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Abstract

We study gravitational back-reaction within relational time formulations of quantum me-
chanics by considering two versions of time: a time coordinate, modelled as a global
quantum degree of freedom, and the proper time of a given physical system, modelled via
an internal degree of freedom serving as a local quantum “clock”. We show that interac-
tions between coordinate time and mass-energy in a global Wheeler-DeWitt-like constraint
lead to gravitational time dilation. In the presence of a massive object this agrees with
time dilation in a Schwarzchild metric at leading order in G. Furthermore, if two particles
couple independently to the time coordinate we show that Newtonian gravitational inter-
action between those particles emerges in the low energy limit. We also observe features
of renormalization of high energy divergences.
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A defining feature of a complete quantum theory of gravity will be to treat space and time as
quantum degrees of freedom. This will include, among other things, allowing for superpositions
of classical spacetime geometries and a model for the ultraviolet degrees of freedom which make
up spacetime. Treating both time and space on a quantum footing is challenging, but it allows
for the possibility of quantum mechanical interactions between matter and spacetime degrees
of freedom, from which gravity may emerge. With this motivation, we explore the possibility
of time as a quantum degree of freedom, and show that its coupling with mass-energy leads to
gravitational time dilation and an emergent Newtonian gravitational interaction potential.

Standard quantum mechanics handles time and space very differently. Time enters the Schrodinger
equation as an essentially classical parameter ¢, while space (e.g. understood as the location of
a particle) is represented through the eigenvalues and eigenspaces of a Hermitian operator. At-
tempts to also associate time with measurements of a time-operator have been criticised by Dirac
based on the Stone-von Neumann theorem [1] because the variable that is naturally conjugate
to time is energy. And if the Hamiltonian operator H and a time operator T were to satisfy the
canonical commutation relations [T, H] = 4, then the eigenvalue spectrum of the Hamiltonian
(and thus the energy) would need to be unbounded (from above and below).

Why would a time operator be desirable? In general relativity, as well as in more general
theories with reparametrization invariance [2—4], there is only a soft distinction between time
and space. Any foliation of spacetime into non-intersecting space-like hypersurfaces defines a
“time-coordinate”. And the separation of two spacetime events can be space-like even if they
are separated by a non-zero amount of coordinate time. This (literal) relativity in the defini-
tions of time and space leads to formulations of quantum gravity, such as the Wheeler-DeWitt
equation [5], which are based on constraints of the form J |U) = 0, where J is a constraint
operator [5-7] (see also [8-10] for a discussion of the closely-related issue of the “problem of
time” in quantum gravity). Physical states |¥) are required to satisfy the constraint and are
hence in the 0-eigenspace of the constraint operator. They represent configurations of quantum
gravity degrees of freedom that describe (superpositions of) full 341 dimensional spacetimes. In
such a setting there is no notion of a Schrodinger-like time parameter, and time should instead
be emergent, such as being a measurement conditional on a specified event.

Coordinate Time as Relational Quantum Observable

A simplified, albeit representative version of the above ideas is found in the Page-Wootters
formalism [11-13] (see also related ideas by Dirac [6,7]) of relational time. Here, the global
Hilbert space H is factorized into a temporal degree of freedom H;, often called the “clock,”
and the system Hg (what we typically describe in conventional quantum mechanics),

"o~ H o Hs. (1)



The temporal Hilbert space H; is taken isomorphic to Ly(R) and we consider a pair of Hermitian
operators ¢ and p, on that space which satisfy Heisenberg canonical commutation relation (CCR),
[f, ﬁt} = 4 (in units with 2 = 1). These operators thus constitute a standard pair of conjugate
operators on H,. In particular, ¢ has a continuous spectrum of eigenvalues ¢ with corresponding
orthonormal eigenstates |t) with (¢'|t) = 0(t —t’), such that the conjugate operator p, generates
translations in ¢ as e”®" |t) = |t +¢'). Within the Page-Wootters formalism the states |t) are

endowed with a temporal meaning by introducing the constraint operator J,
J=pols+leHs, (2)

where I, and ﬁs are identity operators on H,; and Hg, respectively, and H s is the conventional
Hamiltonian for the system. Physical states |\I/>> in the global Hilbert space H are identified to
be the ones annihilated by the constraint operator J,

