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Abstract

Covariant phase space quantization attempts to quantize the full
space of classical solutions, leading to a quantum theory in which the
usual time coordinate is missing. In this paper we explore how the time
evolution of the quantum states of this system is restored. We compare
covariant phase space methods for a nonrelativistic system (the har-
monic oscillator) and three relativistic quantum cosmologies. We find
that for the nonrelativistic case the preferred time coordinate emerges
in a phase factor when one transforms among certain representations,
giving exactly the phase that appears when the time evolution oper-
ator acts on the stationary states in the usual quantization method.
For the relativistic cases, on the other hand, this phase factor is no
longer present, and covariance appears to be restored. These results
are consistent with other quantization methods for these models.

1 Introduction

Covariant phase spac is the space of solutions of the equations of motions
equipped with the covariant symplectic 2-form, the Lagrange form [2]. When
the space of solutions of a dynamical system@ is uniquely determined by the
values of solutions at some specific moment, these values can be treated as a
set of coordinates for the manifold of the space of solutions, and the classical
time evolution of the phase space, in the language of covariant phase space,
is described as the transformation of these coordinates [3]. In this article,
we explore this feature of the covariant phase space in the quantum aspect,
especially the role of the time parameter ¢ during the quantization process.

LA rich list of references about the covariant phase space can be found in [I].
2Such dynamical systems exists e.g. those with a regular Lagrangian (non-singular0
Lagrangian and complete Hamiltonian vector fields [3].
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In a non-relativistic dynamical system in quantum mechanics [4], the
time parameter t is an external variable of the system, and the time evolu-
tion of the state is described by an overall phase e *F* that evolves as time
progresses, where F is an eigenvalue of Hamiltonian operator 7:[, the gener-
ator of time translations. When the covariant phase space of this dynamical
system is quantized, the time evolution of the quantum state is not so obvi-
ous, as the covariant phase space is time independent: each point represents
the entire history of a dynamical trajectory of the system, so there is no
time parameter t involved from the very beginning.

In this article we show that the time evolution of quantum states of the
covariant phase space may be restored by considering the change of a state
among different representations. Here by a representation we mean a ba-
sis of the Hilbert space formed by a set of eigenstates of the “coordinate
operators.” As noted above, the manifold of the space of solutions can be
uniquely specified by the values of the solutions at a particular moment.
Thus these values serve as the coordinates of this manifold. The “coordi-
nate operators” are these coordinates considered as operators. To obtain
a specific representation, we first pick a set of coordinates for the space of
solutions, and then treat these coordinates as operators, using their eigen-
states to construct a basis of the Hilbert space, which is the representation
we want. The quantum stats can be transformed to a different represen-
tation by choosing another set of “coordinate operators” to obtain another
basis for the Hilbert space.

In Section 4 we will see that when the quantum states are transformed
among different representations, an extra phase that includes the time pa-
rameter t will appear in the new representation. This time dependent phase
is exactly the e *F* phase that describes the time evolution in other ap-
proaches to quantum mechanics [4]. This process of restoring time evolution
by changing representations of the Hilbert space seems to be a quantum anal-
ogy of the classical dynamics in covariant phase space ,where the classical
time evolution of the system is realized by the transformation of coordinates
of the space of solutions.

In relativistic models, the time parameter ¢ is an intrinsic variable and
Hamiltonian is a constraint. It is interesting to see how t is involved in
the quantization of their covariant phase space. In Section 4 we quantize
the covariant phase space of three cosmological models, an FRW Universe
coupled with dilaton field [5], an FRW Universe with cosmological constant
[6], and a Bianchi Type I Universe [7]. To explore the time dependence
of the quantum states of these models, we switch from one Hilbert space
representation to another as in the non-relativistic model. Our results show



that in these relativistic models no time dependent phase emerges. This is
consistent with other quantization method applied to these models. A time
dependent phase indicates the time evolution of the quantum states, while
in relativistic models the time parameter ¢ is artificial, and can be chosen
rather arbitrarily, so the quantum states of these models should not prefer
a particular time in their evolution.

This article is organized as follows: in Section 2 a brief review of the co-
variant phase space, including the construction of the covariant symplectic
form, is given. In Section 3 a detailed process for quantizing the covariant
phase space is exhibited. In Section 4 this quantization method is applied to
a non-relativistic model (the harmonic oscillator) and three relativistic cos-
mological models. In Section 5 we give a summary of the major idea of this
article and some discussion of the conclusions. As the quantization method
of the covariant phase space proposed here is rather tentative and has only
been tested on some simple examples, the conclusions may only apply to
simple models with restricted conditions. A more formal canonical formal-
ism developed in the covariant phase space of field theories can be found in
[1, 8L 9], quantization of other 2D gravity model in [10], the covariant phase
space formalism for cosmological models with infinite number of degrees of
freedom in [11], a more recent comprehensive discussion about the covariant
phase space with boundary included in [12], and a related application in the
quantization of gauge theory in [13].

2 Symplectic 2-form on the space of solutions

In this section, we review the formalism for constructing the covariant sym-
plectic 2-form on the space of solutions of the equations of motion and show
how this covariant form is related to the symplectic structure on the phase
space. The major idea follows [3], 2].

2.1 The space of solutions as a manifold

Given the action I = fttf L(z*,v")dt of the dynamical space S with n degrees
of freedom, the solutions to the equations of motion:

d 0L 0L

—(z—=)—5==0 1

dt(avl) ox? (1)
form the set of the space of motions M. The manifold structure on M is
constructed by the diffeomorphism [3]:




T M—=>TX :q— ($i|t:s,vi|t:s),i =1.n (2)

where T'X is the velocity phase space of the system S at the moment ¢t = s
[3]. The configuration space X of S is a n—dimensional smooth manifold,
with coordinates (x!,...,2"). The velocity phase space TX is the tangent
bundle of X, with 2n coordinates (z!,...,2" v!,...,v"). In (2), ¢ € M is a
solution to the equations of motion (1), and (z*|;=s, v|;=s) are the values of
(2%, v%) at time ¢t = s. To make the notation simpler, we will use %, v’ to
denote z°|;—s, v*|—s in the following.

