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Abstract: The classification of elementary particles based on unitary irreducible repre-
sentations of the Poincaré group has been a cornerstone of modern Quantum Field Theory
(QFT). While the Standard Model (SM) does not inherently include Dark Matter (DM),
any fundamental DM candidate should still conform to this classification or its extensions.
Beyond the standard representations, Wigner introduced a class of nontrivial states char-
acterized by an additional discrete degree of freedom, known as the Wigner degeneracy.
We systematically investigate the QFT of such Wigner degenerate multiplets, particularly
focusing on the massive spin-1/2 case. We construct a theoretical framework where the
two-fold Wigner spinor fields, ψ± 1

2
(x), form a doublet representation. We analyze their

transformation properties under discrete symmetries (C, P, and T), revealing novel mix-
ing effects due to Wigner degeneracy and an emergent accidental U(2) global symmetry.
Furthermore, we explore their Yukawa and gauge interactions, demonstrating that such
interactions generally break the CPT symmetry. However, we derive conditions for the
CPT conservation and discuss potential phenomenological consequences beyond the SM.
These results provide new insights into the possible role of Wigner-degenerate states in
fundamental physics, particularly in the dark sector.
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1 Introduction

The paradigm that elementary particles are described by unitary irreducible representations
of the Poincaré group has been remarkably successful [1]. As long as the Poincaré symmetry
remains valid and quantum gravitational effects are negligible, this paradigm is expected to
be true. Although the SM does not originally include DM, there is no reason to doubt that
DM should be described by the representations of the Poincaré group and its extension.
The key question is: which representation does DM belong to?

In the search for physics beyond the SM, to ensure that no stones are left unturned,
it is essential to explore all unitary irreducible representations of the extended Poincaré
group and their corresponding quantum field theories. One such representation of interest
here, which may serve as a potential DM candidate, was discovered by Eugene Wigner [2].
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When the continuous Poincaré group is extended to include discrete symmetry transforma-
tions, Wigner demonstrated the existence of a class of nontrivial representations in which
a one-particle state acquires an additional degree of freedom beyond the conventional at-
tributes such as four-momentum and spin projection. Although Wigner did not further
develop this idea, Steven Weinberg later examined these representations and referred to the
corresponding states as degenerate multiplets [3, App. 2C]. In this work, we denote such
an on-shell one-particle state by |p, σ, n⟩ where p is the three-momentum, σ is the spin
projection, and n represents the additional discrete degree of freedom, characterizing the
Wigner degeneracy. The state is degenerate in the sense that n remains invariant under
continuous Lorentz transformations and spacetime translations. In contrast, it is funda-
mentally affected by discrete symmetry operations, which transform |p, σ, n⟩ into a linear
combination of states with different values of n with properly transformed p and σ.

Weinberg provided a brief exposition on the discrete symmetry transformations of de-
generate multiplets. However, he did not proceed to study the corresponding quantum field
theories, stating that no examples are known of particles that furnish unconventional repre-
sentations of inversions. While this statement holds for the SM, it is important to recognize
that approximately 25% of the total energy-matter content of the observable universe ex-
ists in the form of DM. Hence, one should not be prejudiced against these unconventional
representations, as they may describe particles yet to be discovered. If DM particles are
elementary and beyond the SM, they must be accommodated within representations of
the Poincaré group, with or without discrete symmetries. While this viewpoint is valid
for composing a monograph, those interested in physics beyond the SM should consider
this theory worthy of further investigation. This nontrivial representation could play a
fundamental role in the dark sector, governing the interactions between DM particles and
SM matter. From a theoretical perspective, our understanding of the continuous and dis-
crete symmetries of Wigner-degenerate states and the associated quantum fields remains
incomplete.

The primary objective of this work is to explore the degenerate Wigner multiplets and
their associated quantum field theories within a straightforward and intuitive framework.
Our main focus here is on the massive spin-1/2 representation with the Wigner degeneracy
in order to construct matter fields, aiming to construct matter fields that may serve as
alternatives to Dirac and Majorana fermionic fields [3, 4]. The Wigner degeneracy param-
eter n can take values in the range −w, · · · , w where w is an arbitrary positive integer or
half-integer. For simplicity, we consider the case w = 1

2 , n = ±1
2 , introducing two Wigner

multiplets. A one-particle state in this framework possesses four degrees of freedom: two
associated with spin projections σ = ±1

2 and two corresponding to n = ±1
2 . The quan-

tum fields describing these states must incorporate both degrees of freedom while satisfying
the constraints of causality and Poincaré symmetry. Since the Wigner degeneracy is in-
dependent of the Lorentz transformations and spacetime translations, we construct a pair
of quantum fields ψ+ 1

2
(x) and ψ− 1

2
(x) corresponding to two sectors n = +1

2 and n = −1
2

respectively. These fields are expected to be causal and Lorentz covariant. Notably, Lorentz
transformations cannot mix fields from different degenerate sectors, while discrete symme-
tries, including charge conjugation, enable nontrivial mixing between them.
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For causal and Lorentz-covariant quantum fields ψn(x), n = ±1
2 , their construction

follows the prescriptions given in Ref. [3]. However, since states associated to two Wigner
degeneracies n = +1

2 and n = −1
2 are mixed by discrete transformations, it is impossible

to describe them using just only one of the two corresponding fields. Therefore, to fully
capture the physics with two-fold Wigner degeneracy, it becomes essential to effectively
combine the two fields. This raises the key question: how should they be combined? We
consider two reasonable approaches:

1. Doublet construction: Ψ(x) ≡

[
ψ+ 1

2
(x)

ψ− 1
2
(x)

]
;

2. Summation over the Wigner degeneracy: λ(x) ≡ 1√
2

[
ψ+ 1

2
(x) + ψ− 1

2
(x)

]
.

In this work, we primarily focus on the first on the first approach, the doublet construction.
We associate the two Dirac fields ψ± 1

2
(x) with two massive Wigner fermion multiplets of the

same mass respectively, thereby fixing their kinematics. The primary task then becomes the
exploration of discrete transformations — parity and time-reversal, and charge-conjugation
— on both (anti-)particle states and quantum fields, along with their bilinear forms. These
transformations generally differ from those in conventional QFT due to the mixing of Wigner
degeneracy, leading to modified symmetry properties.

We are simultaneously exploring the second possibility as a separate project. In the
literature, this framework has been utilized in the theory of mass-dimension-one fields,
which presents a shift in the standard paradigm [5–9]. These fields have been applied across
various phenomenological domains, including cosmology [10–30], braneworld models [31–36]
and models of self-interacting DM [37–42]. The theoretical foundation of Elko spinors has
been clarified in Ref. [9, 43–45]. However, these works primarily focused on demonstrating
the consistency of mass-dimension-one fields with the causality and rotational symmetries.
A systematic methodology for constructing such fields remains unclear. Establishing this
methodology is the goal we aim to pursue in the next stage of our research.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we begin by reviewing the standard
representations of Lorentz and discrete transformations in conventional QFT, and then
introduce the concept of Wigner degeneracy for massive states. In Section 3, we present a
detailed study of two-fold Wigner spinor fields within the doublet construction framework.
We derive the C, P, and T transformations on the one-particle states, the corresponding
quantum fields, and their general bilinear forms. In Section 4, we analyze the CPT and
(CPT)2 transformations. For fermionic states with two-fold Wigner degeneracy, we identify
two distinct classes of CPT transformations. One leads to the conventional result, (CPT)2 =

+1, while the other allows for an additional sign (or phases) in the action of (CPT)2, which is
absent in conventional QFT. In Section 5, to explore the symmetries associated with Wigner
degeneracy, we first establish the Lagrangian formalism for two-fold free Wigner spinor fields
and derive their discrete symmetry properties. These transformations generally mix Wigner
degeneracies and induce an accidental U(2) global symmetry. Finally, we analyze the
Yukawa and gauge interactions involving the Wigner multiplets. While these interactions
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typically violate CPT symmetry, we identify conditions under which CPT is conserved
and discuss several representative examples. These findings suggest new phenomenological
implications beyond the SM, warranting further investigation.

2 The Wigner degeneracy

In Minkowski spacetime, elementary particles are described by the irreducible unitary repre-
sentations of the Poincaré group [1]. Since we are dealing with physical states, the relevant
representations are the massive and massless ones, corresponding to particles with positive-
definite mass and energy. That is, for a physical particle with four-momentum pµ = (Ep,p),
we impose the conventional requirements pµpµ = m2 ≥ 0 and p0 = Ep ≥ 0.

The representations of Poincaré group can be classified by the eigenvalues of the two
Casimir invariants: PµP

µ and WµW
µ where Pµ and Wµ denote the four-momentum and

the Pauli-Lubanski vector, respectively. The two corresponding eigenvalues are m2 and
m2j(j + 1) where m represents the mass of the particle, and j = 0, 12 , 1, · · · is its spin. For
massless particles, these quantities are determined by the helicity ±j. A notable class of
nontrivial representations emerges when the Poincaré group is extended to include discrete
symmetries. These were first discovered by Wigner [2] and later developed by Weinberg [3].
They describe a class of representations in the Hilbert space with an extra degeneracy n,
referred to as the Wigner degeneracy, which is defined by discrete symmetries. In this work,
we first provide a concise review of the standard representations for massive particles and
introduce key formulations necessary for clarity.

2.1 Standard representations

For a massive particle with mass m, we take its standard four-momentum to be kµ =

(m, 0, 0, 0) 1. The standard boost taking kµ to an arbitrary massive momentum pµ is de-
noted as L(p) so that pµ = Lµ

ν(p)k
ν , while Λ denotes an arbitrary Lorentz transformation.