IJ~0 = J|¥) =0. (3)

We use the double-ket notation |\If>> to stress that the state is defined on the global Hilbert
space H; ® Hg. Conventional time-dependent states of the system are obtained via a relational
approach by conditioning the global, physical state \\IJ>> with the eigenvector |t) of the time
operator f,

(1) = (t]¥)) €Hs. (4)

The constraint equation conditioned on [t) becomes
HINW)) = (tp @1s W) + Hslo(t) =0, (5)

which upon inserting a complete set of states on H,; given by [ dt |t) (| = I;, and remembering
that the matrix elements of the conjugate momenta are (t|p;|t') = —i%é (t—1'), gets us the time
evolution equation for states |¢(t)) of the system,

As o) = 1o (1) )

This is indeed the Schrédinger equation for |¢(t)) € Hg. Thus we see that effective time
evolution for states in the subfactor Hg of the global Hilbert space, governed by a Hamiltonian
Hg , can be recovered from a constraint operator. One can furthermore show that any physical
state can be expressed as

w) = [y o vy = [ane (= pop) )

where U (t) = e~iflst ig the time evolution operator acting on an initial state [¢)(0)) of the sys-
tem. Time evolution is hence implemented in the Page-Wootters construction via entanglement
between the time Hilbert space and the system Hilbert space.



Proper Time as an Internal Degree of Freedom

In the following we will think of the degree of freedom in H; as representing coordinate time.
In other words, we take it to represent a very simplified version of the spacetime degrees of
freedom that appear e.g. in the Wheeler-DeWitt equation. But the proper time experienced by
the system Hg is, in general, different than the coordinate time, and will be governed by the
behavior of clocks carried by that system. To this end, we associate the system to have internal
structure which serves as a “clock” to measure its proper time (imagine the system carrying a
clock with it) [14]. Since we are focused on temporal effects in this essay, we will only consider
such internal proper clocks, and we neglect spatial motion of their center of mass. On the system
Hilbert space Hg, we can associate a proper time observable 75 and its corresponding conjugate
7s which satisfies Heisenberg canonical commutation relation, [7g, g] = ¢. The Hamiltonian of
ryclock

the system then consists of its rest mass (m) energy, and a term Hg°™ which drives evolution
of the internal proper time observable,

Hg = (mc?) Ig + HIo* (8)

For simplicity, we take the internal proper time degree of freedom to be an ideal clock where
different proper times are completely distinguishable, which leads the Hamiltonian to be the
conjugate operator g that drives translation of the proper time observable,

Aglock _ 7ATS ) (9)

Such an ideal clock would in fact be subject to Dirac’s criticism mentioned earlier, i.e. it would
lead to an unbounded Hamiltonian. But we note that realistic clocks will always have a finite
resolution and period, for which we can use Generalized Pauli Operators [15] to construct a
finite-dimensional version of such canonical conjugate variables. Realistic clock Hamiltonians
will thus still be bounded. But we will set aside this technicality in the following and continue
to assume ideal clocks. With the above system in mind, the Page-Wootters constraint operator
takes the following form,

jo = ® TIS +I® <(m02) ﬁs + ﬁg) ~ 0, (10)

for which the physical states take the following form of Eq (7) with the system Hamiltonian
being Hg = (mc?) Is + tg.

To probe the relationship between coordinate time ¢ and the proper time 7 of the system,
we consider the probability that the system’s proper time 7¢ reads some value 7 conditioned
on the coordinate time reading t. = t. We can compute this conditional probability from the
global physical state of Eq. (7) by applying the projective measurements Ey(t) = |t) (| and



Eg(r) =|7) s (7] (operators are paired with the relevant identity operators to be able to act on
the full Hilbert space H) along with the Born rule [14],
Prob [rg = 7 and t. = ]

Prob [t. = ] ’

Y (11)
(Y] Eu(t)Es(7) |T))

(| E(t) [9))

Since the quantum state of the system [¢()) is normalized on each time slice, which is obtained

via a projective measurement with £;(t), we can see that (V] Ey(t) W)) = (W(t)|v(t)) =1, V.
Further, using orthonormality of the coordinate time states (t'|t) = §(t — '), and the projection

Prob[rs = 7lt. =1t] =

ES(T), the conditional probability can be written as matrix elements of the time evolution
operator acting on the initial system state,

Prob [ts = 7lt. = t] = (W(0)|UT(t)Es(r)U(#)[(0))
= (1) Es(7) (L)) (12)
| (75 = Tle= st (0)) | .