The meaning of (2) is that when a solution to the equations of motion
(1) can be uniquely determined by the condition (z°|;—s = z%,v"|j=s = v%)
[3], the map 75 gives an isomorphism, and the space of motions M becomes
a 2n—dimensional manifold by assigning each point of M the coordinates

(xl, .27 v} ... ,v"). In this article, we only considered models that satisfy

oy LD Vg, vy UL
this condition.

2.2 The covariant sympletic 2-form

The covariant sympletic 2-form w is a closed non-degenerate 2-form on M.
It can be constructed as follows:

Let 6g = (d2°,0v") be a tangent vector that linearizes the equations of
motion (1). The action changes along the direction of dq as [3]

tr (oL _, OL _,
dl(éq)—/ti <8$i5x +W5v>dt

oL . oL . 4oL d,0L] ..
- %51} |t:tf - %51} |t:t7; +/t; |:8LUZ - a(avl ):| ox'dt (3)

“TOL d (OL\]. .
_Htf(éq)—ﬁti(éq)—l—/ti [axi—a<avi>]5:pdt

where 6; is the sympletic potential one-form on M defined by

oL _ .
0:(6q) = —dz" 4
1(60) = 52607 @
The last term in the third line of equation (3) vanishes, as each point on M
is a solution to the equations of motion. The covariant symplectic 2-form w

is constructed from the potential form 6; by taking its exterior derivative:

w = db, (5"



from which we have the covariant form w acting on the vector fields as:

2 2
w(d1q,02q) = 87L(51x“(523;b — (523;“51:51’) + 87L(511)“52xb — (521)“51:51’)

Ozaovb dvrdvb
(5)
where the lower index 1,2 label out the different paths that define the tan-
gent vector fields. There are several points that we should note:

1) The 2-form w constructed from the potential 1-form (4) is generally not
non-degenerate. A degenerate form w is called a presymplectic form
[3]. This happens, for example, when there are gauge symmetries in the
system and the direction of the degeneracy of the presymplectic form
w is the gauge direction, e.g. in [I1]. To make the presymplectic form
w nondegenerate, a known reduction process can be applied [9]. In the
models we studied here, the covariant form w by (4) is nondegenerate
in the first place, so the reduction process will not be discussed here.

2) The form w = df; by (5) is independent of the choice of time ¢. This can
be seen from equation (5'), which gives wy, —wy, = db;, —dby, = d(dI) =
0 [3]. This covariance makes the solution space a covariant phase space
which encodes all the information of the dynamical evolution of the
system intrinsically [J.

3) Using the diffeomorphism 75 in (2), we have (75)sw = wps where wp
is the symplectic 2-form of the usual phase space at time ¢t = s. Given
the Hamiltonian function H of the system, Hamilton’s equations are
equivalent to requiring

Xwp +dH =0 (6)

where X, called the Hamiltonian vector field, is the tangent vector
field of the dynamical trajectory. The dynamical trajectory parame-
terized by the time ¢ induces a one-parameter diffeomorphism group
¢¢ acting on the phase space. The condition (6) tells us that ¢, is not
only diffeomorphism but also symplectomorphism, as the symplectic
form wy, is Lie dragged along the dynamical trajectory [1], which is
consistent with the fact that the covariant form w is independent of
time. More details about this point will be discussed in Section 3.1.



3 Quantum dynamics

In this section we discuss how the classical physics is described in the lan-
guage of covariant phase space, mainly based on the discussion in 3] 2], and
the quantization process for the covariant phase space, which will be applied
to models in the later sections.

3.1 Classical Physics

In Section 2.1 we saw that the covariant phase space becomes a manifold,
given the diffeomorphism (2), where the phase space TX at time t = s
provides a set of coordinates of the manifold M. In the last part of Section
2.2 we noted that the push forward of the covariant form (75).w gives a
symplectic structure wr,, on the phase space. Choosing two distinct moments
t =0 and t = s on the dynamical trajectory, the diffeomorphisms 79 and 75
give two different coordinate charts for the covariant phase space, as shown
in Figure 1.

1 1
Ps=Ts0T,, H(Ts0Ty T )*wLs=wLo

TQt=0,wLo

Figure [1]

As we can see in Figure 1, the dynamical trajectory induces a one-



parameter diffeomorphism group {ps} labeled by s. Note that the diffeo-
mophism ¢, = 7507y L actually plays two roles here. On one hand, seen
from the perspective of the usual classical physics, @ tells us how the system
evolves from the moment ¢ = 0 to the moment ¢ = s along the dynamical
trajectories as the orbits of the Hamiltonian vector field. On the other hand,
using the language of the covariant phase space, we see that ¢, = 7507, Lig
also the transition function between two coordinate charts of the manifold
M of the covariant phase space.

These two viewpoints are compatible with each other. As with the condi-
tion (6), we know that the Lie derivative of the symplectic form wy, vanishes
along the dynamical trajectory, so

wro = (ps) wrs = (T 075 ) wig (7)

This is consistent with the requirement of the covariant form that

WM = T{WLs = ToWLo (8)

since from (8)
(ps) wrs = (Ts 075 ) wrs = (15 )*(7s) wis = (15 1) W = wio

which is exactly what we have in (7). The two roles played by ¢4 show that
the evolution of the system with respect to time parameter ¢ in classical
physics can also be described as the change of the coordinates of the manifold
of the space of solution.