The little group is defined as the subgroup of the Lorentz group consisting of the Lorentz
transformations W which hold kµ fixed. Thus, for the massive kµ, the little group is the
rotation group SO(3) in the three dimensional space. The little-group transformation W

can be decomposed in terms of Λ and L(p) as

W (Λ, p) = L−1(Λp)ΛL(p) . (2.1)

The unitary operator U(Λ, a) in the physical Hilbert space indicates the quantum trans-
formation corresponding to the Poincaré transformation (Λ, a). If there’s no translation,
U(Λ, 0) ≡ U(Λ) degrades to a Lorentz transformation. The operators U(Λ, a) form a uni-
tary representation of the Poincaré group in the (infinite dimensional) Hilbert space and
satisfy the composition rule

U(Λ′, a′)U(Λ, a) = U(Λ′Λ,Λ′a+ a′) , (2.2)

and that of the Lorentz group can be derived by setting a′ = a = 0. We need to clarify
that, for physical purposes, what we are actually looking for is not exactly representations

1This standard four-momentum can’t be achieved in the massless case due to the on-shell condition.
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of the Poincaré (Lorentz) group, but projective representations of the Poincaré (Lorentz)
group, where an additional phase can exist in the group product. In the physical quantum
Hilbert space, we denote the one-particle states for a massive particle m > 0 and spin j as
|p, σ⟩ 2 naturally in terms of eigenvectors of the four-momentum and the spin z-projection
σ = −j, · · · ,+j. They are orthonormalized in a Lorentz invariant convention [46]

⟨p′, σ′|p, σ⟩ = 2Ep (2π)3 δ(3)
(
p′ − p

)
δσ′σ . (2.3)

The transformation of a one-particle state |p, σ⟩ (with spin j) under a homogeneous Lorentz
transformation Λ will produce an eigenvector of the four-momentum operator with eigen-
value Λp = (EpΛ

,pΛ). The state after the Lorentz transformation U(Λ)|p, σ⟩ can be written
as a linear combination of |pΛ, σ

′⟩ (see [3, Sec. 2] for details and the Poincaré algebra)

U(Λ)|p, σ⟩ =
∑
σ′

D
(j)
σ′σ (W (Λ, p)) |pΛ, σ

′⟩ , (2.4)

whereD(j)
σ′σ(W ) is a 2j+1 (finite) dimensional unitary representation of the little group (2.1).

On the other hand, the one-particle state |p, σ⟩ can be generated by the associated creation
operator a†(p, σ) acting once on the vacuum state |0⟩ 3

|p, σ⟩ ≡
√

2Ep a
†(p, σ)|0⟩ , (2.5)

with the on-shell condition Ep =
√

|p|2 +m2 and the canonical commutation (for bosons)
or anticommutation (for fermions) relations are realized as[

a(p, σ), a†(p′, σ′)
]
∓
= (2π)3δ(3)

(
p′ − p

)
δσ′σ , (2.6)

with the signs − and + indicating a commutator (for bosons) and an anticommutator (for
fermions) respectively. The vacuum state |0⟩ can be generally destroyed by the annihilation
operator, i.e., a(p, σ)|0⟩ = 0. One can clearly verify that the the canonical quantization
relations (2.6) are compatible with the normalization of one-particle states in Eq. (2.3).
The Lorentz transformations on the annihilation and creation operators can be derived by
those on the states in Eq. (2.4)

U(Λ)a†(p, σ)U−1(Λ) =

√
EpΛ

Ep

∑
σ′

D
(j)
σ′σ (W (Λ, p)) a†(pΛ, σ

′)

=

√
EpΛ

Ep

∑
σ′

D
(j)∗
σσ′

(
W−1(Λ, p)

)
a†(pΛ, σ

′) , (2.7)

U(Λ)a(p, σ)U−1(Λ) =

√
EpΛ

Ep

∑
σ′

D
(j)∗
σ′σ (W (Λ, p)) a(pΛ, σ

′)

=

√
EpΛ

Ep

∑
σ′

D
(j)
σσ′

(
W−1(Λ, p)

)
a(pΛ, σ

′) , (2.8)

2The index for particle species is hidden.
3The vacuum state is normalized dimensionlessly as ⟨0|0⟩ = 1.
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where we have used the unitarity of rotation matrices D(j)
σ′σ in the second equality induced

by the normalization (2.3) and required that the vacuum state is Lorentz invariant

U(Λ)|0⟩ = |0⟩ . (2.9)

After the proper orthochronous and continuous Lorentz group, we now consider discrete
transformations namely, the parity (space inversion) P and time-reversal T . If they are
conserved for the quantum system, there must exist the (projective) (anti)unitary repre-
sentations corresponding to P and T , denoted as U(P) and U(T ) respectively, such that
they satisfy the multiplication rule with respect to the Poincaré group

U(P)U(Λ, a)U−1(P) = U(PΛP−1,Pa) ,

U(T )U(Λ, a)U−1(T ) = U(T ΛT −1,T a) . (2.10)

Note that U(P) is linear and unitary while U(T ) is antilinear and antiunitary, since
we require there is no state of negative energy. We can determine the U(P) and U(T )

transformations on the Poincaré generators using Eq. (2.10):

U(P)JU−1(P) = +J , (2.11)

U(P)KU−1(P) = −K , (2.12)

U(P)PU−1(P) = −P , (2.13)

U(P)HU−1(P) = +H , (2.14)

U(T )JU−1(T ) = −J , (2.15)

U(T )KU−1(T ) = +K , (2.16)

U(T )PU−1(T ) = −P , (2.17)

U(T )HU−1(T ) = +H , (2.18)

where H = P 0 is the Hamiltonian, J is the three angular momentum (pseudo-) vector, K
is the three boost vector and P is the three momentum operator. We can then obtain the
P and T transformations on the one-particle state |p, σ⟩

U(P)|p, σ⟩ = ηP | − p, σ⟩ , (2.19)

U(T )|p, σ⟩ = (−1)j−σηT | − p,−σ⟩ , (2.20)

where ηP,T is the intrinsic phase and independent of the spin-projection σ, mainly induced
by the transformation properties for J given in Eqs. (2.11)-(2.15). It is remarkable that the
time-reversal phase ηT has no physical influence since it can be eliminated by renormalizing
the one-paricle states, which is allowed by the antilinearity of U(T ). Furthermore, U2(T )

has a simple action on the states derived from Eq. (2.20):

U2(T )|p, σ⟩ = (−1)2j |p, σ⟩ , (2.21)

which has eigenvalues ±1, only depending on the particle spin j. For parity, while we have
P2 = 1, the corresponding transformation in the Hilbert space U2(P) can differ from the
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identity operator up to a phase U2(P)|p, σ⟩ = η2P |p, σ⟩. Since ηP may be complex, we
cannot deduce ηP = ±1 directly 4.

In the same way as the Lorentz transformations in Eqs. (2.7)-(2.8), we can derive
the discrete symmetry transformations for the annihilation a(p, σ) and creation operators
a†(p, σ)

U(P)a(p, σ)U−1(P) = η∗P a(−p, σ) ,

U(P)a†(p, σ)U−1(P) = ηP a
†(−p, σ) , (2.22)

U(T )a(p, σ)U−1(T ) = (−1)j−ση∗T a(−p,−σ) ,
U(T )a†(p, σ)U−1(T ) = (−1)j−σηT a

†(−p,−σ) . (2.23)

2.2 The Wigner degenerate multiplets

In the standard representations, the inversions P and T map a single state to another single
state as shown explicitly in Eqs. (2.19)-(2.20). In 1964, Wigner introduced another class
of nontrivial representations for inversions P and T , where states have additional degrees
of freedom and transform in a more complicated way [2]. In this framework, the actions
of U(P) and U(T ) may map one state to a superposition of degenerate states. Hence
the representations of inversions on spacetime are not faithful and their kernels can be
nontrivial so that the characteristic of the Wigner degeneracy is (partially) dropped there.
Weinberg clarified this representation particularly on one-particles and referred to them as
degenerate multiplets [3, App. 2C] under particular physical requirements (conservation of
inversions) instead of imposing some of Wigner’s limiting assumptions 5.

We will follow Weinberg’s prescriptions in this section. In addition to momentum p and
spin-projection σ, these states are characterized by an extra degree of freedom known as
Wigner degeneracy, labeled by n. This additional index expands the notation of one-particle
state as |p, σ, n⟩, explicitly showing the momentum p, the spin-projection σ = −j, · · · ,+j,
and the Wigner degeneracy n = −w, · · · ,+w 6. They are orthonormalized in a Lorentz
invariant formalism similar to Eq. (2.3)

⟨p′, σ′, n′|p, σ, n⟩ = 2Ep (2π)3 δ(3)
(
p′ − p

)
δσ′σδn′n , (2.24)

so that the associated creation operator becomes a†n(p, σ). It satisfies the canonical quan-
tization relations [

an(p, σ), a
†
n′(p′, σ′)

]
∓
= (2π)3δ(3)

(
p′ − p

)
δσ′σδn′n , (2.25)

and creates the single-particle state via

|p, σ, n⟩ ≡
√

2Ep a
†
n(p, σ)|0⟩ . (2.26)

4In general, one can use some internal symmetry operator IP to redefine U(P)IP as a new parity
operator such that[U(P)IP ]

2 = 1 (see [3, Sec. 3.3] for more details).
5Wigner assumed the square of inversion operators are proportional to the unit operator; in other words,

the (projective) representations of inversions on spcetime are faithful. Combining with Eq. (2.21), it will
provide extra limitations on physical states or the time-reversal transformation in Eq. (2.20).

6w may be either an integer or a half-integer.
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The vacuum |0⟩ is annihilated by each an(p, σ) so that

an(p, σ)|0⟩ = 0 . (2.27)

For the remainder of this section, we review the Lorentz and discrete symmetry transforma-
tions for massive one-particle states with Wigner degeneracy. The extension to associated
field representations will be studied in the next section.

The Lorentz transformations are assumed to have no effect on the Wigner degeneracy.
Therefore, the massive one-particle states transform in the same manner as in the standard
representations of Eqs. (2.4)-(2.7) but with the Wigner degeneracy n unchanged

U(Λ)|p, σ, n⟩ =
∑
σ′

D
(j)
σ′σ(W (Λ, p))|pΛ, σ

′, n⟩ . (2.28)

From (2.28) we can see that each Wigner degeneracy implies an invariant subspace of the
Lorentz group. The physical Hilbert space of the massive one-particle states with mass m
can be decomposed into 2w + 1 Lorentz invariant subspaces via the direct sum as

H =

+w⊕
n=−w

Vn , Vn ≡
{
|p, σ, n⟩ | p ∈ R3, and σ = −j, · · · ,+j

}
. (2.29)

What may mix the Wigner multiplets is the discrete symmetry of inversions, which can act
in a more complicated way than usual in Eqs. (2.19)-(2.20):

U(P)|p, σ, n⟩ =
∑
n′

Dn′n(P)| − p, σ, n′⟩ , (2.30)

U(T )|p, σ, n⟩ = (−1)j−σ
∑
n′

Dn′n(T )| − p,−σ, n′⟩ , (2.31)

where Dn′n(P) and Dn′n(T ) are unknown matrices except that they are unitary, be-
cause we assume inversions are physically conserved. Hence, the normalization of physical
states (2.24) is preserved. Since inversions are assumed to be conserved, the operators
U(P) and U(T ) in Eqs. (2.30-2.31) must still satisfy Eqs. (2.11)-(2.18). Wigner unphys-
ically limited the squared actions of inversions and assumed them to be proportional to
the unit operator, i.e., U2(P) = ζP1

7 and U2(T ) = ζT1 with constants ζP,T . If we im-
pose Wigner’s assumption, there will be an extra constraint for the proportionality factor
ζT = ±1 that can be proved by the antiunitarity and antilinearity of U(T ) 8.