We take the initial (t = 0) state [¢(0)) of the internal proper clock, to be a fiducial Gaussian
wave packet centered around 7 = 0 with a width of o in the eigenbasis of the proper time

Ut
Es

observable 7g,

1 72
BO) =y [dreE 7). (13)
(2ma2)!/*
The action of e~i#st on |1)(0)) can be computed by using the fact that g generates trans-
lations in eigenstates of g, as e s |F) = |F + t),

—imc2
e imct

W/d% 6_472? |7:+t> s (14)

) =

which upon taking an inner product with |7¢ = 7) and remembering (7|7 + t) = §(7 — (7 — 1)),
our desired conditional probability simplifies to,

1 T—t 2
Prob[rs = Tlt. =t] = me_(za; : (15)
o

We can now use this conditional probability distribution to compute the average proper time as

read by the system S conditioned on the coordinate time reading ¢,

(ts) =1. (16)

No surprises here. On average, the proper time of the system, quantum mechanical or not, is
the same as the coordinate time, as one would expect from a non-gravitational, non-relativistic
setup.



Mass-Energy Coupling with Coordinate Time

Let us now introduce an interaction term between the coordinate clock and the system (see
also [16] for a similar idea) at the level of the Wheeler-DeWitt constraint,

A

~ ~ “ 1 “
Jzﬁt®ﬂs+ﬂt®ﬂs+x(ﬁt®ﬂs) ~ 0, (17)

where we have added a term (ﬁt ®H s) /A to the standard Page-Wootters constraint of Eq.

(2) to model gravitational back reaction of the system on the coordinate degree of freedom H,.
We will motivate later that the interaction strength A=' of that term should be O(G/R), with
G being Newton’s constant and R being a typical spatial scale of the system. Physical states
are now those which are annihilated by the above constraint. The rationale for our form of the
interaction term comes from linearized quantum gravity which couples first order energy terms
to linear metric perturbations.

The effect of this interaction term is in fact equivalent to modifying the generator of trans-
lations of coordinate time (the “momentum” p; of the time degree of freedom). To see this, we
rewrite the modified constraint as,
L\ -1

~ . ~ pt ~ ~ ~

J:pt<ﬂt+x) ®]IS+]L§®HS%0, (18)
which now again has the form of a non-interacting constraint. So our coupling of energy with
the background metric seems to simply alter the rate of flow of coordinate time. Since the
interaction term commutes with the standard Page-Wootters constraint of Eq. (2),

i ieny Lo
[(Pt®H5+Ht®HS> , K(m@HS)} 0, (19)

the eigenstates of this interacting constraint are of a separable, tensor product form,

), = Ipe=a)|E,) (20)

where |p; = «) is an eigenstate of the unmodified conjugate operator p; of coordinate time with
eigenvalue o € R, and |E,,) is an eigenstate of the system Hamiltonian Hg with eigenvalue F,, for
some index n'. For these eigenstates to be physical, they must be annihilated by the constraint
of Eq. (17), which then constrains the allowed values of coordinate clock momentum in terms
of energy of the system,

'We are labeling the energy eigenvalues of Hg by a discrete index n for convenience, but we can work with a
continuous spectrum just as well.



a1 E,

Generic physical states (annihilated by the modified constraint of Eq. (18), or equivalently by
Eq. (17) then have the form,

1)) = / dt |t) ® (che—*u?wt) E,) (22)

which can be equivalently expressed as (coordinate) time evolution under a modified Hamilto-

| W) = [t @ (e (o)) (23)

where Hoq is the effective Hamiltonian of the system’s evolution induced by interaction of the
system with the coordinate clock,

~ —1
. - (. "
. = Hs (]IS + f) . (24)

Recall that the energy dependent phase, “exp (—iEt),” in quantum mechanics is responsible
for time evolution and is a measure of coherence between states. The coupling between system
energy and background metric’s coordinate time led to a modified generator of (coordinate) time
translations, which means time runs at different rates for states with different energy content,
as is a key feature of gravitation.