3.2 Quantization

When the space of solutions is uniquely determined by the set of values
of solutions at some specific moment, these values can be considered as
coordinates on the space of solutions. By treating these coordinates as
operators, we can find their eigenfunctions. These eigenfunctions form a
basis of the Hilbert space which gives a representation of the Hilbert space.
We quantize the covariant phase space in these Hilbert space representations.
The major steps are as follows:

1) Starting from the Lagrangian, we find a covariant symplectic 2-form
and equations of motions by using the formulas of Section 2.1.

2) We find a complete set of solutions to the equations of motion. This set
can be uniquely specified by a set of values of solutions at some specific



moment. We use these values at a particular moment as coordinates
on the space of solutions.

3) Treating these coordinates as operators (“coordinate operators”), we
find their eigenstates, which form a basis for the Hilbert space. This
gives a specific representation of the Hilbert space. The commuta-
tion relations between these operators are read from the symplectic
covariant 2-form.

4) We construct the Hamiltonian operator from the coordinate operators,
and express the eigenstates of the Hamiltonian in the representation
obtained in 3).

5) Our coordinate operators are related to each other by equations of
motion, with the time parameter ¢ as a label that distinguishes differ-
ent sets of coordinates. The inner products between the eigenstates of
different sets of coordinate operators are the kernels of the transfor-
mation among different representations.

6) To explore the time evolution nature of the quantum states, we switch
from one representation to another by using the kernels obtained in
5)—this is simply performing the change of basis in Hilbert space—to
see if there is an extra time dependent phase appearing in the new
representation.

It will be shown in Section 4 that the Hamiltonian operator and commu-
tation relations remain invariant when they are constructed from different
sets of the coordinate operators labeled by the time parameter. In our non-
relativistic model, we will see that an extra time dependent phase appears
when we switch the basis, exactly matching the one that appears when the
time evolution operator acts on stationary states in the usual quantization
methods [4], while no such phase appears in our relativistic models.

4 Some models

In this section we quantize the covariant phase space of one non-relativistic
model—harmonic oscillator—and three relativistic cosmological models, us-
ing the quantization process of Section 3.2.



4.1 The Nonrelativistic Case: Harmonic Oscillator

We start by quantizing the covariant phase space of the harmonic oscillator.
By using the formalism in Section 2.2 and solving the equations of motion,
we have a set of complete solutions,
xy = xocos(wt) + (v, /wm)sin(wt) (9)
Vg, = Vgocos(wt) — (zo/wm)sin(wt)

where w is the frequency of the harmonic oscillator. Here z¢ = x|, vz, =
Z|t=0 are initial values of the solutions and xy = x|, v, = &|; are values of the
solutions at time ¢. A complete set of solutions can be specified by the initial
values (xg,vy,) or by the values (z;,v,,) at some other specific moment.
These two sets can be considered as two sets of coordinates of the manifold
of the space of solutions, and the equations (9) give the transition functions
between these two coordinate charts, while also describing the dynamical
trajectory of the system. The mapping of the coordinates (xo,vs,) to the
coordinates (z,v,,) is realized by the diffeomorphism ¢; induced by the
dynamical trajectory as discussed in Section 3.1. To simplify the symbol,
we use v; for vy, in the following.

The Poisson structure of these coordinates can be read from the covariant
form by using (5), which gives

{zo,v0} =1 {zs,vs} =1 (10"
As we can see, the Poisson structure is independent on the time parameter

t = s. Treating these two sets of coordinates (zg,vs,) and (x5, vy, ) as two
sets of coordinate operators, we have the commutation relations

[j(]y @0] =1 [jsa {)S] =1 (10)
We can construct the Hamiltonian operator from the coordinate oper-
ator (Zs,0s) and their commutation relations (10). The eigenstates of the
Hamiltonian operator in the Zs-representation are
- 2 1 5
<$S|H|7pns> = <l‘s|% + mw z |7;Z)ns>
1 82 1 5 9 (11)
- ( 2m 8%2 + 2mw x > wns(xs) = Enwns(xs)
where |z4) is an eigenstates of s with eigenvalue xs. Here |1),s) are eigen-
states of the Hamiltonian operator, and ¢s(z,s) = (zs]1ns) are these eigen-
states in the Zs-representation. Solving (11) we have



mw:L‘

1 w

Ty e HalVmeay) (12)

where H,, is the Hermite functions. Similarly, we have eigenstates [ig,) of
the Hamiltonian in Zg-representation:

wns (1'5) =

~ A2 1
(wo|H |vpon) = <x0| + 2mw $3|¢0n>
1 82 1 (13)
from which
1 mw mw:co

Yon (@) = (EE)ze™"7 " Hy (Vimwo) (14)

V2! T

From (10) and (9), the kernel of the transformation between these represen-
tations satisfies

(xocos(ws) — iu%sin(ws))(:ndxs) = zs(xo|xs) 15
{(azscos(ws) + iu%sin(ws))(xs\mo> = xo(zs|ae) (15)

with y = (mw)~!. The solution is

o) = eop{i (g Stab a4 2R YL g

2u tan(ws) usin(ws)

Note that the mathematical process of using equations (15) to get (16) is
not new. It appeared in [14], where (16) is called as the Mehler kernel, but
with different interpretation coming purely from the mathematical aspect.
The Mehler kernel has also been used in the path integral, but again by a
different method and with a different physical interpretation.

To recover the time evolution of the quantum states, we switch the Z-
representation to the Zo-representation by using the kernel (16):

wsn(xO) = /<$0!$s><$s\¢sn>dl’s
. Tsx mw:v2
:/Cez(_m(ngerHkmdS))e_an(Ma;)dazs

(17)
_ e—inw(—s) 1 % 2e mwzo oL
- \/2n—( - ) (\/— 0)
_ —mw ¢0n( )
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where the details of this integral can be found in the Appendix. We see that
in a non-relativistic model such as the harmonic oscillator, when we trans-
form from the Z4-representation to the Zg-representation, a time dependent
phase e~"(=%) appears. This extra phase is exactly the one produced by
the time evolution operator e *** acting on the stationary state with eigen-
value F,, = nhw when the usual quantization method is applied. We also
note that the quantum states in each representation have the same expres-
sion as states in the usual position space representation [4]. This is because
the commutation relations in both cases have the same form. The difference
is that in the usual quantization method the quantization is performed on
the phase space at a specific time, while here it is the covariant phase space
that is quantized.

