]. It embodies energy Ab? just as mass embodies energy Mc2. In the full reciprocal relativistic
theory they combine into a generalized power-force stress ‘tensor’ realized by the generators M,
(125). This is a definitive prediction of the theory; the central generators A is a ‘residue’ of the
full theory in its contraction to the ‘nonrelativistic’ domain. It should be possible to detect A
using the above mentioned noninertial spin interaction.

5. Concluding remarks

This paper has explored the relativity implications of the quantum phase. The quantum
phase required us to consider projective representations of the symmetry groups that are
equivalent to the unitary representations of their central extensions. This establishes the
equivalence of the unitary representations of the Weyl-Heisenberg group with a particular
projective representation of the abelian translation group on extended phase space. This leads
to the projective representations of the conformally scaled inhomogeneous symplectic group as
the largest representation in which the Heisenberg commutation relations are valid at all states
in the Hilbert space under the action of the unitary representations of the central extension of
the group.

Requiring relativistic concepts of invariant time through an orthogonal line element leads
to the Born metric on extended phase space with the fundamental scale constant b. The
resulting symmetry is the inhomogeneous unitary group ZU(1,n). This symmetry describes
the transformation between noninertial, as well as inertial, states. Spacetime in this theory is
relative to noninertial states and there is neither an absolute inertial nor rest frame. The limit
b — oo results in spacetime becoming an invariant subspace with the associated appearance of an
absolute inertial frame. The full classical limit with ¢,b — 0 yields a new derivation of Hamilton’
s equations. These transformation equations have absolute Newtonian time with the appearance
of an absolute inertial and rest frame.

The concepts are presented as global symmetries for an extended phases space P ~ R?*+2,
The symmetries need to be made local and applies to more general manifolds to provide a
generalization of relativity where the local symmetry is ¢(1,n) rather than £(1,n). This has
been explored in a series of papers by Mantz et al [32],[33],[34]

The noninertial quantum theory is the projective representation of the inhomogeneous unitary
group. (Understanding noninertial quantum mechanics, is a prelude to understanding quantum
gravity.) The limits yield special relativistic quantum mechanics in the limit b — o and quantum
Hamiltonian mechanics in the limit ¢, b — oo. This noninertial quantum symmetry resulted from
the relativistic implications of the quantum phase.

I would like to thank Peter Jarvis, Stuart Morgan and Rutwig Campoamor-Stursberg for
discussions during the course of this work. I would like to thank Cécile DeWitt-Morette for
pointing out the Dirac quote and for her encouragement of this work.

6. Appendix A: Basic theorems of projective representations
The following set of theorems, together with the Mackey theorems [5],[6] enables the projective
representations for a general class of Lie groups to be calculated.

Theorem 1 (Wigner, Weinberg) Any projective representation of a Lie symmetry group G
on a separable Hilbert space is equivalent to a representation that is either linear and unitary or
anti-linear and anti-unitary. Furthermore, if G is connected, the projective representations are
equivalent to a representation that is linear and unitary [35],[8].

This is the generalization of the well known theorem that the ordinary representation of any
compact group is equivalent to a representation that is unitary. For a projective representation,
the phase degrees of freedom of the central extension enables the equivalent linear unitary or
antilinear antiunitary representation to be constructed for this much more general class of Lie



groups that admit representations on separable Hilbert spaces. (A proof of the theorem is given
in Appendix A of Chapter 2 of [§]). The groups that this theorem applies to include all groups
that are mentioned in this paper.

Theorem 2 (Bargmann, Mackey) The projective representations of a connected Lie group G
are equivalent to the ordinary unitary representations of its central extension G [3], [4l].

Theorem 1 states that are all projective representations are equivalent to a projective
representation that is unitary. A phase is the unitary representation of a central abelian
subgroup. Therefore, the maximal representation is given in terms of the central extension
of the group. For simply connected groups, this definition is equivalent to the formulation of
a projective representation as an ordinary unitary representation that is defined up to a phase,
o(Y)o(7) = e o(v'v)Bl,H]. (Note that all centrally extended groups are simply connected.)

Theorem 3 Let G,H be Lie groups and @ : G — H be a homomorphism. Then, for every
unitary representation 9 of H there exists a degenerate unitary representation o of G defined by
0= pom. Conversely, for every degenerate unitary representation of a Lie group G there exists
a Lie subgroup H and a homomorphism 7 : G — H where ker(w) # e such that o = 9o where
0 1s a unitary representation of H.

