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I. INTRODUCTION

Quantum gravity effects may become important in regimes where quantum fluctuations
of the gravitational field and high curvature coincide, such as close to the classical big
bang and black hole singularities. In such situations and given the perturbative non-
renormalizibility of quantum gravity, a non-perturbative treatment is a desired option.
A conservative approach to quantization is a Schrodinger quantization, such as the
Wheeler-DeWitt equation (WDW) [1]. The WDW equation is non-polynomial in the metric
variables and is difficult to solve. Progress was made with the Ashtekar variables which

rendered the WDW equation polynomial in the configuration variables [2].

A major leap in progress was found by Kodama by solving the WDW equation of general
relativity in terms of the Ashtekar connection [3]. This solution, called the Chern-Simons
Kodama (CSK) is an exact wavefunction that solves the quantum WDW equation for
a positive cosmological constant. It was shown that this Chern-Simons Kodama state
consistently reduces to the Hartle-Hawking-Vilenkin state of de-Sitter space, and contains
a multitude of other solutions, including black-hole quantum spacetimes |4, ] Recently,

an exact CSK state was found with the inclusion of fermions [6].

Despite this success, the CSK state as well as other formulations of the WDW equation,

is fraught with conceptual and technical problems that all approaches to the WDW suffer
|. Since time evolution is a gauge redundancy, the CSK state is timeless. Also, the
Lorentzian CSK state is non-normalizable for the naive-inner product, although a recent
proposal for a new non-perturbative inner product was proposed [10]. The twin problems
of time and non-normalizability make the definition of unitarity murky. Another issue
is that the non-normalizable part of the Kodama state, when linearized yields gravitons
with negative energy in its spectrum. These problems are to be expected since the CSK
state is background independent and a proposed ground state. In this work, we address
the interconnected problems of time, normalizability and unitarity by recasting the WDW
‘J—jﬁ], which is a realist

equation in the Ashtekar formalism using pilot-wave theory

formulation of quantum mechanics.



Our approach introduces three new ideas to attack these problems. First, we use
the postulate of a definite configuration in pilot-wave to define for the first time a real,
relational time in terms of variation of massless fermionic field. This allows us to discuss
time evolution of the quantum state, which is shown to follow a Schrodinger equation,
without using semi-classical approximations. Second, we approach the question of unitarity
by deriving a continuity equation over the configuration space, instead of using operator
valued reality conditions. This enables us to find a locally conserved current density on the
configuration space and thereby discuss unitarity from quantum-mechanical perspective.
Third, we also generalize the notion of unitarity from pilot-wave perspective, which allows

us to discuss unitarity without imposing normalizability.

The article is structured as follows. In section [ we give an introduction to the Ashtekar
formalism and the Kodama state. We give an introduction to field-theoretic pilot-wave the-
ory with a brief discussion of complex massive scalar field in section [IIl In section [V] we
develop a pilot-wave formulation of the gravitational-fermionic system in [6], making use of
some of the ideas developed in [16]. We first introduce a global time that parameterizes a
particular variation of the fermionic field and then derive the continuity equation and corre-
sponding current density in [V'Al We discuss the physical interpretation in [V Bl including
normalizability in [VB 1] guidance equation for the Ashtekar connection in [VB 2] and real-
ity conditions in [V B3l We discuss the notion of unitarity in our approach in section [Vl We
discuss quantum-mechanical unitarity using our continuity equation in [V Al a generalized
notion of unitarity using pilot-wave in [V B| and the existence of pilot-wave unitary states in

mini-superspace in [V.C2 We discuss our results and future directions in [Vl

II. THE ASHTEKAR FORMALISM AND THE CSK STATE

In pursuit of a Wheeler-DeWitt quantization of gravity, it is instructive to understand
how the Ashtekar connection and the resulting Hamiltonian, diffeomorphism, and gauge
constraints emerge from a manifestly covariant 4D theory of gravity. In what follows we
closely follow the derivation of the Ashtekar variables in the work of [6]. In the Ashtekar

formalism ,], gravitational dynamics on a four-dimensional manifold M, is not described



by a metric g, but,' rather, a real-valued gravitational field ei(m), mapping a vector v#

in the tangent space of M, at the point z into Minkowski spacetime M, [with metric

nry = diag(—1,1,1,1);,]. Locally, the metric on My is g, = njjeﬁei.
The Lorentz connection quJ is w;! = wMJ da*, dw;” = O,w,;” dz* A da” is the exterior

derivative, and the curvature of w is R;” = dw,” +w,;® Aw,’. The action of self-dual gravity

is (up to the gravitational constant 87G)