If there exists a basis that can diagonalize the two inversion matrices Dn′n(P) (2.30)
and Dn′n(T ) (2.31) simultaneously, the Wigner multiplets will be just trivial replications of

7To be clear, here ‘1’ is the identity operator on the Hilbert space.
8Since U(T ) is antiunitary and antilinear, U2(T ) is unitary so that ζT is a phase at most. Then, the

antilinearity of U (†)(T ) implies ζT = ζ∗T (real), demonstrated by

ζTU
†(T ) = U2(T )U†(T ) = U†(T )U2(T ) = ζ∗TU

†(T ) ,

where we have used the property of antiunitary U(T ) that U†(T )U(T ) = U(T )U†(T ) = 1. Thus, we
can conclude that ζT = ±1 and ζT is highly constrained under the Wigner’s assumption. In contrast, we
can only argue ζP as a phase factor because U(P) is unitary and linear.
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the standard representations. However, in general, we can only block-diagonalize Dn′n(T )

with the block either a phase factor or a 2× 2 matrix of phases

[
0 eiϕ/2

e−iϕ/2 0

]
, ϕ ∈ R , (2.32)

since U(T ) (2.31) is actually antiunitary 9. Even if we successfully diagonalize Dn′n(T )

by accident under very limited conditions, the basis transformation for Dn′n(T ) may not
diagonalize Dn′n(P) (see [3, App. 2C] for more details). Two inversion transformations on
the annihilation and creation operators can be derived from Eqs. (2.30)-(2.31)

U(P)a†n(p, σ)U
−1(P) =

∑
n′

Dn′n(P)a†n′(−p, σ) , (2.33)

U(P)an(p, σ)U−1(P) =
∑
n′

D∗
n′n(P)an′(−p, σ) , (2.34)

U(T )a†n(p, σ)U
−1(T ) = (−1)j−σ

∑
n′

Dn′n(T )a†n′(−p,−σ) , (2.35)

U(T )an(p, σ)U−1(T ) = (−1)j−σ
∑
n′

D∗
n′n(T )an′(−p,−σ) . (2.36)

In the following sections, we will study QFT with Wigner degeneracy. For the free fields,
we study the most general constructs that are local and respect Lorentz symmetry. In
particular, we will explore the possibility that these fields may have different kinematics
with respect to its counterpart describing states furnishing the standard representations.
In phenomenological aspects, we will look for interactions that can distinguish the Wigner
degeneracy.

3 The two-fold Wigner spinor fields

In this section, we study the massive spinor field corresponding to the fermion of spin
j = 1

2 , which has internal degrees of freedom, specifically the spin projection σ = ±1
2 and

the Wigner degeneracy w = 1
2 , n = ±1

2 . Consequently, the fermion must be described by
quantum spinor fields that incorporate both the spin projection and the Wigner degeneracy
as part of their degrees of freedom.

9In contrast, we can always diagonalize the unitary Dn′n(P) (2.30) for the unitary and linear
U(P) (2.30).
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3.1 Construct the Wigner fields from the Lorentz symmetry

Following the same methodology of the standard spinor field construction, we can describe
the massive fermions with two-fold Wigner degeneracy with a doublet 10

Ψ(x) ≡

[
ψ+ 1

2
(x)

ψ− 1
2
(x)

]
, (3.1)

consisting of two Dirac casual fields:

ψn,ℓ(x) =

∫
d3p

(2π)3
1√
2Ep

∑
σ

[
e−ip·xun,ℓ(p, σ)an(p, σ) + eip·xvn,ℓ(p, σ)ac†n (p, σ)

]
, (3.2)

so that each ψn(x), n = ±1
2 , is covariant under the Poincaré transformations. Here,

a
(†)
n (p, σ) and a

c(†)
n (p, σ) are the annihilation (creation) operators for the particle and its

associated anti-particle respectively with the identical mass m so that the one-particle state
is defined as 11

|p, σ, n; a(c)⟩ ≡
√
2Ep a

(c)†
n (p, σ)|0⟩ , (3.3)

which are orthonormalized as

⟨p′, σ′, n′; a(c)|p, σ, n; a(c)⟩ = 2Ep (2π)3 δ(3)
(
p′ − p

)
δσ′σδn′n , (3.4)

with the canonical quantization for fermions specialized from the general case in Eqs. (2.26)-
(2.25) under the convention that{

an(p, σ), a
†
n′(p′, σ′)

}
=

{
acn(p, σ), a

c†
n′(p′, σ′)

}
= (2π)3δ(3)(p − p′)δσσ′δnn′ , (3.5){

an(p, σ), acn′(p′, σ′)
}
=

{
a†n(p, σ), a

c†
n′(p′, σ′)

}
=

{
an(p, σ), a

c†
n′(p′, σ′)

}
= 0 , (3.6)

and transform under the Lorentz group as Eqs. (2.7)-(2.8). The vacuum |0⟩ is defined to
be the state such that

an(p, σ)|0⟩ = acn(p, σ)|0⟩ = 0 . (3.7)

In particular, the exponential phases e±ip·x in Eq. (3.2) ensures that the field is covariant
under spacetime translations. The covariance under Lorentz transformation requires

U(Λ)ψn,ℓ(x)U
−1(Λ) =

∑
ℓ′

Dℓℓ′(Λ
−1)ψn,ℓ′(Λx) , (3.8)

10One may be naively tempted to construct a quantum field via the linear combination ψ(x) ≡
1√
2

[
ψ+ 1

2
(x) + ψ− 1

2
(x)

]
instead of the doublet (3.1) and proceed to quantize it with the Lagrangian density

Lψ = ψ̄(iγµ∂µ −m)ψ. However, using the explicit configurations of spinor fields in this section, canonical
calculation reveals that Lψ does not yield the correct free Hamiltonian (see Section 5.1). To quantize ψ(x),
a different strategy similar to those proposed in Ref. [9, 45] is necessary.

11We use the bracket to denote an alternative item. For instance, in Eq. (3.3), the expression can be
interpreted using either a, a†n or ac, ac†n .
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where Dℓℓ′ is the finite-dimensional Dirac spinor representation of the Lorentz group as in
the common sense, satisfying the pseudo-unitary relation

γ0D†(Λ)γ0 = D−1(Λ) , (3.9)

and transforming the Dirac matrices γµ as vectors 12

D(Λ)γµD−1(Λ) = Λ µ
ν γ

ν . (3.10)

It also provides the solutions of the coefficients un,ℓ(p, σ) and vn,ℓ(p, σ) in the casual
field of Eq. (3.2). Causality is preserved by evaluating the two-point correlation function{
ψn,ℓ, ψ

†
n′,ℓ′

}
which must vanish at space-like intervals. Notice that nontrivial correlation

functions are only provided by the commutators between two fields with the same Wigner
degeneracy (i.e.,

{
ψn,ℓ, ψ

†
n,ℓ′

}
) due to the canonical quantization relations (3.5)-(3.6). Al-

though the parity is different from the original case in Eq. (2.19), it still transform the fields
at the point x into something superpositioned by these fields at Px, referring to Eq. (2.30).
Thus, we are allowed without the loss of generality to determine the Dirac spinors u± 1

2
(p, σ)

and v± 1
2
(p, σ) in Eq. (3.2) as

u(p, σ) = u± 1
2
(p, σ) =

√
Ep +m

2

(1− σ·p
Ep+m

)
ξσ(

1+ σ·p
Ep+m

)
ξσ

 =

[√
p · σξσ√
p · σ̄ξσ

]
, (3.11)

v(p, σ) = v± 1
2
(p, σ) =

√
Ep +m

2

 (
1− σ·p

Ep+m

)
χσ

−
(
1+ σ·p

Ep+m

)
χσ

 =

[ √
p · σχσ

−
√
p · σ̄χσ

]
, (3.12)

where u(p, σ) and v(p, σ) are the solutions of the free Dirac spinors without the Wigner
degeneracy and satisfy

ū(p, σ)u(p, σ′) = −v̄(p, σ)v(p, σ′) = 2mδσσ′ , (3.13)

ū(p, σ)v(p, σ′) = u†(p, σ)v(−p, σ′) = v̄(p, σ)u(p, σ′) = v†(p, σ)u(−p, σ′) = 0 , (3.14)

with

ξ+ =

[
1

0

]
, ξ− =

[
0

1

]
, χ+ =

[
0

1

]
, χ− =

[
−1

0

]
. (3.15)

In particular for the zero-momentum case p = 0, the Dirac spinors can be chosen in the
chiral representation as

u(0, 12) =
√
m


1

0

1

0

 , u(0,−1
2) =

√
m


0

1

0

1

 , (3.16)

v(0, 12) =
√
m


0

1

0

−1

 , v(0,−1
2) =

√
m


−1

0

1

0

 . (3.17)

12Λ µ
ν ≡ (Λ−1)µν = ηνρη

µσΛρσ.
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3.2 Two inversions on the Wigner multiplets

We can now see that the doublet Ψ(x) (3.1)-(3.2) furnishes a reducible representation of
the continuous Lorentz transformations. As a result, fermion bilinear forms constructed
with the Wigner spinors in the form of χ̄mΓψn, where m,n = ±1

2
13, have the same Lorentz

transformation property as standard spinor fields without the Wigner degeneracy. For it
to be irreducible, the two discrete inversions must mix ψ+ 1