4.2 Relativistic Cases: Cosmological models

We now quantize the covariant phase space of three cosmological models as
examples of relativistic models. The models considered below were chosen
from the literature more or less at random as typical examples of cosmolog-
ical models that can be exactly quantized by other means. Note that each
model involves a lapse function, which appears in the Hamiltonian only as
a Lagrange multiplier. By a gauge choice, this function can be quantity to
be any nonnegative function; in the models investigated here, the particular
choices are made for calculational convenience. We will see that in each
case, no extra time dependent phase appears when we switch representa-
tions, indicating that the quantum states of these relativistic models do not
evolve along a particular time ¢ direction.

4.2.1 Example 1: FRW Universe coupled with dilaton field

Our first relativistic model is a spatially flat Friedmann-Roberston-Walker
(FRW) Universe coupled with a dilaton field. The metric of this model that
describes the spacetime curvature is [5]:

_N2(@)
a?(t)
of which a?(t) is the scale factor, N2(t)/a?(t) is the lapse function and dQ3

is the standard metric on S3. The effect of the dilaton field on this model
is introduced by the Einstein-Hilbert action [5]:

ds®> =

dt? + a*(t)d23

S= [dlav=aR - 30,0% - V(6)

11



where R is the scalar curvature of the spacetime, ¢ is the dilton field and
V(¢) = (Vo/2)e~?? is the potential of the dilton field with « and Vj two
positive constants. Using the metric and the Einstein-Hilber action, we get
the Lagrangian of this model as [5]

N

To simply the Lagrangian, we do the change of variables as follows:

{ x = (a?/2) cosh(ag)

-~ <—1a2a2 + 1a4<¥> — Na?V () (18)

y = (a®/2) sinh(ag)

which gives [5]:
1 .9 D)
= —(?—i*>) =N - 19
L= 557 =) = NVo(z —y) (19)

Setting N = 1 and using the formalism (3) in Section 2.2, we have

d (d d 2 2
dL(5q) <—y5y - —”“Ih:) + <—x - V0> 5z + <——y + vo> 5y

Tdt \dt 7 dt dt? dt? (20)
boundary term bulk term
From the boundary term we get the potential 1-form
d dx
9t(5Q) = %5% - d—ttéxt = Uytéyt - Uxt533t (21)

with dx¢/dt = vg,,dy:/dt = vy, and from the bulk term, we obtain the
equations of motion

=V =0

i~ Vo=0
A set of complete solutions is

1
{xt = 5Vot? + vget + 20 (22)

Y = 2Vot? + vyt + o

where zg = |40, Voo = T|1=0 and yo = yY|=0, vy, = Y|i=0 are initial values.
Similarily, x5 = @|t=s, Vg, = Z|t=s and ys = Yli=s, vy, = Y|t=s are values
at t = s. As discussed in previous sections, a set of complete solutions
can be specified by the initial values (xq,vg,,Y0,vy,) Or by the values at
some specific moment (s, vz, , Ys, Uy, ), giving two sets of the coordinates of

12



the manifold of the space of motions. The equations (22) give the transition
functions between these two sets of coordinates. Additionally, by using (22),
we have

{Ul't = Vot + vy, {Mt = 10vy, + 070 (23)

vy, = Vot + vy, 0yt = tovy, + dyo

Inserting (23) into (21), we get the potential 1-form

0:(69) = (Vot + vy, ) (t6vy, + 0yo) — (Vot + vag ) (t00z, + 20)  (24)

which does now depend on the time parameter ¢. Using (5), we find the
covariant symplectic 2-form

w(01q,02q) = (81vy, 02y — 020y, 01Yt) — (0105, 028+ — 0205, 0124)

(25)
= (010yy02Y0 — 02Vy01Y0) — (01020220 — 020,010
which is independent of ¢. We obtain the Poisson structure from (25):
{’Um()’xO} =-1 {,U-'Et?':vt} =-1 (26/)
{vye: po} =1 {vy,, e} =1

Treating the set of coordinates (x¢,vy,,y:,vy,) as operators, we have the
commutation relations:

{[@xo,fo] =i {[@mt,:ﬁt] =i 26)

[Oyo5G0] = @ [By,, 4] = i
The Hamiltonian constraint from (19) is constructed as follows. The conju-
gate momenta are:

oL 1. oc 1.
’U:E:—:——x ’L)y:—:

a9y NV

. The Hamiltonian at moment ¢ is

My = N(—5(2, — 02) + Vol — ) (27)

which turns out to be a constraint and should vanish, so the lapse function
N can be omitted in the following [5]. Inserting (22) into (27), we have

1
H| = —5(1192“ —v3,) + Vol — )
L oo

= —(’U

9 Yo _U§0)+W)($O_ZJO):H|O

13



which shows that the Hamiltonian is also independent of ¢.