S =

1 A
39l /M4 {*(61 A €J) ANRpy+ ief Nel A Ry — EG[JKLej Ael Nef A €L:| , (1)

where * is the Hodge dual, the first term is the Hilbert-Palatini action and the second is the
Holst term (proportional to the first Bianchi identities in the absence of torsion).

Here we are interested in the Hamiltonian formulation in Ashtekar variables [2, [19]. In

abe ,J k

0 =0, it is convenient to define the densitized triad E¢ = €;;,€"e]ek,

the gauge choice €,

which is conjugate to the self-dual connection

. 1 .. P
Ayz) = _§€Ukwaj — Wy (2)
As the Lorentz connection (and, in particular, the spin connection I'!, = —%eij KW ) is real,

A is complex-valued and obeys the reality conditions (for a discussion, see e.g., @])
A, + AL = 2T [E] B, = E}, (3)

where X denotes complex conjugate of X and the spin connection solves the equation
de+T[E]ANe=0.

The Poisson bracket of the elementary variables A and E is

{Al(x,t), E;?(y, )} = i87rG525;-5(x -y). (4)

1 We use the mostly plus metric signature, i.e. Nuw = (—,+,+,+) in units of ¢ = 1. We use boldface letters
x to indicate 3-vectors, and we use = to denote 4-vectors. Conventions for curvature tensors, covariant
and Lie derivatives are all taken from Carroll ] Greek indices (ju, v, . ..) denote spacetime indices, Latin
indices (a,b,...) denote spatial indices, and Latin indices (I, J,...) and (,7,...) denote indices for the

internal space ranging from 0, ... 3 for the former and 1, ... 3 for the latter.



Introducing the "magnetic” field and the gauge field strength

BY = —¢"™Fy, (5)

N~

Fh = 0,A) — 0,AL + (8nG)e, P AL AT, (6)

Now, let us construct the CSK state by solving the Wheeler-DeWitt equation. Given the

Hamiltonian

L A
HWDW = EijkEmEbj (Ffb + gEGbCECk), (7)

which acts on some wave function ¢[A], and we want to find the form of ¢[A] that is

annihilated by (). Applying the regular canonical quantization procedure, i.e.

Ny )
EY" — 8nGh
— 87 A

the annihilation of the quantum state becomes

Hywow[A] = (87Gh)?

5 6 [ . 8tGEA  §
Eijkmm (Fab + 3 EabcéACk)’gb[A] =0. (9)

Putting the expression inside the brackets to zero, we get

abe = = F Al. 1
wesay ~ snGhal VA (10)
Contracting both sides with €% gives us

o 1| PRI B ) (1)

“0Ay AN 0Ay  202A

where (3, = 87GHh is the Planck length. Recognizing the term multiplying the wave function
to be the Chern-Simons functional, we can write down the exact solution to the Wheeler-

DeWitt equation as being

WWENw%ﬁ%/%WQ, (12)



where A is some normalization constant independent of the gauge field and
2 1/ ... . 1 S
Yos[A] = Tr|AANdA + gA/\A/\A =3 A"dA" + gEijkAZAJA (13)

is the Chern-Simons functional, with the trace taken in the Lie algebra. It can be said that

the WKB semiclassical limit of the CSK state is de Sitter spacetime [21],2 with
i A NEXYY a 2y/2t5a
A, =1 3¢ 30, , El = eV ', (14)

Now that we have the CSK state solely in terms of the gravitational connection and
the cosmological constant, we would like to explore a full nonperturbative state that also

includes the fermionic Hamiltonian.