2
(x) and ψ− 1

2
(x) and act on

one-particle states as

U(P)|p, σ, n; a(c)⟩ =
∑
n′

D
(c)
n′n(P)| − p, σ, n′; a(c)⟩ , (3.18)

U(T )|p, σ, n; a(c)⟩ = (−1)
1
2
−σ

∑
n′

D
(c)
n′n(T )| − p,−σ, n′; a(c)⟩ . (3.19)

Inversions on the annihilation and creation operators are given in Eqs. (2.33)-(2.36) but
with D

(c)
n′n(P) and D

(c)
n′n(T ). Since U(P) is linear and unitary, its associated matrix

D
(c)
n′n(P) (3.18) is a 2 × 2 unitary matrix and can always be diagonalized by a choice of

basis. In contrast, we can only block-diagonalize the matrix D(c)
n′n(T ) for the time-reversal

U(T ) (3.19) in the general case. In order to obtain a simple but nontrivial result, we assume
there exists a basis of the particle and anti-particle states with the Wigner degeneracy (3.3)
to diagonalize D(c)

n′n(P) (3.18) and block-diagonalize D(c)
n′n(T ) (3.19) in terms of Eq. (2.32)

simultaneously,

D(P) =

[
η+ 1

2
0

0 η− 1
2

]
, Dc(P) =

ηc+ 1
2

0

0 ηc− 1
2

 , (3.20)

D(T ) =

[
0 eiϕ/2

e−iϕ/2 0

]
, Dc(T ) =

[
0 eiϕ

c/2

e−iϕc/2 0

]
, (3.21)

where phases η(c)± 1
2

are intrinsic parities for the particle and the anti-particle with the Wigner

degeneracy n = ±1
2 respectively. ϕ, ϕc ∈ R are phases of the time-reversal for the particle

and the anti-particle respectively. To be clear, we denote the 2×2 matrix element with the
Wigner degeneracy n as

D =

[
D+ 1

2
,+ 1

2
D+ 1

2
,− 1

2

D− 1
2
,+ 1

2
D− 1

2
,− 1

2

]
. (3.22)

13χ and ψ can refer to the same particle species with χ = ψ. Γ is an arbitrary 4× 4 matrix.
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Applying these results to the fields ψ± 1
2
(x) (3.2), we can see that

U(P)ψn(x)U
−1(P) = γ0

∫
d3p

(2π)3
1√
2Ep

∑
σ

[
η∗ne

−ip·Pxu(p, σ)an(p, σ)

− ηcne
ip·Pxv(p, σ)ac†n (p, σ)

]
, (3.23)

U(T )ψn(x)U
−1(T ) = γ1γ3

∫
d3p

(2π)3
1√
2Ep

∑
σ

[
einϕe−ip·T xu(p, σ)a−n(p, σ)

+ e−inϕceip·T xv(p, σ)ac†−n(p, σ)
]
, (3.24)

using the identities derived from Eqs. (3.11)-(3.12) explicitly

γ0u(p, σ) = u(−p, σ) , (3.25)

γ0v(p, σ) = −v(−p, σ) , (3.26)

γ3γ1u(p, σ) = (−1)
1
2
−σu∗(−p,−σ) , (3.27)

γ3γ1v(p, σ) = (−1)
1
2
−σv∗(−p,−σ) . (3.28)

If we expect the two inversions to map the field at some point x into something pro-
portional to itself at the corresponding point x′, it is necessary to set the intrinsic parities
η± 1

2
, ηc± 1

2

(3.20) and the time-reversal phases ϕ, ϕc (3.21) for the particle and its anti-particle
related respectively as

η∗± 1
2

= −ηc± 1
2

, ϕ = −ϕc , (3.29)

which implies the intrinsic parities of particles and their anti-particles are related as in the
standard case without the Wigner degeneracy. In this case, transformations on the fields
can be highly simplified as

U(P)ψn(x)U
−1(P) = η∗nγ

0ψn(Px) , (3.30)

U(T )ψn(x)U
−1(T ) = einϕγ1γ3ψ−n(T x) , (3.31)

and

U(P)ψ̄n(x)U
−1(P) = ηnψ̄n(Px)γ0 , (3.32)

U(T )ψ̄n(x)U
−1(T ) = e−inϕψ̄−n(T x)γ3γ1 . (3.33)

We can also rewrite the transformations in terms of the doublet Ψ(x) (3.1) as

U(P)Ψ(x)U−1(P) = D(P)Ψ(Px) , (3.34)

U(T )Ψ(x)U−1(T ) = D(T )Ψ(T x) , (3.35)

with the two unitary matrices

D(P) =

η∗+ 1
2

γ0 0

0 η∗− 1
2

γ0

 , D(T ) =

[
0 eiϕ/2γ1γ3

e−iϕ/2γ1γ3 0

]
. (3.36)
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The general formula of the two discrete inversions on the Wigner multiplets (3.18)-(3.19)
can be simplified via Eqs. (3.20),(3.21), and (3.29)

U(P)|p, σ, n; a⟩ = ηn| − p, σ, n; a⟩ ,
U(P)|p, σ, n; ac⟩ = −η∗n| − p, σ, n; ac⟩ , (3.37)

U(T )|p, σ, n; a⟩ = (−1)
1
2
−σe−inϕ| − p,−σ,−n; a⟩ ,

U(T )|p, σ, n; ac⟩ = (−1)
1
2
−σeinϕ| − p,−σ,−n; ac⟩ . (3.38)

It is remarkable to note that the Wigner degeneracy generally provides additional contri-
bution to the action of U2(T ) on the one-particle states with eiϕ ̸= 1

U2(T )|p, σ,±1
2 ; a

(c)⟩ = −e±iϕ(c) |p, σ,±1
2 ; a

(c)⟩ = −
[
e±iϕ

](∗) |p, σ,±1
2 ; a

(c)⟩ , (3.39)

which recovers the standard case of Eq. (2.21) with eiϕ = 1 and we have imposed the
relation of the time-reversal phases (3.29) in the second equality. In particular, the action
of U2(T ) on the one-particle states will have an opposite sign to the standard case with
eiϕ = −1.

It is very important to know how the various bilinear forms transform under the two
inversions, especially in constructing Lagrangians. The bilinear form of the Wigner fields
χ̄mΓψn have five standard forms of the matrix Γ:

1, γµ, σµν ≡ i

2
[γµ, γν ] , γµγ5, γ5 , (3.40)

We can have the spatial parity transformation on the bilinear form utilizing that on the
Wigner fields (3.30)

U(P) [χ̄m(x)Γψn(x)]U
−1(P) = (η̃m/ηn) χ̄m(Px)γ0Γγ0ψn(Px) , (3.41)

where η̃m and ηn are intrinsic parities for χm and ψn respectively. So taking the matrix Γ

as the five standard forms (3.40) yield the bilinear form that transforms as a scalar, vector,
tensor, pseudo- (or axial-) vector, and pseudoscalar, respectively up to a ratio of intrinsic
parities 14. This result is consistent with the conventional QFT since the transformation
matrix of the spatial parity (3.20) is taken to be diagonal with respect to the Wigner
degeneracy here. The exotic phenomena occurs when we act the time-reversal (3.21) on the
bilinear form

U(T ) [χ̄m(x)Γψn(x)]U
−1(T ) = e−i(mϕ̃−nϕ)χ̄−m(T x)Γtψ−n(T x) , (3.42)

with Γt ≡ T Γ∗T −1, T = T −1 = iγ1γ3. We can see that the time-reversal flips the Wigner
degeneracy but remains a similar formula as the standard case up to a discrepancy of the
time-reversal phase factor.

14η̃mη
∗
n = η̃m/ηn, with ηnη∗n = 1.
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3.3 Charge-conjugation on the Wigner multiplets

In preceding sections, we have investigated the representations of the Poincaré group, the
isometry group of the Minkowski spacetime. In this section, we will introduce the charge-
conjugation symmetry between particles and their associated anti-particles, which have
nothing to do with the Lorentz invariance but is a typical internal symmetry. In the
standard representation, charge-conjugation interchanges particles and anti-particles with
an additional phase

U(C )|p, σ; a⟩ = ηC |p, σ; ac⟩ , (3.43)

U(C )|p, σ; ac⟩ = ηcC |p, σ; a⟩ = η∗C |p, σ; a⟩ , (3.44)

U2(C )|p, σ; a(c)⟩ = ηCη
c
C |p, σ; a(c)⟩ = |p, σ; a(c)⟩ , (3.45)

where the phases ηC and ηcC are the charge-conjugation parities for the particle and the
antiparticle respectively. Their equality η∗C = ηcC can be further derived by the requirement
of the causal field to be transformed into another field commuting at space-like separations.
Similar to U(P) described generally in Section 2.1, U(C ) can also be redefined by multi-
plying other existing continuous internal symmetries. In Section 3, we have seen that the
time-reversal transformation for the degenerate multiplet can be different from the stan-
dard representation without the Wigner degeneracy. Utilizing the same methodology, for
the particle state |p, σ, n; a⟩ with the Wigner degeneracy, the unitary charge-conjugation
operator U(C ) maps it to a linear superposition of anti-particle states |p, σ, n; ac⟩ summed
over the degenerate degrees of freedom

U(C )|p, σ, n; a⟩ =
∑
n′

Dn′n(C )|p, σ, n′; ac⟩ , (3.46)

and in the reverse direction, |p, σ, n; ac⟩ transformed to a linear combination of |p, σ, n; a⟩

U(C )|p, σ, n; ac⟩ =
∑
n′

Dc
n′n(C )|p, σ, n′; a⟩ . (3.47)

Therefore, the annihilation and creation operators transform as

U(C )a†n(p, σ)U
−1(C ) =

∑
n′

Dn′n(C )ac†n′(p, σ) , (3.48)

U(C )an(p, σ)U−1(C ) =
∑
n′

D∗
n′n(C )acn′(p, σ) , (3.49)

U(C )ac†n (p, σ)U−1(C ) =
∑
n′

Dc
n′n(C )a†n′(p, σ) , (3.50)

U(C )acn(p, σ)U
−1(C ) =

∑
n′

Dc∗
n′n(C )an′(p, σ) , (3.51)

inducing the charge-conjugation transformation for ψn(x)