Emergent Newtonian Gravitational Potential

Let us now investigate the consequences of this modified constraint in the context of two
objects, one serving as a massive body, and the other as a test particle reacting to the metric
as it responds to the energy of the massive body. To do this, we assume our system to consist
of two non-interacting particles A and B with rest masses m4 and mpg respectively held at a
constant distance from each other. To take into account their relative motion, we would need
to have a proper quantum treatment for space as well, but we are focusing on time in this essay.
The system Hilbert space ‘H is now decomposed as,

Hs ~Hs R Hg, (25)

where H 4 and Hp represent the Hilbert spaces corresponding to the internal degrees of freedom
of the two particles, respectively. In particular, we associate each particle to have internal
structure which serves as a “clock” it carries with it to measure its proper time. On each of
these Hilbert spaces, we can associate a proper time observable and its corresponding conjugate



momentum satisfying Heisenberg canonical commutation, for A, [74, 4] = i, and for B, we have
[75, | = i. The Hamiltonian for this non-interacting system of two particles is then simply,

Hup=ha@lg+Ia@hg = Ho+ Hg, (26)

where the self-Hamiltonians of the two particles consist of their rest mass energy and a term
He"°¢ which drives evolution of their internal proper time observable,

For ideal clocks, as discussed before, we take the Hamiltonian of the proper time evolution of
each particle to be given by the corresponding conjugate 7

Hf** =7;, je{AB}. (28)

The interacting Page-Wootters constraint of Eq. (17) with this two-body system now takes the
form,

A

“ N “ “ 1 “ “
J = peolap+ oo (fa+ fip) +K(ﬁt®(HA+HB)) , (2)

which as we discussed in Eq. (23) leads to physical states governed by a modified system
Hamiltonian, in this case,

~ —1
. . n H
Heg = Hyp (HAB + XB> ~ (30)

If the interaction strength A~! is weak, as is relevant for the interesting regime of weak-field
gravity, the modification to the Hamiltonian can be retained at leading order as a good approx-

imation,
Heg = Hap (HAB - %) , (31)
When expressed in terms of the individual particle Hamiltonians, this takes the following inter-
esting form:
- . H . 2
A= F, - 24 fip = =2 ) = 2 (Ha @ i) 32
F ( A A ) + < B A ) A AQ IR ( )

The modified Hamiltonian not only alters the self-Hamiltonians of the two particles, but more
importantly, introduces a purely quantum-mechanical interaction term between the two particles

which matches Newton’s gravitational potential energy under the identification,

1 G
- =—, (33)
A 2r
r being the constant (classical) separation between the two particles. It is worth emphasizing
that this Newtonian gravitational interaction has emerged as a consequence of interaction added



at the level of the Wheeler de-Witt constraint between the coordinate clock and the system of
particles. No direct, a-priori interaction was introduced between the particles, but it has emerged
as a consequence of matter interacting with the coordinate clock. Note in particular that the
charges of the emergent force are the self-Hamiltonians of the particles, as is appropriate for
gravity.

Gravitational Time Dilation

With all the ingredients in place, we can now ask our central question again: how do proper
times correlate with coordinate time when mass-energy back reacts on the metric (as modeled
by the interacting constraint)? To do so, we calculate the conditional probability of the test
particle reading a certain proper time 7 given the coordinate time reads t. Our physical states
now take the following form,

) = [ dtle)y @ (e [wan(0))) | 3)

where H.g is the leading order modified Hamiltonian for the two-particle system given in Eq.
(32) as induced by the interacting constraint. To make contact with the standard Schwarzchild
metric in general relativity as our working example, consider particle A to be the highly massive
mass with mass ms = M, but with no internal structure, i.e. If[fgl‘”k = 0. One can neglect
the internal clock structure of A on the grounds that its rest mass energy dominates over any
other energy scales involved in its spectrum in accordance with its role of the stationary, central
mass. Particle B serves as a test mass which probes proper time dilation effects due to gravity.
It therefore has a negligibly small rest mass mp = m << M so that is does not significantly
back-react on the coordinate clock, but only responds to the back-reaction of particle A. With
this setup, the bare self-Hamiltonians of the two particles become,

ha=Mc, and hpg= (mc2) Ip + 75, (35)
and the interaction-induced modified Hamiltonian has the following relevant terms which act
on particle B,