III. PILOT-WAVE FORMULATION OF MASSIVE COMPLEX SCALAR FIELD

It is helpful to begin with a discussion of pilot-wave theory with field ontology as
an example (for further discussion, see H, m l Q Consider a massive complex
scalar field ¢(Z,t) on flat space-time with the Lagrangian density £ = 8”58;@ — m2po,
where m labels the mass, ¢ labels the complex conjugate of ¢ and the space-time
metric is 7 = (1,—1,—1,—1). The conjugate momenta are 7 = §£/50y¢ = "¢ and
7= 0L/00yp = 0°¢. The Hamiltonian density is H = ¢+ 76 — L = 7r + Vo - Vé -+ m2gg.

To quantize the system, the canonical commutation relations are imposed @] Working
in the ¢, ¢ representation, the conjugate momenta are represented by the operators © —

—ihd/6¢, ™ — ihd /¢ and the Schrodinger equation becomes

/ HU = m— (15)

2 02w vV, 22 ] 8_111
= [ P (95 For g | - iy (16)

where M labels the spatial manifold and W[g, ¢,t] is a functional of ¢ and ¢. Using (IG)

2 See ﬂﬂ] for criticisms of this view.



and its complex conjugate, we can prove the following continuity equation

o|v|*
ot

+ V¢J + V¢7 =0 (17)

where Vy, = [,,0/6¢ and

— E {ﬁé—? — \1/5—%} = R2§ (18)
2t 6o 0 0o
Here ¥ = Re*/" and R, S are real time-dependent functionals of ¢, ¢. The evolution of the

field is given by the guidance equation

so(f)  J 656,31
T TER e (19)

Equation (I9) implies that the evolution of the scalar field is spatially nonlocal (over M).
This is because S[¢, @, 1] is a functional of ¢(Z), ¢(Z), and thus depends on values of ¢(I),
o(Z) at all Z in M in general. Also note that (IJ) is a local guidance equation in the
configuration space (¢, ). That is, the evolution of a particular field ¢(Z) does not depend
on other field configurations as S[¢, ¢,t] in (IT) is evaluated at a particular point on the

configuration space.

IV. SCHRODINGER EQUATION OF THE GRAVITATIONAL-FERMIONIC
SYSTEM

We wish to quantize general relativity with a positive cosmological constant and a two-
component Weyl Spinor. As we will see, the corresponding total Hamiltonian constraint,
which was discovered in [G], becomes equivalent to a time dependent Schrodinger equation,
where the first order spinor Hamiltonian will play exactly the role of a relational clock. This
approach has advantages over scalar-field relational clocks since the latter may introduce
negative norm states due to being second order in time derivative, as opposed to the Dirac

equation, which is first order.

The Gravitational-Spinor action is:



1 _ -
Skip = P /d4:c e(efei R — A+ iUy e D,V —iD, U~ e} ) (20)
where the covariant derivative is:

1
DU =9,V — EA;JWW (21)
. 1
DM\IJ = 8;}1] + Z\D’)/]’)/JALJ (22)
upon performing a 3 + 1 decomposition as discussed in section II, the total Hamiltonian
density for the combined fermionic gravitational system [6] is ' (NH + N%V,) where
A~ 1 A oA . A A AN A AN A . AN AN
H = ﬁeij,,chﬂE‘“ (Ffb + §eabcEC’f) + (D) ac P E g + E“(D,€) a0 Py (23)
~ 7 ~ ~ ~
Va = ﬂFbe]I; + (Daf)BHB (24)

and N > 0, N* are the lapse function and shift vectors respectively. Here £4(%) is a
two-component Weyl spinor and the corresponding conjugate momentum is labelled by
5(7) (A,B € {+,-}) ﬂa] We have chosen the Ashtekar ordering B, B, |£|, @] for the
purely gravitation part of the constraints. For the interaction terms between gravity and
fermion, we have Weyl ordered E,; and ordered ﬁB to directly operate on the quantum

state. We remove divergent terms throughout in our calculations.
The total Hamiltonian constraint is
/ Y NH + NV,)W[A, €] =0 (25)
M

where M labels the spatial manifold. We use the quantization scheme (using commutators

b )

fi, o~ (26)