U(C )ψn(x)U
−1(C ) = −iγ2

∫
d3p

(2π)3
1√
2Ep

∑
σ,n′

[
e−ip·xv∗(p, σ)D∗

n′n(C )acn′(p, σ)

+ eip·xu∗(p, σ)Dc
n′n(C )a†n′(p, σ)

]
, (3.52)
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where we have imposed the following identities compatible with the polarizations (3.11)-
(3.12)

−iγ2u∗(p, σ) = v(p, σ) , (3.53)

−iγ2v∗(p, σ) = u(p, σ) . (3.54)

If we expect charge conjugation to map ψn(x) to a linear combination of ψ∗
n(x) summed

over n, then D(C ) and Dc(C ) must satisfy

D∗(C ) = Dc(C ) , (3.55)

which is consistent with the result in the standard case (3.44). Then, we can obtain the
action of the charge-conjugation on the field

U(C )ψn(x)U
−1(C ) = −i

∑
n′

D∗
n′n(C )γ2ψ∗

n′(x) , (3.56)

and
U(C )ψ̄n(x)U

−1(C ) = i
∑
n′

Dn′n(C )ψT
n′(x)γ0γ2 . (3.57)

In order to clarify the possibilities provided by the Wigner degeneracy, we can apply two
successive charge-conjugation transformations (3.46)-(3.47) on the one-particle state

U2(C )|p, σ, n; a(c)⟩ =
∑
n′

[D∗(C )D(C )]
(∗)
n′n |p, σ, n

′; a(c)⟩ , (3.58)

where D(C ) ∈ U(2) = U(1)×SU(2) can be factorized by a factor θ and a three dimensional
vector θ = (θ1, θ2, θ3)

D[C (θ,θ)] = eiθ/2 exp (iθaτ
a) ,

D∗[C (θ,θ)] = e−iθ/2 exp (−iθaτa∗) , (3.59)

with τa = σa

2 , a = 1, 2, 3 so that

D∗[C (θ,θ)]D[C (θ,θ)] = exp (−iθaτa∗) exp (iθaτa) . (3.60)

The general formula of D[C (θ,θ)] can thus be given as

D[C (θ,θ)] = eiθ/2

[
cos |θ|

2 + iθ̂3 sin
|θ|
2 (θ̂2 + iθ̂1) sin

|θ|
2

(−θ̂2 + iθ̂1) sin
|θ|
2 cos |θ|

2 − iθ̂3 sin
|θ|
2

]
, (3.61)

D∗[C (θ,θ)] = e−iθ/2

[
cos |θ|

2 − iθ̂3 sin
|θ|
2 (θ̂2 − iθ̂1) sin

|θ|
2

(−θ̂2 − iθ̂1) sin
|θ|
2 cos |θ|

2 + iθ̂3 sin
|θ|
2

]
, (3.62)

with θ̂a ≡ θa/|θ|, a = 1, 2, 3 15, |θ| ≡
√
θ21 + θ22 + θ23 so that

D∗[C (θ,θ)]D[C (θ,θ)]

=

(θ̂21 + iθ̂1θ̂2 + θ̂23) + θ̂2(θ̂2 − iθ̂1) cos |θ| θ̂2

[
sin |θ| − iθ̂3(1− cos |θ|)

]
−θ̂2

[
sin |θ|+ iθ̂3(1− cos |θ|)

]
(θ̂21 − iθ̂1θ̂2 + θ̂23) + θ̂2(θ̂2 + iθ̂1) cos |θ|

 .

(3.63)

15If θ1 = θ2 = θ3 = 0, θ̂1 = θ̂2 = θ̂3 ≡ 1.
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If θ2 = 0, we have D∗[C (θ, θ1, 0, θ3)] = D[C (−θ,−θ1, 0,−θ3)] and

D∗[C (θ, θ1, 0, θ3)]D[C (θ, θ1, 0, θ3)] = 1 , (3.64)

since τ1,3∗ = τ1,3. If θ1 = θ2 = 0,

D[C (θ, 0, 0, θ3)] = eiθ/2eiθ3τ
3
= eiθ/2

[
eiθ3/2 0

0 e−iθ3/2

]
=

[
eiζ+ 0

0 eiζ−

]
,

D∗[C (θ, 0, 0, θ3)] = e−iθ/2e−iθ3τ3 = e−iθ/2

[
e−iθ3/2 0

0 eiθ3/2

]
=

[
e−iζ+ 0

0 e−iζ−

]
, (3.65)

with ζ± ≡ (θ ± θ3)/2. If θ2 = θ3 = 0,

D[C (θ,θ)] = eiθ/2eiθ1τ
1
= eiθ/2

[
cos θ1

2 i sin θ1
2

i sin θ1
2 cos θ1

2

]
,

D∗[C (θ,θ)] = e−iθ/2e−iθ1τ1 = e−iθ/2

[
cos θ1

2 −i sin θ1
2

−i sin θ1
2 cos θ1

2

]
. (3.66)

In contrast, if θ1 = θ3 = 0, we have D∗[C (θ, 0, θ2, 0)] = e−iθD[C (θ, 0, θ2, 0)] and

D[C (θ, 0, θ2, 0)] = eiθ/2eiθ2τ
2
= eiθ/2

[
cos θ2

2 sin θ2
2

− sin θ2
2 cos θ2

2

]
,

D∗[C (θ, 0, θ2, 0)] = e−iθ/2eiθ2τ
2
= e−iθ/2

[
cos θ2

2 sin θ2
2

− sin θ2
2 cos θ2

2

]
,

D∗[C (θ, 0, θ2, 0)]D[C (θ, 0, θ2, 0)] =

[
cos θ2 sin θ2
− sin θ2 cos θ2

]
. (3.67)

In particular, if we impose θ1 = θ3 = 0 and θ2 = π, D∗[C (θ, 0, π, 0)]D[C (θ, 0, π, 0)] = −1
can be provided, which has an additional sign compared to the case of θ2 = 0 (3.64) and the
conventional QFT without the Wigner degeneracy (3.45), referring to Eq. (3.58). It is also
interesting to study the charge-conjugation properties of bilinear forms by Eqs. (3.56)-(3.57)

U(C ) [χ̄m(x)Γψn(x)]U
−1(C ) =

∑
m′,n′

D̃m′m(C )D∗
n′n(C )

[
ψ̄n′(x)Γcχm′(x)

]
=

∑
m′,n′

D̃m′m(C )D∗
n′n(C )

[
χ̄m′(x)γ0Γ†

cγ
0ψn′(x)

]†
, (3.68)

where we have inserted anticommuting relations for two fermionic spinors in the fourth
step and ignored a c-number anticommutator. We define Γc ≡

(
C−1ΓC

)T
= C−1ΓTC with

C ≡ −iγ2γ0 = −C−1 = −C† = −CT , satisfying C−1γµC = −γµT . We can see that the item
in the bracket of Eq. (3.68) has the similar form with the standard case without the Wigner
degeneracy, while the diagonal D̃(C ) and D(C ) for the fields χm(x) and ψn(x), indicating
no Wigner degeneracy mixing, will recover the standard case. In contrast, the non-diagonal
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D̃(C ) and D(C ) introduce the Wigner degeneracy mixing and manifestly break the charge-
conjugation symmetry, unless some particular combination of the Wigner fields is imposed
on purpose. Besides, since the transformation matrix D(P) (3.30) for the space inversion
is diagonal, the invariance of the CP product transformation keep consistent with that of
the charge-conjugation.

4 A challenge to the CPT theorem

We now derive the CPT transformation for the states and quantum fields. For the parti-
cle and antiparticle states with Wigner degeneracy, by inserting the general results from
Eqs. (3.18), (3.19), and (3.46)-(3.47), we have

Θ|p, σ, n; a⟩ = (−1)1/2−σ
∑
n′

Ξn′n|p,−σ, n′; ac⟩ , (4.1)

Θ|p, σ, n; ac⟩ = (−1)1/2−σ
∑
n′

Ξc
n′n|p,−σ, n′; a⟩ , (4.2)

where Θ is an antiunitary and antilinear operator, defined as Θ ≡ U(C )U(P)U(T ), with
the associated unitary matrix Ξ(c) ≡ D(c)(C )D(c)(P)D(c)(T ). As shown in the previous
section, when C, P and T are symmetries of the quantum fields, the matrices on the right-
hand side of Eqs. (4.1)-(4.2) are related by

D∗(C ) = Dc(C ) , D∗(P) = −Dc(P) , D∗(T ) = Dc(T ) , (4.3)

which leads to the relationship

Ξ∗ = −Ξc . (4.4)

The explicit formula of Ξ can be obtained by a direct calculation with Eq. (3.20), (3.21),
and (3.61)

Θ|p, σ, n; a⟩ = (−1)
1
2
−ση−ne

−inϕ
∑
n′

Dn′−n(C )|p,−σ, n′; ac⟩ , (4.5)

so that

Ξn′n = η−ne
−inϕDn′−n(C ) , (4.6)

Ξ = eiθ/2

 η− 1
2
(iθ̂1 + θ̂2)e

−iϕ/2 sin |θ|
2 η+ 1

2

(
cos |θ|

2 + iθ̂3 sin
|θ|
2

)
eiϕ/2

η− 1
2

(
cos |θ|

2 − iθ̂3 sin
|θ|
2

)
e−iϕ/2 η+ 1

2
(iθ̂1 − θ̂2)e

iϕ/2 sin |θ|
2

 . (4.7)

In the conventional QFT without the Wigner degeneracy, two successive CPT transforma-
tions on the states can be calculated by Eqs. (2.19), (2.20), and (3.43)-(3.45)

Θ2|p, σ; a⟩ = −η∗Cη∗P η∗T ηcCηcP ηcT |p, σ; a⟩ = |p, σ; a⟩ , (4.8)
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where ηcP = −η∗P , ηcT = η∗T , ηcC = η∗C and we conventionally set ηCηP ηT = 1 for particle a.
Thus, the fermionic state is invariant under two CPT reflections. Let us now consider two
successive CPT transformations on the Wigner multiplets

Θ2|p, σ, n; a⟩ =
∑
n′

Ξ∗2
n′n|p, σ, n′; a⟩ , (4.9)