Now using the coordinate operators (&, Uz, ¢, Uy, ), the Hamiltonian can
also be constructed as an operator and the eigenstates of the Hamiltonian
can be expressed in the (Z;, §s)-representation. Using (26) and the Hamil-
tonian constraint (27) at ¢ = s, we have

~ 1, . . N N
(@5, ys|H|vp) = <xs,ys\§(vi —03,) + Vo(s — 3s)¢)

_lfe o
2022 Oy2

(28)
+2Vo(ws — ys):| Vs(ws,ys) =0

where |x4), |y:) are eigenstates of the coordinate operators Zy, 9 and |v) is
the eigenstate of the Hamiltonian operator with ¢s(zs,ys) = (x5, ys|1). To
solve (28), we follow the procedure in [5], obtaining solutions similar to those
in that reference:

ws(x&ys) = %1(%)%2(%) = Ai (%;%) Ai (%&) (29)

where 7 is a separation constant and Ai is the Airy function.
Similarly, in the coordinate (04, 0y, ) space, we have

. 1 .0 .0
<,UI07U?J0|IH|¢> = [5(”@2/0 - Uio) + ‘/O(ZW:BO + Z%)kﬁ% (UI()’U?JO) =0 (30)

where |vg,), |vy,) are eigenstates of 0,,, 0y, and [1)) is the eigenstate of the
Hamiltonian operator with ¢y, (Vz,, Vy,) = (Vay, Uy, |1). Solving (30) we have

¢Uo (Uwo » Vyo ) =1 (Uro )¢2 (Uyo )

(1 3 __1_ (L 3 11
i( 6V Vzo 2V V=0 ) el( 55 Yvo T2 MVyq)

(31)

with n the separation constant.

As Yg(xs,ys) = (@5, Ys|t) and Yo, (Vgg, Vyy) = (Ugg, Uy |¥0) are both the
eigenstates of the Hamiltonian operator, but expressed in different represen-
tationsE it is interesting to see how they transform from one to the other.
We first note that (22) relates the coordinates operators that are labeled by
the time parameter as

3We can also express [1)) in the (Zo,9o)-representation; the relation between (Zo, 9o )-
representation and (9, Oy, )-representation is similar to that between the ordinary posi-
tion and momentum representations.

14



Iis = %‘/082 + 'ZAJZ‘OS + x9
Us = %‘/()52 + zA}yos + Yo

Combining (32) with the commutation relations (26), we have

(wolislas) = (3Vos? — igles + x0) (woles) = a(aolas)

(s]E0|mo) = (3Vos? + z'a%ss + z5){xs|z0) = wo(Ts|T0)

(yoldslys) = (5Vos® + igoes + yo) (Yolys) = vs(yolys)

(Yslgolyo) = (3Vos® — igh=s + ys)(s|yo) = vo(yslyo)

(32)

(33)

(33')

Solving (33) and (33’) we obtain the kernel that needed to perform the

transformation between different representations:

1.2, 2y 1 1
<.Z'()‘.Z'5> — el(—%(SL‘O-HCS)—§V08(1‘0+1‘s)+59601‘s)

o1 o2, 02y 1 _1
(yolys) = (55 (Yo +u5)+3Vos(yo+ys)— 5 yoys)

The commutation relations (26) also imply

N .0
(aliolao) = (vl a0 ) = 0 (0]
Vo

. .0
<Uyo’y()’yo> = Uyo‘ - Z@T’yo =% <Uyo‘y0>
Yo

from which

(Vg o) = €0
(vyo lyo) = ™o

Combining (34) with (36) we have

(vapl) = [ {useloo) o)

(vyol0) = / (040} w0l i

Solving (37) we get the expression of kernel as

15
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21,2 1 2 1y/2.3
v lz) = ez(vaOs—l—vzo(gVos —z5)+3gVis®—sVows)
{:< $0| 3> (38)

12 1y, 2 177243
<Uy0‘y0> _ 6_2(§Uy05+vy0(§V05 —ys)+5Vo's®—sVoys)

With (38), we can transform eigenstates (29) of the Hamiltonian in (Zs, s)-
representation to those in (,, 0y, )-representation:

3 _ Nvzg

%1(%0) = /<Uxo‘xs><xs’wsl>dxs = Cei(_ﬁvxo_ 2V )ei(_ivoz 3_%77)

(39)
The details of the integral are in Appendix B. Similarly,

nvzq

s2(vy,) = / (Wgo s (s 152 ) dys = Ce' 8V 0 T )i G VS +5m) (40)

where C is a constant fixed by the normalization condition. Combining
51 (V) and g2 (vy, ), the eigenstates 1s(xs,ys) in the coordinate-(0y,, vy,)
representation can be transformed to those in the coordinate-(0,, Uy,) rep-
resentation as

vio—ﬁnvxo)ei(ﬁviﬁﬁnvyo)

¢s(vxovvyo) = %1(%0)7/)82 (UyO) = ei(_ﬁ (41)

= 7[)1;0 (Uro s Uyo)

(see Appendix B for details). In this example, we also see two features:

1) As seen in (28), the quantum states have the same expressions in the
covariant phase space representations as those in the position representation
obtained by the usual quantization method of [5]. This is reasonable, as the
symplectic 2-form in the phase space at a specific moment has the same
form as the covariant symplectic 2-form in the covariant phase space.

2) From (41) we see that, in contrast to the non-relativistic model of
previous section, no extra time dependent phase appears in the quantum
states when we switch from one representation to another. This indicates
that in our relativistic model, the quantum states do not evolve along a
particular coordinate time t direction. This is consistent with the result of
other quantization methods [5]. The same conclusions will also be drawn in
other relativistic models below.

4.2.2 Example 2: FRW Universe with cosmological constant

The second relativistic model we study is a spatially flat Friedmann—Robertson—Walker
(FRW) Universe with a cosmological constant A with the metric [6]

ds? = —N*(t)dt* + a*(t)(dr® + r?dQ?)
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where N (t) is the lapse function, a(t) is the scale factor of the Universe and
d? is the standard metric on S?. The Einstein-Hilbert action of this model
is [6]

S= /d4:1:\/—_g(72 — %Qﬁ“q& —A)

where R is the scalar curvature, A is the cosmological constant and ¢ is a
free scalar field. Taking the metric to the action we get the Lagrangian of
this model as [6]:

1 -2 1'23 3
= —(— — — Na’A 42
£ = +(=30a® + 5¢%°) — Na (42)