= Say 5ea



where we have used natural units. Equation (25]) implies

~ 0 €ijk 1) i A K . 5
/MN5AM' [ 2 5Abj (Fab . 3€“b05Ack) Q(Dag) AT 1553 U[A, €]
6 ai b
_I—/ ZNb(;Aaz|: \IIA §:| / N Dg Z@W[ g]

Let us define

OVI[A ¢ 0B 5
ot :/ S5t/ cSTB\I][A’g]
where
553

(27)

(28)

(29)

That is, we choose a particular variation of the fermionic field &, suggested by the form

of the Hamiltonian, to implicitly define a real, formal time variable ¢’ that parameterizes

this variation. Note that equation (29)) is not a semi-classical background as ¢ is piloted

by W[A,&] via its dependence on A,; (see equation ([A3]) below). Equation (29) is naturally

consistent with a pilot-wave interpretation as the latter posits a definite system configura-

tion (A, &). It is also consistent with any other interpretation where a definite configuration

of the quantum system is physically meaningful.

We can use (29) to rewrite equation (27)) as

) €ijk ) L A ) R . 5
/M N(SAM' [ 2 0Ay (F“b * 3€“b05Ack 2(Dy§) ac; Z(;gB U[A,¢]

§ [FY 8\I/[A €]
—l—/ ZNb5Am [ U[A, f]} g

which resembles the time-dependent Schrodinger equation.

(30)
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A. Continuity equation and current density

Using the complex conjugates of equations ([28) and (B0, we define (suppressing the
labels A, £ in W for brevity)

N 6EB 5T 0¢850
5= 5 i L i (31)

We know from @] that the current density is generally of the form |¥|?Q, where Q
depends on the configuration variables and their conjugates, is independent of time, and is
real and positive semi-definite. We define Q = Q[A, A] as we have used ¢ to define our time

variable /. We can then show that

a 2
(1PQ) /
ot “

L(Q@{z]\f@jk o (Fkb+éeabci)\p_‘_QN(ﬁaf)AngBi\Ij

5 Ay 2 04y \" " 3 Ay 5EB
Fb 6Q (iNej, o A )
—Np—2 0 + c.c :/ v 2{ { Y (F,f + —¢€, c—)\If
"2 }) M' 54 2w 5Au P 35 Ay,
+ v (Duf) a0; 5£B\P+Nb 9 tece (82)

where c.c denotes complex conjugate of the term in square bracket, and we have used
U /6Ay = 0V /5A, = 0 Va,i as ¥ is a holomorphic functional of A. The right-hand side of

equation (32)) can be written as

5 [— 69 iNeys, A )
U UEIEE 4+ e, — | .
/M 5,46]-( 0A, 2 ( ab BE“bC(SAck) )+CC

2 N e .
_{ : (ﬁ\lf s ZAfGZ]k&EabC)

5A 0Au0A,; 2 3
5 (60 — - 52Q  iNe,,
. — 2TV N(D AB . w2l — gk pk 4 e
+CC:|+|i5£B<6Aai ( ag)AO-z )+CC:|+| |{ 5Aai5Abj 2 ab+cc+
Q0 iNegp A o0 Fb
- cl = |N ai 4 o
A0 Ao Ay 2 3l [ VA 2 CC]} (33)
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We require that €2 be such that all the source-like terms vanish. This will be true if

| iNey el s 50 iNeij@E e
§A0A,; 2 T 0AubAy6Ay 2 3 T
50 FY
—|N, Gt el = 4
{ VA 2 +cc] 0 (34)

Equation (34]) supplies the €2 needed to define the current density. We observe that

Q[A,A] = (35)

W [A] Wk [A]

solves (B4l), where Wi[A] is the Kodama state. As the weight factor €2 is unique and does
not depend on the Hamiltonian or the state [29], we take (BH) henceforth. Equation (B2)
can then be written as

(| *)