Θ2|p, σ, n; ac⟩ =
∑
n′

Ξ2
n′n|p, σ, n′; ac⟩ , (4.10)

where we have used the property of Ξ in Eq. (4.4).
We will explore the CPT transformations of the states and the properties of Ξ in further

detail in Sections 4.1 and 4.2. The Wigner degeneracy introduces additional complexity to
the CPT symmetry, which in conventional QFT is a direct consequence in the standard
representation of the Lorentz invariance. It is a remarkable result that the scattering
amplitude for a given process is exactly the same as that for the reverse process, where all
the incoming particles are turned into outgoing anti-particles and vice versa, to all orders
of perturbation theory. However, due to the presence of Ξ in the CPT transformations for
states with Wigner degeneracy, this symmetry requires a careful examination. Therefore, we
need to review the CPT theorem thoroughly, taking these additional factors into account.
Let us write down the action of the product CPT transformation on the free Wigner fields,

Θψn(x)Θ
−1 =

∑
n′

Ξ∗
n′nγ

5ψ∗
n′(−x) , (4.11)

Θψ̄n(x)Θ
−1 =

∑
n′

Ξn′nψ
T
n′(−x)γ5γ0 , (4.12)

while two successive CPT transformations can also be applied

Θ2ψn(x)Θ
−2 =

∑
n′

Ξ2
n′nψn′(x) , (4.13)

Θ2ψ̄n(x)Θ
−2 =

∑
n′

Ξ∗2
n′nψ̄n′(x) . (4.14)

Applying Eqs. (4.11)-(4.12) to the product CPT transformation on bilinear forms of the
Wigner spinors gives

Θ [χ̄m(x)Γψn(x)] Θ
−1 =

∑
m′,n′

Ξ̃m′mΞ∗
n′n

[
χT
m′(−x)γ5γ0Γ∗γ5ψ∗

n′(−x)
]

= (−1)r
∑
m′,n′

Ξ̃m′mΞ∗
n′n [χ̄m′(−x)Γψn′(−x)]† , (4.15)

with

χT
m′(−x)γ5γ0Γ∗γ5ψ∗

n′(−x) = ψ̄n′(−x)
(
γ0γ5Γ∗γ5γ0

)T
χm′(−x)

=
[
χ̄m′(−x)

(
γ5Γγ5

)
ψn′(−x)

]†
, (4.16)

γ5Γγ5 = (−1)rΓ , (4.17)
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where χm and ψn are anticommuting fields as in Eq. (3.68). r is the rank of the tensor
Γ. In particular, if one chooses the same CPT matrix for all the Wigner fields (even for
different particle species) 16, inserting Ξ̃ = Ξ to Eq. (4.15) gives

Θ

[∑
n

χ̄n(x)Γψn(x)

]
Θ−1 = (−1)r

[∑
n

χ̄n(−x)Γψn(−x)

]†

. (4.18)

While the general form of Ξ (4.7) depends on eight parameters, the CPT transformation Θ

can be separated into two distinct and typical classes. Since Θ is antilinear and antiunitary,
the unitary matrix Ξ can generally be transformed to be either diagonal or block-diagonal.
In the block-diagonal case, the diagonal elements vanish, and the off-diagonal elements
(phases) are related by complex conjugation, assuming no other constraints. To clearly
present the nontrivial effects of Ξ, we simplify it by choosing the appropriate parameters to
make Ξ either diagonal (see Section 4.1) or block-diagonal (see Section 4.2). We will demon-
strate that the invariance under CPT transformations is interestingly the opposite of the
invariance under the CP (or C) transformation described in Section 3.3, with this difference
fundamentally arising from the block-diagonal nature of the time-reversal transformation
discussed in Eqs. (3.21) and (3.36).

4.1 Diagonal CPT

Let us first consider the diagonal configuration of the CPT matrix Ξ (4.7), factorized as

Ξ =

[
eiϑ+/2 0

0 eiϑ−/2

]
≡ eiθ/2

[
η− 1

2
(iθ̂1 + θ̂2)e

−iϕ/2 0

0 η+ 1
2
(iθ̂1 − θ̂2)e

iϕ/2

]
, (4.19)

with ϑ± ∈ R, θ̂3 = 0, |θ| = π, i.e., diagonal elements of D(C ) (3.61) vanish. Using
Eqs. (4.1)-(4.2), we obtain

Θ|p, σ, n; a⟩ = (−1)1/2−σeiϑ2n/2|p,−σ, n; ac⟩ , (4.20)

Θ|p, σ, n; ac⟩ = −(−1)1/2−σe−iϑ2n/2|p,−σ, n; a⟩ , (4.21)

and Eqs. (4.9)-(4.10) give

Θ2|p, σ, n; a⟩ = e−iϑ2n |p, σ, n; a⟩ , (4.22)

Θ2|p, σ, n; ac⟩ = eiϑ2n |p, σ, n; ac⟩ . (4.23)

Note that eiϑ2n = −1, with n = +1
2 or − 1

2 , provides the new possibility of an additional sign
relative to the result in the conventional QFT (4.8). Furthermore, if we require the action
of Θ2 on the particle and anti-particle states corresponding to any Wigner index to be the
same, the phases in Eq. (4.19) must be set to eiϑ+ = eiϑ− = ±1 which then corresponds
to Θ2 = ±1 respectively. When Ξ is given by Eq. (4.19), the CPT transformations on the
Wigner fields in Eqs. (4.11)-(4.12) can be simplified into

Θψn(x)Θ
−1 = e−iϑ2n/2γ5ψ∗

n(−x) , (4.24)

Θψ̄n(x)Θ
−1 = eiϑ2n/2ψT

n (−x)γ5γ0 , (4.25)
16This convention is analogous to that in the conventional QFT.
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so that the doublet Ψ(x) (3.1) and its Dirac dual 17

Ψ(x) ≡ Ψ†(x)γ0 , (4.26)

are given by

ΘΨ(x)Θ−1 =

[
e−iϑ+/2 0

0 e−iϑ−/2

]
γ5Ψ∗(−x) , (4.27)

ΘΨ(x)Θ−1 = ΨT (−x)γ5γ0
[
eiϑ+/2 0

0 eiϑ−/2

]
. (4.28)

Performing another successive CPT transformation on Eqs. (4.24)-(4.25) yield

Θ2ψn(x)Θ
−2 = eiϑ2nψn(x) , (4.29)

Θ2ψ̄n(x)Θ
−2 = e−iϑ2nψ̄n(x) , (4.30)

and

Θ2Ψ(x)Θ−2 =

[
eiϑ+ 0

0 eiϑ−

]
Ψ(x) , (4.31)

Θ2Ψ(x)Θ−2 = Ψ(x)

[
e−iϑ+ 0

0 e−iϑ−

]
, (4.32)

so it corroborates with the general formula we obtained in Eqs. (4.13)-(4.14). The general
result of the CPT product transformation on bilinear forms of Eq. (4.15) can be further
simplified with the diagonal Ξ̃ and Ξ in the form of Eq. (4.19)

Θ [χ̄m(x)Γψn(x)] Θ
−1 = (−1)reiϑ̃2m/2e−iϑ2n/2 [χ̄m(−x)Γψn(−x)]† , (4.33)

which keeps the identical form as the conventional QFT. Thus, under the diagonal configu-
ration of the CPT matrix Ξ (4.7), one can always chooses the intrinsic CPT phases so that
every Poincaré invariant term in L(x) will be mapped to its Hermitian conjugate evaluated
at −x, leaving the action invariant. This result aligns with our original expectation since
the diagonal Ξ (4.7) does not introduce any mixing of the Wigner degeneracy. In particular,
the CPT transformation on Ψ(x)Ψ(x) can be derived directly from Eq. (4.33) with χ = ψ,
Γ = 1 or from Eqs. (4.27)-(4.28):

ΘΨ(x)Ψ(x)Θ−1 = Ψ(−x)Ψ(−x) , (4.34)

which is consistent with the general result in Eq. (4.18).

17In matrix form Ψ(x) ≡
[
ψ̄+ 1

2
(x) ψ̄− 1

2
(x)

]
.
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4.2 Block-diagonal CPT

Next, we consider the block-diagonal configuration of the CPT matrix Ξ (4.7)

Ξ =

[
0 eiφ/2

e−iφ/2 0

]
≡

[
0 η+ 1

2
eiθ3/2eiϕ/2

η∗
+ 1

2

e−iθ3/2e−iϕ/2 0

]
, (4.35)

with φ ∈ R, η+ 1
2
= η∗− 1

2

, (θ,θ) = (0, 0, 0, θ3). That is, D(C ) (3.61) becomes a diagonal
element of the SU(2) group. Using Eqs. (4.1)-(4.2), we find

Θ|p, σ, n; a⟩ = (−1)1/2−σe−inφ|p,−σ,−n; ac⟩ , (4.36)

Θ|p, σ, n; ac⟩ = −(−1)1/2−σeinφ|p,−σ,−n; a⟩ . (4.37)

Imposing the general formula of Eqs. (4.9)-(4.10), the results of two successive CPT trans-
formations are

Θ2|p, σ, n; a⟩ = |p, σ, n; a⟩ , (4.38)

Θ2|p, σ, n; ac⟩ = |p, σ, n; ac⟩ , (4.39)

which agree with the result in conventional QFT (4.8). When the block-diagonal Ξ is given
by Eq. (4.19), the CPT transformations on the Wigner fields in Eqs. (4.11)-(4.12) can be
simplified to

Θψn(x)Θ
−1 = einφγ5ψ∗

−n(−x) , (4.40)

Θψ̄n(x)Θ
−1 = e−inφψT

−n(−x)γ5γ0 , (4.41)

and

ΘΨ(x)Θ−1 =

[
0 eiφ/2

e−iφ/2 0

]
γ5Ψ∗(−x) , (4.42)

ΘΨ(x)Θ−1 = ΨT (−x)γ5γ0
[

0 eiφ/2

e−iφ/2 0

]
. (4.43)

Performing another successive CPT transformation on Eqs. (4.40)-(4.41) yield

Θ2ψn(x)Θ
−2 = ψn(x) , (4.44)

Θ2ψ̄n(x)Θ
−2 = ψ̄n(x) , (4.45)

and

Θ2Ψ(x)Θ2 = Ψ(x) , (4.46)

Θ2Ψ(x)Θ−2 = Ψ(x) , (4.47)

without any additional phases and recovering the result in Eqs. (4.11)-(4.12) with the block-
diagonal configuration (4.35). The general result of the CPT product transformation on
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bilinear forms of Eq. (4.15) can be further simplified with the block-diagonal Ξ̃ and Ξ in
the form of Eq. (4.35):

Θ [χ̄m(x)Γψn(x)] Θ
−1 = (−1)re−imφ̃einφ [χ̄−m(−x)Γψ−n(−x)]† , (4.48)

which flips the Wigner degeneracies, distinguishing from the diagonal case of Eq. (4.33).
However, this exchange of the Wigner degeneracies would not change the Lagrangian if there
is a sum over the Wigner degeneracy. For instance, the CPT transformation on Ψ(x)Ψ(x)

derived from Eq. (4.48) with χ = ψ, Γ = 1 or Eqs. (4.42)-(4.43)

ΘΨ(x)Ψ(x)Θ−1 = Ψ(−x)Ψ(−x) , (4.49)

keeps the Lagrangian term invariant, while its general formula of Eq. (4.18) also insists on
this consequence.