Noting that a representation is a homomorphism, This theorem follows straightforwardly from
the properties of homomorphisms. As a consequence, the set of degenerate representations of a
group is characterized by its set of normal subgroups. A faithful representation is the case that
the representation is an isomorphism.

Theorem 4 (Levi) Any simply connected Lie group is equivalent to the semidirect product of
a semisimple group and a mazximal solvable normal subgroup [36)].

As the central extension of any connected group is simply connected, the problem of computing
the projective representations of a group always can be reduced to computing the unitary
irreducible representations of a semidirect product group with a semisimple homogeneous group
and a solvable normal subgroup. The unitary irreducible representations of the semisimple
groups are known and the solvable groups that we are interested in turn out to be the semidirect
product of abelian groups.

Theorem 5 Any semidirect product group G ~ K ®s N is a subgroup of a group homomorphic
to the group of automorphisms of the normal subgroup, G < Autyr [36].

This theorem places constraints on the admissible semidirect product groups that have a given
normal subgroup. For example, the automorphism group of the abelian group is

Aut g(my ~ Zy ®s D ®s GL(M,R) @5 A(m), D ~ (R, x) , (114)
whereas the automorphism group of the Weyl-Heisenberg group #H(m) is [19],[18]
Autyy(m) ~ Zy ®s D Qs Sp(2m) @ H(m). (115)

This means that there does not exist a semidirect product of the form “SO(2m) ®s H(m)
“ as SO(2m) is not a subgroup of Sp(2m). On the other hand, the semidirect product
Ha(n) = SO(m) ®s H(m) is admissible as SO(m) < Sp(2m).



7. Appendix B: Algebra of Q(1,n) and Indnii-Wigner contractions

This appendix defines the algebra of the quaplectic group and its contraction in the b — oo and
¢ — . A general element of the algebra may be written in terms of dimensionless parameters
as

Z =a"J;+ B K + ¥ N; +FR+m" M j + { P + P'Q; + 1E + T + oI (116)
where 4,7,... = 1,...,n. Scaling the dimensionless parameters with appropriate physical
dimensions,

abd s b ﬁ’ — ﬁi/c A Wi/b PN Ti/bc mbI mi’j/bc

A . A . L 117
Poop/h Tod/h Tot/h EoeA i (117)

requires the corresponding scaling of the generators,
Jij— Jij Ki—cK; Nj—bN; R bcR M;;— bcM; ; (118)

P AP Qi NQi T NI Ew-ANE -1
The nonzero algebra commutation relations are computed to be

(i, Tkl = — Jl5zk + Jjk0ig + Ji1djk — Jik0j1

[Jij, Mi] = 3100k — M 1051 + M; 165 1 + M; 1054,
[Jij, K] = —K;6i + Kidj, [Ki,Kil = 5Jik, [Ki,R]= Nu
[Jijs Nkl = —=Njdip + Nidjg, [Nis Ni] = 3z ik, [Ni, R] = i
[Ki, Nl = —M; ), — 0; i R,

[Ki, Mig] = =% (Nidie + Nidig),  [Ni, Myl = g5 (Kibig + Kibig)
[Jij, Qr] = —ng'5i,k + Qidj 1 [Jij, Pi] = P Oik + Pidj i

[Ki, Mi1] = —= (Ni6i ) + Ni6ig) . [Ni, M) = (Kl5z kTt Kk@l)
[M,j7Qk] (sz +5]kp) [M,japk] cQ(le] +5ij2)7

[K27Qk] = = lkT [Kupk] 5@ kE, [K27T] CQQH
[Nqu] sz [Nzan] ZkE [N27T] = 1P
[Ki, E] = — P, [N, E] = Qla [R,T] = _WEa
[R,E] = 2T, [Qi, Pr] = —héixl, [T,E]=hI.

Note that there are four different inhomogeneous Lorentz algebras with generators
{Jij, K, P, E}, {Ji;,K;,Qi, T}, {Jij,Ni, P, T} and {J;;, N;,Q;, E} corresponding to four
different connected Lorentz subgroups £(1,n) c U(1,n).