TVt VT i+ VB + V7" =0 (36)

where V' = [ 0/0Au, Vi = [, 6/0¢" and

;o |2 ZN@I” o 5ln\P+5ln\IfK EI%IAEb 1 5% +51n\1151n\IfK
LT L2 U 54y, 6 Ay, 3 | WOARSA,  6As Ay
1 02Uk SInWg §ln Wy PN Ap0In T G
- 2 N2 (Dy€) ao; ~ Ny= L ER L (37
Ui 04004y, | 5An oA, D T 2NEpy(Pab) a0 5¢P vt | (37)
2IUPSIn Uy o ~
g8 —otm[PF ol EN (Do) ac® (38)

WUy 0Ag,

Note that equation (B@]) is not yet a satisfactory continuity equation, as there are ‘temporal
flux’ terms JZ, 7" corresponding to &5, EB. We can absorb them into the current density

term by redefining the time parameter ' — t such that

2 (SIII\IIK
Pl 614@1'

ok

— = N'(Dyg)® + 2 N(Dat) aci® (39)

Equation (B6]) can then be written as the continuity equation

o(|v]*Q)

o ai _ai_ai: 4
o Ve + VT =0 (40)
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where J,; is given by (B7]).

B. Physical interpretation

Let us consider the physical interpretation given the weight factor (B5) and the continuity

equation (A0). Let us first take the question of normalizability of the quantum state.

1. Normalizability

It was shown by the authors of ﬂg], that W[A, {] = Vk[A]D[A, E] is a good ansatz for the

gravitational-fermionic WDW equation. The continuity equation ([@0) can be rewritten as

o|¢[”
ot

VT + YV T =0 (41)

which makes it evident that the non-normalizable Chern-Simons-Kodama state Wy is fac-
tored out of the current density. Therefore, to interpret ([fI]) as a probability conservation
equation, the normalizability condition is imposed on ®[A, ] — not the full quantum state

UI[A,¢]. Using ([B), we can show that ®[A, ] follows the Schrodinger equation

1 0 > €igk ) L A ) X Ffl
” \I/—KdAm{ |:N 9 5Abj (Fab + gEabc—(SACk) + ZNb 9 \I/Kq)[A, g]
0 NTZ o AB - 0 . 8(I)[A7£]
+ /M 614(1@' |: 2N(Da£)Aai Zéé—B(I)[Av g]:| =1 at (42)

with respect to the time parameter ¢ in ([39). We further discuss probabilities in section ([V]).

2. Guidance equations

The conceptual role of the continuity equation derived from the quantum state, in pilot-

wave theory, is to define the guidance equation. Using ([B7) and the standard pilot-wave
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prescription for the ansatz W[A, {] = U [A]P[A, €], the guidance equation

0Aui _ Jai _z’Nﬁ%léln\IfKe_
st |02 2 64, F

0ln \IIK 62
<2F¢fb + E%lAeabc ) - bQE;i ai

R r— N, L P
0A

UW%H ROIn® LEA SIn®sInV, 1 &P - R Sln®
k| 2F abe = ON2,(D,€) aci'?
+ €Jk< ab 5Abj + 3 €ub { 5Abj SAL + (I)(SAck(SAbj]) + Pl( f)AO'Z 5§B
(43)

determines the evolution of the Ashtekar connection with respect to the fermionic time .
We note that the first line of ([43)) is the classical equation of motion for the connection with
EY% substituted by § In Wy /6 Ay;. This form of E% can be shown to give the classical deSitter
solution [21]. The first term in the second line of ([A3]) contains the quantum corrections
to the deSitter solution, whereas the second term contains the quantum contribution from
the fermionic interaction with Il given by 6In®/5¢P. Also note that equation (@3] is
nonlocal in the sense that the evolution of the connection at a particular point in physical
space generally depends upon the value of the connection at other points in physical space,

similar to equation (9.

The guidance equation for the fermion is given by equation ([39). We note that (39)
resembles the classical equation of motion with E% substituted by 6 In g /§A,;. However,
as Ag; is guided by the full quantum state W[A, ] in ([A3]), the evolution of the fermion is

implicitly state dependent and shows quantum behaviour.