5 Canonical formalism: the Wigner Lagrangian

In modern QFT, the canonical formalism, based on postulating the Lagrangian and applying
canonical quantization, serves as the foundational starting point for analyzing any given
system. The Lagrangian formalism provides a clear path to identifying symmetries such
as Lorentz (or Poincaré) invariance, as well as other imposed symmetries. In this section,
we will develop a suitable Lagrangian form and canonical quantization relations to describe
free spinor fields that include the Wigner degeneracy, which arises from Lorentz invariance
and discrete symmetry transformations, as outlined in previous sections.

5.1 Lagrangian of the free Wigner spinor fields

The free Lagrangian density of the two-fold Wigner spinor fields can be constructed as

L0(x) = Ψ(x)(iγµ∂µ −m)Ψ(x) , (5.1)

where Ψ(x) is the corresponding doublet (3.1) and Ψ(x) is its Dirac conjugation (4.26).
This compact form can also be written in terms of the two Wigner fields ψn, n = ±1

2 with
the identical mass m,

L0(x) =
∑
n

ψ̄n(x)(iγ
µ∂µ −m)ψn(x) , (5.2)

which is a direct combination of two free Dirac fields associated to two Wigner multiplets
respectively, without any term mixing the Wigner degeneracy. Thus, its Euler-Lagrange
equations are simply two Dirac equations for the two Wigner degeneracy ψn(x), n = ±1

2

respectively. The canonical anti-commutation relations of the Wigner fields ψn,ℓ(x) and
their conjugate momenta iψ†

n,ℓ(x) can be directly extended as{
ψn,ℓ(t,x), iψ

†
n′,ℓ′(t,x

′)
}
= iδ(3)(x − x′)δnn′δℓℓ′ , (5.3){

ψn,ℓ(t,x), ψn′,ℓ′(t,x′)
}
=

{
ψ†
n,ℓ(t,x), ψ

†
n′,ℓ′(t,x

′)
}
= 0 , (5.4)
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which is almost identical to that in the standard free Dirac theory but with an extra
Kronecker delta function δnn′ due to the Wigner degeneracy. In this configuration, these
two solutions ψn(x), n = ±1

2 satisfy the causality conditions independently. One can
Fourier expand ψn(x) in the momentum space with the annihilation an(p, σ) and creation
ac†n (p, σ) operators for the particle and its associated anti-particle with the identical mass
m as before in Eq. (3.2). The canonical quantization of Eqs. (3.5)-(3.6) is still applied to the
creation and annihilation operators that generate the one particle states (3.3)-(3.4), with
the particular vacuum (3.7). These two individual spinor field solutions ψn(x), n = ±1

2 of
Eq. (3.2) share the same polarizations u(p, σ) and v(p, σ) of Eqs. (3.11)-(3.12).

After performing the Legendre transformation, it is straightforward to show that the
Lagrangian density of Eq. (5.1) yields the Hamiltonian

H0 =
∑
n

∫
d3x

[
iψ†

n(x)ψ̇n(x)− L0(x)
]

=
∑
n

∫
d3x ψ̄n(x)(−iγi∂i +m)ψn(x)

=

∫
d3x Ψ(x)(−iγi∂i +m)Ψ(x) . (5.5)

This formulates the Hamiltonian in terms of the Wigner spinor fields and their conjugate
momenta. Applying the Fourier decomposition of the two spinor fields ψn(x), n = ±1

2 (3.2)
and the ortho-normalization relations of polarizations (3.13)-(3.14), we find that

H0 =

∫
d3p

(2π)3

∑
n,σ

Ep

[
a†n(p, σ)an(p, σ) + ac†n (p, σ)acn(p, σ)

]
, (5.6)

which confirms a correct free Hamiltonian as always. We have omitted an infinite zero-point
energy shift, which is typically irrelevant for physical calculations currently. In principle,
if a given Lagrangian for free particles does not yield a Hamiltonian in terms of ladder
operators (up to a constant term) and does not ensure a bounded from below spectrum, we
would consider it to be the wrong Lagrangian.

5.2 P, C, CP, T, and CPT in the free Wigner theory

In the conventional QFT, the free fermion sector is invariant under P, C, CP, T, and CPT
transformations separately. However, now they may mix different Wigner degeneracies, so
we need to carefully examine how each of these symmetries acts on the Lagrangian of free
Wigner spinor fields of Eqs. (5.1)-(5.2). Applying Eqs. (3.41), (3.42), (3.68), and (4.18)
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with Γ = γµ, we obtain

U(P)
[
ψ̄n(x)γ

µψn(x)
]
U−1(P) =

 + ψ̄nγ
0ψn(Px) ,

− ψ̄nγ
iψn(Px) ,

(5.7)

U(T )
[
ψ̄n(x)γ

µψn(x)
]
U−1(T ) =

 + ψ̄−nγ
0ψ−n(T x) ,

− ψ̄−nγ
iψ−n(T x) ,

(5.8)

U(C )

[∑
n

ψ̄n(x)γ
µψn(x)

]
U−1(C ) = −

∑
n

ψ̄nγ
µψn(x) , (5.9)

Θ

[∑
n

ψ̄n(x)γ
µψn(x)

]
Θ−1 = −

∑
n

ψ̄nγ
µψn(−x) , (5.10)

which lead to the invariance of the kinematic terms (5.1)-(5.2)

U(P)
[
iΨ(x)γµ∂µΨ(x)

]
U−1(P) = iΨγµ∂µΨ(Px) , (5.11)

U(C )
[
iΨ(x)γµ∂µΨ(x)

]
U−1(C ) = −i

(
∂µΨ

)
γµΨ(x) , (5.12)

U(C )U(P)
[
iΨ(x)γµ∂µΨ(x)

]
U−1(P)U−1(C ) = −i

(
∂µΨ

)
γµΨ(Px) , (5.13)

U(T )
[
iΨ(x)γµ∂µΨ(x)

]
U−1(T ) = iΨγµ∂µΨ(T x) , (5.14)

Θ
[
iΨ(x)γµ∂µΨ(x)

]
Θ−1 = −i

(
∂µΨ

)
γµΨ(−x) . (5.15)

The transformations of the scalar terms are given by Eqs. (3.41), (3.42), (3.68), and (4.18)
with Γ = 1:

U(P)
[
ψ̄n(x)ψn(x)

]
U−1(P) = ψ̄nψn(Px) , (5.16)

U(T )
[
ψ̄n(x)ψn(x)

]
U−1(T ) = ψ̄−nψ−n(T x) , (5.17)

U(C )

[∑
n

ψ̄n(x)ψn(x)

]
U−1(C ) =

∑
n

ψ̄nψn(x) , (5.18)

Θ

[∑
n

ψ̄n(x)ψn(x)

]
Θ−1 =

∑
n

ψ̄nψn(−x) , (5.19)

implying the invariance of the mass terms (5.1)-(5.2)

U(P)
[
Ψ(x)Ψ(x)

]
U−1(P) = ΨΨ(Px) , (5.20)

U(C )
[
Ψ(x)Ψ(x)

]
U−1(C ) = ΨΨ(x) , (5.21)

U(C )U(P)
[
Ψ(x)Ψ(x)

]
U−1(P)U−1(C ) = ΨΨ(Px) , (5.22)

U(T )
[
Ψ(x)Ψ(x)

]
U−1(T ) = ΨΨ(T x) , (5.23)

Θ
[
Ψ(x)Ψ(x)

]
Θ−1 = ΨΨ(−x) . (5.24)

Combining the transformations on the kinematic terms (5.11)-(5.15) with the mass terms (5.20)-
(5.24) together, we can have P, C, CP, T, and CPT transformations on the free Lagrangian
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density L0(x) (5.1)-(5.2)

U(P)L0(x)U
−1(P) = L0(Px) , (5.25)

U(C )L0(x)U
−1(C ) = L0(x) , (5.26)

U(C )U(P)L0(x)U
−1(P)U−1(C ) = L0(Px) , (5.27)

U(T )L0(x)U
−1(T ) = L0(T x) , (5.28)

ΘL0(x)Θ
−1 = L0(−x) , (5.29)

where we have omitted a total derivative in the charge-conjugation (5.26) and CPT (5.29)
transformations. We can hence see that the free action, which is the integral of the free
Lagrangian density L0(x), incorporating the two-fold Wigner degeneracy (5.1)-(5.2) over
spacetime, truly remains invariant under P, C, CP, T, and CPT transformations separately.
It is important to emphasize that this invariance holds independently of the concrete matrix
forms for the charge-conjugation (3.61) and CPT (4.7) transformations. Although detailed
analyses are provided in Sections 3.3 and 4, highlighting properties associated with the
exchange of Wigner degeneracy in relation to these specific forms, these invariances still
impose constraints on the interactions involving the Wigner degeneracy, as discussed in
Section 5.3.