Here we consider a negative cosmological constant A < 0 and set N = 1.
By changing variables [6],

z=a? cosh(ag)
Yy = a2 sinh(ag)
with o® = 2, the Lagrangian (42) is simplified to [6]:
4. . .
L=(=3)@" - 9" =@ —y?) (43)

with €2 = —2a2A > 0, so € is real. Using (3) and the Lagrangian (42), we
can read equations of motion from the bulk term in (3), with solutions

{:’t + e =0 {xt = xg cos(et) + vy, sin(et) (44)

ii+ey=0 Yt = Yo cos(et) + vy, sin(et)
The potential 1-form from (3) is

Ht(éq) = (_8/3)(Uﬂct5wt - Uyt(syt)
from which we have the symplectic covariant 2-form

w(81q,62q) = (—8/3)€[(01v4, 0211 — G204, 61¢) — (F1Vy, 02yt — G20y, 614 )]

= (—8/3)6[(512190052330 — 52Ux051$0) — (51vy052y0 — 52vy051y0)]
(15)
which shows that the covariant symplectic 2-form does not depend on the
time parameter t. We have the Poisson structure from (45)

{{xo,vxo}:,u {{x877):cs}:ﬂ

{y(]avyo} =K {y37vys} =K

17



with p = ge. Treating the set of coordinates (s, vz, , Vs, Vy,) as operators,

we have commutation relations

{[@o,@xo] = ip {[@s,@xs] =i (46)

[g()v’[)yo] = —ip [ij@ys] = —ip
The Hamiltonian constraint from (42) is
0L 0L 2 2 202 2
= - —_ = —4 — —
H=dg tigy —L=(ABE —g + @ —y) (47)

= (=4/3)(vi — vy + €(2® — 1))

Inserting (44) into (47) we find that the Hamiltonian constraint # is indepen-
dent of the time parameter t. In (Z;, ys)-representation with commutation
relations (46) we have

(s, ys| W) = (x0, 9ol (=4/3) (93, — 07,) + €2(22 — 2))[¥)

4 s (48)
:(_g) —H 8$§ +u 8—yg+6 (‘Ts_ys) ws(‘r&ys)zo
which gives the eigenstates of the Hamiltonian in (Zs, §s)-representation:

_lg2 _ 1,2 1 1
Tps($57ys) = %1(%)%2(@/5) =Ce 2nmse 2 ¥ Hn(%$s)Hn(%ys) (49)
where C is a constant, n = %, and H,, is the Hermite function. Similarly we
find the eigenstates of the Hamiltonian in (Zy, §o)-representation:

1.2 1.2
(0, w) = Yo (0)a(o0) = C” eI Hy () H =) (50
We can transform the quantum states from (&, §s)-representation (49) to
those in the (Zo,go)-representation (50) to see if a time dependent phase
appears in the quantum states.
Let |x4), |ys) and |xo), |yo) be the eigenstates of coordinate operators
Ts,Us and g, go. We have:

<x0|js|$s> = xs<x0|$s> <y0|gs|ys> = ys<y0|ys> (51)
(zs|Zo|wo) = zo(wolzs) {yslgolyo) = yo(wolys)
Using (44) and (46), the kernel also satisfies:
(2o cos(es) — z',ua— sin(es))(xo|zs) = x5{xo|Ts)
5’ (52)

(x5 cos(es) + ip 0 sin(es))(xs|zo) = xo(zs|x0)

O0xs
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(o cos(es) + %% sin(es)) (volys) = vs (olys)

(v cos(es) — ipz sn(es)) vel) = o os[0)

Solving (52) and (53), we have the kernels

( 2utan 2utan(es) Sy tan(es) 0 T ) M:ISTHE;Q } (54)

(olys) = exp yo +y2) - 20
2/ tan(es) 57 usin(es)
Using (54), we switch (&

(wolzs) = exp

, Us)-representation to the (Zg, Jo)-representation:

Usi(xo) = [ (wolzs)(s|vs)das = e apg () (55)

aryo) = / (olys) (ys bsaddys = &g (yo) (56)

where the details of the integral are in Appendix A. Thus 9s(zs,ys) in
(Zo, Jo)-representation is:

¥s (20, Y0) = Vs1(0)Ws2(y0) = e~ pg (0) e Daho (o) (57)
= 1bo(70, Yo)

There is no time dependent phase when we switch among representations in
this relativistic model.

4.2.3 Example 3: Bianchi Type I Universe

Our third relativistic example is the Bianchi Type I Universe. Bianchi Type
I Universe is a homogeneous cosmological solution of the Einstein field equa-
tion, which is specified by the metric [7]

ds? = —N2(t)dt* + 2 2P o 47
with

Bi; = diag(y + \/gz, Yy — \/gz, —2y).

Here N(t) is the lapse function, €?* is the scale factor and Bij gives the

anisotropic parameters y(t) and z(t). Given the Einstein-Hilbert action [7]:
sz/fwﬁan—m
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where R is the scalar curvature and A is the cosmological constant, we have
the Lagrangian of this model as [7]:

L= (63 /N)(—i?® + ¢ + 2%) + Ne*A (58)

If we choose the gauge N = 6e3? and set cosmological constant to 0, the
Lagrangian (58) simplifies to

L=—i%+ >+ 22 (59)

Using the formalism (3) we have equations of motions and solutions

=20 Ty = Vgl + To
=0 Y = Vyot + Yo (60)
z=0 2t = Uzt + 20

and the potential 1—form is:

0:(0q) = —vg,0x + vy, 0ys + V5,02
from which we have the covariant sysmplectic 2—form is
w(01q,02q) = — (01,0205 — 620y, 0125) + (610y,02ys — 02y, 01Ys) + (0102, 0225 — d2v2,012)

Thus the Poisson structure is

{$Ovvmo} =-1 {‘/ES?'Ums} =-1
{y07vyo} =1 {ysavys} =1
{207Uzo}: 1 {2877)2'3}: 1

Letting (¢, Vg, , Yt, Uy, , 21, V2, ) be operators, we have the commutation rela-
tions