3. Reality conditions

We impose the reality conditions at the level of the guidance equation ([@3]). We first note

that, in the Ashtekar formulation of classical general relativity, the following conditions

or,, (44)

at (45)

I
=l

Aai + Zai
E ai

have to be imposed to recover the real sector (with real metric), where I'y; is the 3D spin

connection. In the orthodox quantum formulation of canonical quantum gravity, the reality
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conditions are generalised to the operator conditions

Aai + AI” = 2fai (46>
E, =E! (47)

We pursue here an approach based on pilot-wave theory to generalizing the classical reality
conditions (44)), ([@3). We demand that these conditions be met for the configuration-space
trajectory determined by the guidance equation (A3]). This allows us to extract the
real sector for an arbitrary solution to the Schrodinger-like equation (B0), regardless of

normalizability issues.

It is clear from (43) that the first reality condition ([@4]) will be trivially satisfied for any

arbitrary solution W if we define

(Aai(t) + Aai(t)) (48)

at all points of the system trajectory. Let us next consider the second reality condition (45]).

Using the definition

1 , : 1 E E,,
Lot = 6B (B, — B, + BSELEL,) + JeinE™ (2 LI ) (49)

where E = det(FE), we can solve for F,(t) given I'y;(¢) along the system trajectory from
(48)). Since the I'y; is real, (49) admits real solutions and the second reality condition (45)
is thereby satisfied.

Lastly, we can obtain the extrinsic curvature

Kai =

i aNz _'_aNa - agai
ON \0z¢ Ozt Ot

along the system trajectory from the imaginary part of the connection as

Aai - Fai - iKai (51>
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V. PROBABILITIES, UNITARITY AND MINI-SUPERSPACE
A. Quantum-mechanical unitarity

Let us first consider whether the quantum-mechanical notion of unitarity is applicable.
We note that since the non-normalizable Wy [A] is factored out of the current density in
(@), it is possible that ®[A,¢] = V[A, ]/ Vk[A] can be appropriately normalized. In that
case, the continuity equation (I may be interpreted as a statement of local probability
conservation, analogous to the continuity equation in orthodox quantum mechanics. In
addition, if the current J* — 0 at large |Ay;|, then probabilities remain normalized® with
respect to the fermionic time and our system may be said to be quantum-mechanical

unitary. We leave it to future work to determine whether such ®[A, £] exist.

In the following, we also explore a generalised notion of unitarity that agrees with

quantum-mechanical unitarity and, further, is applicable to non-normalizable ®[A, £].

B. Pilot-wave unitarity

The key idea here is that 110t wave theory posits a probability continuity equation that
is logically independent M @Q of the continuity equation derived from the quantum
state (41]), whose role is only to define the guidance equation (43)) for a single configuration.
We may, therefore, consider an initial normalized density of configurations p[A, A, £, €, 0] for
a theoretical ensemble? regardless of the normalizability of ®[A, €] [34]. The time evolution

of the density is given by

0plA, A6 61 | o 0Ack, ek, =, 7 20 A
ST O olA, 6 155 + VA 6 )
0 = o
VAT R T A T ) =0 (52)

3 In general, the normalization of a densit Z,t) evolving via the continuity equation <2 + V- =0is
g y p g y eq 3,5

preserved if the current pv — 0 as |z| — .
4 Since pilot-wave theory has a single-world ontology, probabilities here can only refer to a single universe.

For example, we can consider agents having incomplete knowledge about the universe. Such agents may

assign probabilities to the possible initial configurations of the universe for a theoretical ensemble.
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Equations ([{I]) and (52)) imply that

ip[szugugu t] _

i [e[A g | (53)
where
d 9 §A, & 5A, & 58§ 5§
dt 8t+/M ot 6Am-+/M ot 6Am-+/M 5t 5gB+/M 5 5e? (54)

denotes the total time derivative operator. The relation (G3)) implies that the ratio of
p[A, A, & €, 1] to |P[A, £]|? remains constant along the system trajectories on configuration
space. A density p[A, A, &, €,t] that is equal to |®[A, £]|? over an evolving compact support
of the configuration space has been defined to be in pilot-wave equilibrium Q}, which is a
generalization of the notion of quantum equilibrium E—Q] For example, an initial density

(up to normalization factor)

o DA, €], (A€ e
JAALEE O = [PLAL ], (A €) € (55)

0, (A,6) e C\

where Qy = {(A, &)[p[A, 4,£,€,0] > 0} is a compact support on the configuration space C,

will evolve to

o QA €], (A€ e
plA A 6 1] = e Ao (56)

0, (A, 6) eC\

where Q; = {(A,¢)|pl4, 4, £,€,t] > 0} is the time evolved support on the configuration
space. The behaviour of such densities has been explored for the case of harmonic oscillators

in [34].