The limits are computed straightforwardly as Inonii-Wigner contractions. For example the
b, ¢ — oo limit is

[Jijs Tk = =J506ik + Jjk0i1 + Ji1dk — Jik0j1s
[Jijs My = —M; 16 1 — M; 16i 1 + M; 105 1 + M, 1,65,
[Jij: Ki] = —K;jbi + Kijp,

[ij> Nk] = —=Njdik + Nidjk,
[Ki, Ni] = —M; 1, — 6 1 R,

[Jij, Qr]l = —=Qj0ik + Qidjx, [Jij, Pr] = —Pjbix + Pidjk,

[K27Qk] sz [Nupk] lkT
[Ki, E] = —P, [Ni, E] = Qi,
[R,E] = 2T, [Qi, Pl = —hdi 11, [T,E] = hl.



This may be used to establish the contraction diagram

o La(ln) - N

b—0o0 c—00

U(l,n) _ HAa(n) (119)
—  La(ln) —
c—0 b—0o0

La(l,n) ~ Z&(l, n) as a group. However the generators of the Lorentz subgroup of La(1,n) are
{Jij, K;} whereas for La(1,n), they are {Jij, Ni}.

A corresponding four notation for the generators may also be defined. Setting ¢ = 1, a general
element of the algebra can be written as

Z =a"Loc+ @ Myc+p"Xg+ 2Py + 1 (120)

where a,b,... =0, ....,n. The scaling of the parameters

aa,b — aa,b SZa,b — QDa’b/b L L

ﬁa — pa/>\p %a — xa/)\x. (121)

requires the corresponding scaling of the generators

La,b g La,b Ma,b = aMa,b I'—1

Py = NP, X, N X, (122)

Then the commutation relations are

[La,m Lc,d] = _Le,dna,c + Le,cna,d + La,dne,c - La,cne,ah
[La,e, Mc,d] = _Me,dna,c - Me,c"?a,d + Ma,dne,c + Ma,cne,da (123)
[Ma,m Mc,d] = 1%2 (_Le,dna,c - Le,cna,d - La,dne,c - La,cne,d) )
[La,da Xc] = _Xcma,c + Xand,ca [La,da Pc] = _Pdna,c + Pand,c,
[Ma,d7 Xc] = _b% (Pdna,c + Pand,c) [Ma,da Pc] = ana,c + Xa77d,07 (124)
[Xa, Pe] = Ing.c.

In the limit b — oo, this contracts to the nonzero commutators

[La,m Lc,d] = _Le,dna,c + Le,cna,d + La,dne,c - La,cne,da

] (o] (o] ] (o] 125
[La,e, Mc,d] = _Me,dmhc - Me,cna,d + Ma,dneyc + Ma,cnevd’ ( )

[La,da Xc] = _ana,c + Xand,c, [La,da Pc] = _Pd'r]a,c + Pa'r/d,c,
[Xm Pc] = I77a,C7 I:M:;da Pc] = ana,c + Xa77d,c- (126)

This is the algebra of the La(1,n) group. A dual four notation exists for La(1,n).

8. Appendix C: The group ZHAa(n)
The full quantum theory is the projective representations of the inhomogeneous group ZH.Aa(n),

THAa(n) ~ SO(n) ®s (H(n) ® A(m)) ®s A(2n + 2), (127)

n(n+1)

where m = . A(m) is generated by the generators M; ; given in Appendix B (120) above.
It can be shown that A(m) is a normal subgroup and therefore there is a homomorphism

7w : IHAa(n) - ZHa(n), ker(m) =~ A(m). (128)



Again, from Theorem 3 (Appendix A), the complete set of projective representations of
IZHAa(n) includes the projective representations of the homomorphic groups. These are (128)
together with the groups homomorphic to ZHa(n) that are given in Appendix A of [6].

The projective representations of ZHa(n) have been studied in [6]. However the full projective
representations of the group ZH.Aa(n) has not yet been studied. It can be seen from the Lie
algebra commutations relations in Appendix B that the M; ; generators of A(m) result from the
contraction of M, that physically are generators of force-power-stress and transform as an (0,2)
tensor under the Lorentz group. However, in the limit, the M; ; generators couple only to spin
generators J; ;. This may provide a definitive test of the theory outlined. This group requires
further investigation.
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