[£07®x0] = _Z [i'ta/f)xt] = _Z
[%7@@/0] =1 [:gfn@yt] =1 (61)
[20’@20] =1 [21‘/7@,215] =1

The Hamiltonian constraint of this model is

_.oc oL oL 9 9
_x89b+y8y+282 L= —vg, + vy, + v (62)

In (&, 9s, Zs)-representation, we have
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<x87y8728‘7-”1/}> = <$57y5725‘(—@§ +U§ +'U )"l/}>
o2 52 92 (63)
= (52 ~ oz ~ 92 Vs ¥ %) =0
Letting 1/’5(.%’57 Ys, Zs) = T/}sl(xs)wﬂ(ys)lbsg(zs), we have

2 ‘ '
(?T%¢sl($s) = _771¢I( ) 7/151(338) — Clemlws 4 Dle—mlms

: y .
6a_yg¢s2(ys) = _7721/}1 (ys) ¢32(ys) = Czemzys + D2e—m2ys (64)
53—,:3%3(25) = —7]%1/}1(28) ¢33(zs) = CgeiUBZs + D3e 3%

where n; (i = 1,2, 3) are the separation constants that satisfy the condition
that n? = 13 + n3. Similarily we have the eigenstates of the Hamiltonian in
the representation I, Jo, 20 as ¥o(zo, Yo, 20) = ¥1(x0)Y2(yo)¥s3(20) with

8952 7/)1(5170) = —7717l)1( 0) P (zo) = C1€MT0 4 Dye~iMmTo
ayz 12 (y0) = —n31 (o) P2(yo) = CaePY0 4 Dye™ 1240 (65)
Wq/)g(zo) = _773¢I(ZO) ¥3(20) C5ei3%0 4 Dae~ 320

with n? = 13 + n3. Using (60) and (61) we want the kernel to satisfy

(xolDgys + Ts|xs) = xs(x0|T5) (—ia%os + x0)(@o|xs) = 2s(T0|T5)
(@s] = Buys + Bolwo) = wo(wolzs) | (igs + ws) (wslwo) = wo(ws|o)

(Yol Oyos + Uslys) = ys(Yolys) (i ayos +40) (Yolys) = ys(yolys)
(ys| = By.s + dolyo) = yo(wolys) | (—igyzs + ys)(yslyo) = vo(yslyo)

<z0|@203 + &|zs) = x4 (To|26) ('8203 + 20) (20| 2s) = 2s{20]2s)
(xs| — 0y, s + Tolzo) = T0(T0|2S8) (_Zaz s+ z5)(zs|20) = 20(zs|20)

Solving these, we have

(mo|zs) = el 2s @ Hed)+=05)
<y0‘ys> = (%(yo—i-ys) Yos ) (66)

(z0|2s) = eilas (0 +2)—75%)
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Using (50) we switch from (Zg, §o)-representation to (Zs, Js)-representation:

Yoi(zs) = / (s|20) (wolo1) = €3 g1 ()
Yoa(ys) = / (slyo) (yoloz) = €5y (ys)

Yos3(zs) = /(Zs|20><20|¢03> = &3y (25)

Combining these we have 1y(xo, yo, z0) in the (Zs, Js, Z5)-represenation:

_isp2 502 502
Yo (s, Yss 25) = Yo1(7s)o2(ys)o3(2s) = €™ 2Mahor (w5)e 22 9p2 (ys) e 2 B 9)o3(25)
S (2 .2 2
= e~ BT g () 1boa (ys) s (25)
= s(5) s (ys) s (25)

(67)
with n% = 7]% + 7732,. As in the previous examples, the time dependent phase
cancels when we switch among representations, indicating that the quantum
states again do not evolve in coordinate time t.

5 Summary and Discussion

In this article we explored some quantum aspect of covariant phase space.
The covariant phase space is the manifold of the space of solutions, equipped
with a symplectic covariant 2—form. There is no time parameter ¢ in the
covariant phase space, as each point of the space of solutions is a whole
solution of the equations of motion—a point is a whole dynamical trajectory
of the system. When the space of solutions is uniquely determined by the
values of the solutions at a specific moment, these values of solutions can be
considered as coordinates. Classically, the time evolution of the system in
covariant phase space is described by the the change of the coordinates of
the manifold of the space of solutions. The equations of motion determine
the transition functions of these coordinates.

To quantize covariant phase space, we treat these coordinates of the
manifold of the space of solutions as operators, the coordinate operators.
The eigenstates of these operators are used as a basis of the Hilbert space,
giving a specific representation. Here we proposed that the time evolution
of the quantum states of the covariant phase space is restored by performing
the transformation of the states among these representations. This proposi-
tion is shown by comparing the results of quantization for a non-relativistic
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model (the harmonic oscillator) and three relativistic models (cosmological
models). We notice that: 1) In our non-relativistic model, when the states
are transformed among different representations, a time dependent phase
appears, which is exactly the produced out by the time evolution operator
acting on the stationary states in the usual quantization method. 2) In rel-
ativistic models, no such time dependent phase emerges, indicating that the
quantum states in these models do not evolve along a particular coordinate
time t. This is consistent with other quantization method applied to in these
models [5] 6] [7].

This difference between the non-relativistic model and relativistic mod-
els here may come from the different roles of their Hamiltonians and time
parameters. In a non-relativistic model, the Hamiltonian operator generates
time evolution, and it has non-vanishing eigenvalues. In relativistic mod-
els, on the other hand, the Hamiltonian acts as a constraint, with eigenvalue
zero. Time in a non-relativistic model is unique and absolute. It is natural to
see the spatial variables in these non-relativistic models, and thus the quan-
tum states, evolve with respect to this unique time. In cosmological models,
on the other hand, the time variable is merely a time coordinate. This time
coordinate is entangled with the spatial coordinates, and its choice is rather
arbitrary and nonunique. The lack of evolution of the quantum states in
such a time coordinate reflects the fact that in general relativity a particu-
lar time coordinate is only an arbitrary internal variable, on the same footing
with spatial coordinates, with no external physical significance. It would be
interesting to see whether this proposition holds when this method applied
to more general models.