Let us next consider the notion of unitarity from a pilot-wave perspective. We define

®[A, ] to be a unitary state if and only if

. - - 5Ack
‘Acliilfgoop[A,A,&&t] 5

=0 Ve, k (57)
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for any initially normalized p[A, A, ¢, €, 0] evolving via (52) at any finite + > 0, and
where 0A. /0t is determined from H3). As 668/6t o &8 from (BY), the condition
(B7) implies that p[A, A, &, € t] remains normalized with time. Clearly, the pilot-wave
notion of unitarity (B7) is applicable regardless of the normalizability of ®[A,¢]. Note

that a unitary non-normalizable state is not identical to a bound non-normalizable state [34].

We now explore the behaviour of solutions to the Hamiltonian constraint in the context
of this discussion. This is a technically challenging question to investigate in full generality,
so we address this here in the mini-superspace (FRW) approximation, which is relevant for

quantum cosmology.

C. Mini-superspace

Assuming homogenity and isotropy, we take A (%) = iAdy and £8(F) = €. This implies
that

Fr = A%, (58)

(Dal)a = wiATE Eo (59)

The Hamiltonian constraint H¥ = 0 simplifies to

O2(A2) P

3 aAB a a\:[j C

ov
+ A — + 2A7 o™ P — —— + 1 adB - _ —

HA? oA 9A g T Taabcd s =0 (60)

As such, equation (G0) does not have separable solutions in A, .

1. Approximately separable solutions

Let us make the simplifying assumption that the last term in (60) is small, which we will

justify later. We then look for separable solutions W(A, &) = x(A)¢(€). For such solutions,

(60) implies

3igp d*(A%x)  hAg dx
Ax' dA? Ax' dA3

anB 49
+27%¢c0 ABdTB =0 (61)
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Clearly, the first two terms depend only on A whereas the third term depends only on &.

Let us introduce a separation constant £ (in general complex) such that

3i d*(A%y)  hA dPx

= 2
Ay dA? Ax' dA3 £ (62)
anB 49
278\ éco ABdTB =-&¢ (63)
The differential equation for ¢ can be written as
d .
¢ = it (64
where & = 2€ /(0,0 + 0,0 + 05,0947 + 0,,0%7) and we have used T = —io /2.

The general solution to (64)) is ¢(£) = ce~®0 ¢ where c is an arbitrary constant. We note

—iEt/h

the resemblance of this solution to the time-dependent part e of an energy eigenstate

corresponding to energy F.

The approximate solution to (62)) for x is

9+V9+18iE—E2+Ei _9—/9+18iE-E2 4 &
6 6

X(A) =A™ + A (65)

where we have neglected the third-derivative term multiplied by AA. Note that we can select

€ in ([63)) such that the last term in (€0) is indeed small, as assumed.

2. Unitarity and Torsion

The current (37) can be rewritten as

iN 2 2A 1 82T o~ §ln W 0
g = {5 (G i) + 2N Dot Mg 00

The guidance equation ([@3]) can be shown to reduce to

dA NG d (A d s
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for separable solution y(A)p(€) corresponding to €. Suppose that y(A) = A% where d =
—(9+ V9 +18i& — E2 4+ &£i)/6, then (G7) becomes

dA
dt

- (AN d(d—1 -
= iN£}) L(iz) +2ANEA (68)
3 A
Clearly, for large A, dA/dt increases approximately linearly and, using (&), x(A)¢p(&) is

pilot-wave unitary.