. 2(M 2 22
Héé”) — (1 — %) g — 7;\—3 + mass dependent constant , (36)

where the mass-dependent constant will only add an overall, irrelevant phase to the quantum
state. To probe the relationship between proper time of the test mass B and the background
(metric) coordinate time, we consider the probability that the proper time of particle B reads
some value 7 conditioned on the coordinate time reading ¢. = ¢. Similar to the calculation done
in Egs. (12) - (15), the conditional probability takes the form,

Prob[r5 = 7|t. = t] = (Y5(t)|Ep(7)[¥5p(t))

s (37)
— | (r5 = 7le ey (0)) |7



where H éf]‘f ) is the modified Hamiltonian on the test particle given in Eq. (36). We take the
initial quantum state (i.e. at t = 0 coordinate time) of the test particle B (or rather: of its
internal proper clock) to be a fiducial Gaussian wave packet centered around 75 = 0 with a
width of ¢ in the eigenbasis of the proper time observable, 7g. Therefore, the initial quantum
state of the system is simply (up to an overall phase),

1 . 2 .
BO)an = WO = e [ a7 e 1y =7) (38)
The conditional probability can be obtained by noting that the 7g term in the effective
Hamiltonian shifts the 7p eigenstates, and the 7% term makes the wave packet spread out in

time,

Prob[rg =7lt. =1t] = m exp | — [T —t <210(—t)2Tc>] | (39)

where o(t) = oy/1+ (UQLA)2 is now a time-dependent variance of the Gaussian probability
distribution. Here, we have explicitly taken the limit M >> m to account for the fact that
particle B is a test mass with a negligibly small mass compared to the central mass M. We now
use this conditional probability distribution to compute the average proper time as read by the
test mass conditioned on the coordinate time reading t,

(75) :t(l - Q‘Aicz> |

This, to leading order, matches the gravitational time dilation as recorded by a stationary test

(40)

particle in a Schwarzchild metric with a central mass M, under our identification A~ = G/2r,

2 2
dr — dty )1 — 2EM¢ zdt(l—GMC) . (41)
T r

With a simple model of the background coordinate time as a quantum degree of freedom coupling

with mass-energy, we showed that gravitational time dilation is recovered as a consequence of a
modification to the generator of coordinate time translations, as seen in Eq. (18),

A —1 A ~9
. ~ [ D ~ [ % D¢ p
Dteff = Dt (]It + X) = Dt (Ht iy +0 (A—t2>> : (42)

This not only modifies the rate of flow of coordinate time, but also induces a deformed canonical
commutation relation which is a general expectation from the theory of quantum gravity, with
implications such as minimal resolution, etc. [17],

(a2 [
(€, Drenr] =1 <L—Kpt+0 (F)) . (43)



In addition to the Newtonian gravitational potential naturally emerging in Eq. (32) as a feature
of this construction, we note that the modification to the Hamiltonian, including the self-term,
is reminiscent of renormalization. Following Eq. (21), we see that even highly energetic states
with F,, — oo induce time evolution at a rate governed not by their bare energy, but are rather
controlled by the interaction scale as a,, — A, potentially softening out divergences at high
energies.

In summary, we have shown that coupling otherwise non-interacting quantum systems to
a global time degree of freedom leads to a number of features expected in (quantum) gravity:
gravitational time dilation, agreeing with the relation between proper and coordinate time in
the Schwarzschild metric at leading order in GG; emergence of a Newtonian potential, sourced in
particular by mass-energy as is appropriate for gravity; renormalization of divergent energies.
This also opens the possibility of particles in superposition back-reacting on the background
coordinates leading to an additional quantum correction to gravitational time dilation [14],
which could serve as an experimental probe (such as using atom interferometers [18]) of quantum
gravity in the low energy regime. What is missing from our considerations is a fully quantum
treatment of time and space, as opposed to just time. This will be a target of future work
and we conjecture that such a combined analysis of space and time will solidify our assumption
that the coupling strength A~! should scale as G divided by a characteristic spatial scale of the
system.
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