Instead of using the time coordinate that corresponds to a Hamiltonion
constraint, there have been attempts to use the the matter fields coupled
with gravity as references for dynamical evolution. For instance, in [15] the
scalar field in a cosmological model is considered as an “internal clock”, with
respect to which the quantum states evolve. It would be interesting to see
how this scenario can be applied in the quantization method proposed in
this article.
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6 Appendix

6.1 Appendix A: Integrals

In this section, we exhibit the details of the integrals that involve the Hermite
functions in (55), (56) and (17):

2 2

fdl‘s <l‘0|33s> e_z_;Hn(j;%) = fdxse(—i)(axz-i-ﬁxsxo-i-’yx%)e_?f;Hn(%)
-5 i) (ay2+Bys 2) — 5 s
fdys <y0’ys> e 2n Hn(%) — fdyse(“" )( ys+ﬁy y0+7y0)e 2n Hn(\y/ﬁ)
with
~ cos(es) 1 ~ cos(es)
~ 2psin(es)’ ~ psin(es)’ = 2n sin(es)

The technique is similar to that used in doing the Fourier transformation of
the Hermite functions. Here we have applied two formulas. The first one is
the generating function of the Hermite functions [16]:

(68)

o
—122422p—p? —1,2 pn
e 2 = E e 2 Hy(z2)—
n!

n=0

The second is [17]:
+o0
/ dzet®(@=2) — (ii)ﬁe_“bQ (69)
o Va
where a,b € C with re(a) < 0. Letting x, = /nz, we do the integral of the
product of the left side of (68) with e(~)(@e3+Azs20+743) which gives:

/dxse—%z2+2w—p2e(—i)(ar§+ﬁrswo+’vw8) _ \/ﬁ/dze—%z2+2zp—ﬁ2e(—i)(anz2+B\/ﬁzro+w8)

= e e 0 / dze(—ion—3)22+(20=iBy/Mz0)2

) ) 2 . Z'eies
=C —ry:c(z) _ 2ies 2 €8 2
e exp (—e““p +\/ﬁe x0p+2nsm(es)x0)
(70)
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Next let 7 = €"*p,zg = /& . The (63) becomes:

/dazs exp (—%,22 +22p — p*) exp ((—i)(ax? 4 Brszo + axd))

1€S

= Cexp (—iyad) exp (—72 + 27 + 2286 e )51)
7 COs(€s 71
— Ce 7")“"062 sm((es))gl Z e 2£1H 51)7—_' ( )
n=0
_ ey e Hb (L <
= NG n!
Doing the integral of the right side of (61) with e((-)(azi+Bzszo+725))
> [ eV
x5 exp ( (ax? + Brsro + axd)) exp (—52 )Hn(z)m
(72)

1 7
—Z / dasexp ((=i)aa? + oo + aa)e 5 H(—a0) )

Identifying the term with the same order of p in (71), (72), we have

/dajs (zo|zs) e 21 Hy( 333 /dﬂjs —i)(ax] +5wsro+7$o) Tan(ﬁ)
V1
11 2 1
:Ceznste g(ﬁ 0) Hn(—l‘%)
V1

Similarly,

2 2
/dys <yo!ys>€_%Hn(£) _ /dysei(ayiwysyoﬂy%)e—gf,Hﬂ(&)
Vi L (73)
:Ce—mete—g(ﬁyo) H (_yg)

TV

as used in previous sections.
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6.2 Appendix B

Here we exhibit the details of the integrals involving with the Airy functions
in (39), (40) and (41). To get (39), (40), we have

1 (V) = / (Vg |75) (s |1hs1 Vg = / /(3205 umo (V05" 2o ) H g V'™ =sVore) (3 )l

_ ei(%vgos—l—vxo(%Vosz—xs)-l—%V0283—5V0xS)A.(77 — 2Voxs )d
(2Vp)2/3 s

21,2 1 2 1v,2.3 1 . _1
:ez(ivzos+vxo(§\/os )+ 35 Vo' s?+(—vag —Vos)n(2Vo) )/61(U10+VOS)(2VO) §x7’Ai(1’n)d£n

1,3 ’7“10) .

(— —— — 1
:Cel( 6V Y=o T 21, e’(_ﬂvoz 3_%77)

(39)

(1,2 1 2_ ly2.3
Vsa(vyy) = / (vyo |ys) (ys|Ws2) dys = / e a0 V0T RV Oy,
_ e—i(%vgos-l—vyo(%Vosz—ys)—}—%vozﬁ—s\/oys)AZ-(T, - 2‘/0?45 )d
(2%)2/3 §

. _ . _1
iR sty (3Vos)+ EVRSH+ vy —Vos)(2Vo) ) /e_’(vyo+V05)(2V0) 50 Ai (g )dys

(13 L Maqy
— Cel(evo Vyo T3 )el(g%vo%s"'%’i)

(40)
- 7(72_‘30‘)/3"735 n = 7(72_‘%‘)/2% and C is a constant fixed by the normal-

ization condition. Here we have used the formula for the Airy function:

where x,,

+o0 ' .
T(AZ)(]{:) = / A’L'($)€_27”kxd$ _ e§(2nk)3

—00

To get (41) we have:

Vs (Vag s Vyo) = V1 (Vg ) P52 (vy, )

1 .3 _ MVzg . 1 2.3 201 .3 Myo 1 2.3
— el( 55 Vro T 2V, )el(—ﬁVo s5=5m) « ez(evovyo"‘ P )el(ﬂv()s +5m)

3

1 _ 1 13 1
:e’( 6V) V20 2VOnU”O)eZ(tSVOvyOJ'_ZVOm)yO)

=y, (Uwo » Vyo )
(41)
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