Equation (68)) also implies that, in general, A(¢) will have both real and imaginary parts.

This implies the presence of both normal and parity-violating torsion [35, 136].

3. Ewvolution of the fermionic field

Lastly, the evolution of the fermionic field (B9) becomes

ng iC’)O.AB

~ 3 .
— =ik 9NK% + N°ATBC | ¢0 (69)

Equation (63) implies that £+ and ¢~ will quickly differ, even if £ = ¢ at t = 0.

VI. DISCUSSION

We have described an interacting gravitational-fermionic system in Ashtekar formulation
using the language of pilot-wave theory. We summarise here the key results of our work

and potential directions for future research.

We have obtained a real time variable for the combined system, without semiclassical
assumptions, by parameterizing variation of the fermionic field that depends on the
Kodama state. In both classical and quantum canonical gravity, time disappears and the
Hamiltonian becomes a constraint. Various approaches to define a natural time variable
using a matter field as a clock have been discussed in the literature |. Our approach
analogously uses a fermionic field to define time, but also supplements it with the pilot-wave
postulate of a definite joint configuration for both the clock and the Ashtekar connection.

Time is then defined to be a real variable that naturally parameterizes the variation of the
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definite fermionic field configuration. Both the fermionic field and the Ashtekar connection
are quantized in our approach, and the time variable is well-defined for general solutions to
the constraints. The total constraint is expressed as a Schrodinger equation with respect
to the fermionic time. In the future, it will be interesting to explore the relationship
between our approach and the previous approaches to defining time. Furthermore, our
work suggests that the problem of time in quantum gravity and the problem of preferred
global time required to define pilot-wave dynamics are intimately linked. Both are solved
simultaneously in our approach, obviating the criticism that the preferred global time is
necessarily ad hoc in pilot-wave theory. For future work, it will be interesting to apply
this approach to the problem of time to scenarios with additional matter fields coupled to
gravity. A straightforward application would be to vary each matter field and then sum
over all to define a partial time derivative of the quantum state, in analogy with summing

over the different spinor components in equation (B9).

We have derived a local continuity equation over the configuration space and discussed
unitarity from both quantum-mechanical and pilot-wave perspective. It is interesting that
in the context of the Tunnelling Wavefunction of the Universe, Vilenkin was able to define
a conserved current for configurations in mini-superspace and it would be interesting to
explore the relationship between our conserved current and his [41, 142]. In our conserved
current density, the non-normalizable Kodama state is found to naturally factor out from
the full quantum state. A natural question that arises for future work is whether the
remaining part of the quantum state can be appropriately normalized, thereby proving
quantum-mechanical unitarity. We have also given a pilot-wave generalization of the notion
of unitarity, which reduces to the quantum-mechanical notion for normalizable states but
is also applicable to non-normalizable states. We have shown the existence of approximate
pilot-wave unitary states in mini-superspace. We leave for future work whether pilot-wave

unitary states exist in general.

We have explored pilot-wave dynamics for the physically relevant quantities in our
system. We have retrieved real spin connection, triad and extrinsic curvature along the
system trajectory in configuration space by imposing the reality conditions at the level

of the guidance equation for the connection. Interestingly, the guidance equation for the
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connection naturally resolves into the classical equation of motion, giving us deSitter
spacetime as a solution, plus quantum corrections. We have also shown the existence
of pilot-wave equilibrium densities @], which lead to Born-rule-like probabilities. It is
interesting that we have used commutators to quantize the fermionic field , ], and
this leads to considerable simplicity in interpretation for the guidance equations. It will
be interesting to explore the violation of spin-statistics theorem in quantum gravity in
the future, as this is closely related to the long-standing question of particle versus field
ontology for fermions in pilot-wave theory [23, |j4-|, @]

It is important to extract testable cosmological predictions from our approach. We
know that the connection in FRW is the co-moving Horizon, A ~ Ha [35, @J], so that the
evolution of the Horizon may be obtained from the guidance equation and this may yield

predictions in light of the Hubble tension. Such a link would connect non-local dynam-

ics in pilot-wave theory to the evolution of the Hubble parameter, but this is still speculative.
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