The Lagrangian formalism provides a natural framework to represent symmetries in
the theory. Although the free Lagrangian density with the Wigner degeneracy (5.1)-(5.2)
is designed to be invariant under the continuous Lorentz group, the discrete C, P, T, and
realize the correct Hamiltonian, rather than imposing by hand, it is accidentally invariant
under the internal U(2) transformation

U(β) = exp (iβaT
a) , (5.30)

where T a, with a = 0, 1, 2, 3 are the U(2) group generators. ψn(x), n = ±1
2 transform as

[T a, ψn] = −
∑
n′

τann′ψn′ ,
[
T a, ψ†

n

]
= +

∑
n′

τa∗nn′ψ
†
n′ , (5.31)

with τa = σa

2 , a = 0, 1, 2, 3, so that

[T a,L0(x)] = 0 , (5.32)

due to the Hermitianity of τa, leads to the invariance of the free Lagrangian density
L0(x) (5.1)-(5.2) under the internal U(2) transformation manifestly

U(β)L0(x)U
−1(β) = L0(x) . (5.33)

It also implies conserved currents and charges according to the Noether’s theorem. The
Noether’s current corresponding to each generator T a is given by

Jaµ =
∑
n,n′

ψ̄nγ
µτann′ψn′ = ΨγµτaΨ , with ∂µJ

aµ = 0 , (5.34)
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inducing the conserved charge

Qa =

∫
d3x Ja0(x) =

∫
d3x Ψ†(x)τaΨ(x) . (5.35)

Using the canonical anti-commutation relations (5.3)-(5.4), one can straightforward show
that the charges Qa, a = 0, 1, 2, 3 (5.35) satisfy the Lie algebra of U(2) and transform
the fields in the way of Eq. (5.31) if we identify Qa = T a, with a = 0, 1, 2, 3. Thus, Qa,
a = 0, 1, 2, 3 can be treated as a concrete construction of the U(2) generators in terms of
fields. Although the kinematic term is invariant under U(2), the invariance of the mass term
is coincidental. That is, the full U(2) symmetry is preserved only when ψ+ 1

2
(x) and ψ− 1

2
(x)

have the degenerate mass. The symmetry is explicitly broken to U(1) × U(1) if there are
two distinct masses. It is intriguing that explicit internal U(2) symmetry breaking implies
breaking of either the CP or the CPT symmetry. This result can be directly generalized to
the n-fold Wigner degeneracy.

5.3 Interactions with the Wigner degeneracy

Let H(x) be the interacting density for conventional QFT without Wigner degeneracy. By
choosing the appropriate intrinsic discrete symmetry phases, the CPT transformation for
HI(x) can always satisfy [3]

ΘHI(x)Θ
−1 = HI(−x) . (5.36)

Therefore, the interaction V ≡
∫
d3x HI(0,x) commutes with Θ and CPT is conserved.

The interaction terms for the Wigner spinor fields can be constructed using the bilinear
forms studied in the previous section. They can be classified into two categories: those that
satisfy Eq. (5.36) and those that do not. It might appear counter-intuitive that interaction
terms could break Eq. (5.36). To illustrate our point, we focus on two typical interacting
models in the subsequent discussions.

Yukawa interaction. Let χm(x), ψn(x), with m,n = ±1
2 , be two two-fold Wigner spinor

fields and ϕ(x) be a complex scalar field. Here, we denote the corresponding left- and right-
handed chiral fields as χmL,R(x), ψnL,R(x) respectively, defined by the chiral projection
operators

PL,R ≡ 1∓ γ5

2
, (5.37)

and

χmL,R ≡ PL,R χm , χ̄mL,R ≡
(
χmL,R

)†
γ0 , (5.38)

ψnL,R ≡ PL,R ψn , ψ̄nL,R ≡
(
ψnL,R

)†
γ0 . (5.39)

The generic Yukawa interaction takes an explicit chiral form

HY uk(x; y
R, yL) =

∑
m,n

[
yRmn χ̄mL(x)ϕ(x)ψnR(x) + yLmn χ̄mR(x)ϕ(x)ψnL(x)

]
+ h.c. , (5.40)
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where yRmn, y
L
mn are the chiral Yukawa coupling constants that may be complex. In terms

of χm(x) and ψn(x), we can rewrite the Yukawa interaction of Eq. (5.40) compactly as

HY uk(x;Y ) =
∑
m,n

χ̄m(x)Ymnϕ(x)ψn(x) + h.c. , (5.41)

with the Yukawa coupling matrix

Ymn ≡ yLmnPL + yRmnPR =

[
yLmn12×2 0

0 yRmn12×2

]
. (5.42)

Using Eq. (4.15) with Γ = Ymn, r = 4, the CPT transformation for HY uk(x;Y ) is

ΘHY uk(x;Y )Θ−1 = HY uk(−x;Y ′) , (5.43)

where
Y ′
m′n′ ≡

∑
m,n

Ξ̃∗
m′mΞn′nYmn , (5.44)

and we conventionally set Θϕ(x)Θ−1 = ϕ†(−x). Unlike H(x) in conventional QFTs, the
right-hand side of Eq. (5.43) is in general not equal to HY uk(−x;Y ). As a result, the
Yukawa interaction VYukawa(Y ) =

∫
d3x HY uk(0,x;Y ) does not commute with Θ and thus

breaks the CPT symmetry.
In general, Y ′ ̸= Y and the CPT symmetry is violated due to the mixing of Wigner

degeneracies through Ξ̃,Ξ. This explicit CPT symmetry breaking is forbidden in the con-
ventional QFT. However, the CPT symmetry of the Yukawa interactions (5.40)-(5.41) can
be occasionally restored if 18

[Y,ΞT ] = 0 , Ξ̃ = Ξ . (5.45)

Since Ξ is an arbitrary constant U(2) matrix as factorized explicitly in Eq. (4.7), one trivial
solution which preserves the CPT symmetry is Ξ̃ = Ξ = 1, which implies no Wigner
mixing under the CPT transformation. In contrast, degenerating the Yukawa coupling
matrix Y (5.42) to a non-chiral Yukawa coupling constant Ynm = yδnm, y ∈ C also satisfies
the commuting condition (5.45). Alternatively, nontrivial solutions to Eq. (5.45) might be
Y = yΞT or yΞ∗, y ∈ C, which are derived by the unitarity of Ξ (4.7) and generally induce
the Yukawa interaction to exchange the Wigner degeneracy.

Gauge interactions. As demonstrated in the previous section, the free Lagrangian density
of the two-fold Wigner spinor fields (5.1)-(5.2) exhibits a non-chiral global U(2) symmetry.
In order to gauge the U(2) symmetry, which can be decomposed as U(2) = U(1)× SU(2),
one need to introduce a gauge field Aµ(x) for the U(1) sector and three other gauge fields
W a

µ (x), a = 1, 2, 3 for the SU(2) sector. These gauge fields couple to the Wigner spinor
fields through minimal coupling, leading to fermion-gauge interaction terms

Hgauge(x) = HA(x) +HYM (x) , (5.46)

18Matrix product is calculated with respect to the Wigner index, i.e.
∑
m′

Ymm′ΞTm′n =
∑
m′

ΞTmm′Ym′n.
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and

HA(x) = gJµ
A(x)Aµ(x) , (5.47)

HYM (x) = g′
∑
a

Jaµ
W (x)W a

µ (x) , (5.48)

with the gauge couplings g, g′ ∈ R and the associated currents

Jµ
A(x) = Ψ(x)γµτ0Ψ(x) =

1

2

∑
n

ψ̄n(x)γ
µψn(x) , (5.49)

Jaµ
W (x) = Ψ(x)γµτaΨ(x) =

∑
n,n′

ψ̄n(x)γ
µτann′ψn′(x) , (5.50)

where τ0 = 1
2 is the generator of U(1), and τa = σa

2 , a = 1, 2, 3 are the three generators of
SU(2). It is obvious that Aµ and W 3

µ couple to the Wigner neutral currents, preserving the
Wigner degeneracy. In contrast, the gauge interactions mediated by W 1,2

µ induce transitions
between different Wigner degenerate states. To gain further insight, we can reformulate the
fermion-gauge interaction terms by rotating the field basis[

Aµ

Bµ

]
≡

[
cos θW sin θW
− sin θW cos θW

][
Aµ

W 3
µ

]
, (5.51)

W+
µ ≡

W 1
µ − iW 2

µ√
2

, W−
µ ≡

W 1
µ + iW 2

µ√
2

, (5.52)

with

sin θW =
g

gW
, cos θW =

g′

gW
, gW ≡

√
g2 + g′2 . (5.53)

The fermion-gauge interaction Hgauge (5.46)-(5.48) can then be decomposed as

Hgauge = HA +HB +HW , (5.54)

where

HA =
gg′

gW
Jµ
AAµ , Jµ

A = ψ̄+ 1
2
γµψ+ 1

2
, (5.55)

HB =
gW
2
Jµ
BBµ , Jµ

B =
(
1− 2 sin2 θW

)
Jµ
A − ψ̄− 1

2
γµψ− 1

2
, (5.56)

HW =
g′√
2

(
Jµ†
WW+

µ + Jµ
WW−

µ

)
, Jµ

W = ψ̄− 1
2
γµψ+ 1

2
. (5.57)

The W± terms (5.57) correspond to the Wigner charged current interactions, responsible
for raising and lowering the Wigner indices. Meanwhile, Aµ and Bµ couple to the Wigner
neutral currents without affecting the Wigner degeneracy. Notice that Aµ (5.55) interacts
exclusively with the n = +1

2 Wigner currents. If |g| = |g′| is satisfied in Eq. (5.53), then Bµ

will only couple to the n = −1
2 Wigner currents, ensuring that the Wigner neutral currents

for n = ±1
2 decouple to each other.
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Let us first consider the CPT symmetry on the U(1) gauge interaction terms (5.47). A
straightforward calculation, using Eq. (4.18) with Γ = γµ, r = 1, or alternatively Eq. (5.10),
yields the transformation

ΘHA(x)Θ
−1 = HA(−x) , (5.58)

where ΘAµ(x)Θ
−1 = −Aµ(−x) is imposed as in the conventional QFT. This result directly

implies that the U(1) gauge interaction VA =
∫
d3x HA(0,x) commutes with Θ and thus

preserves CPT symmetry. However, taking into account of the non-Abelian SU(2) gauge
interactions (5.48) will disrupt the CPT symmetry. This violation becomes obvious in the
basis presented in Eqs. (5.55)-(5.57). In particular, HA (5.55) explicitly breaks the CPT
symmetry, as it involves exchanges between different Wigner degeneracies. This symmetry
breaking persists unless additional constraints enforcing Wigner symmetry between the two
Wigner neutral gauge fields Aµ(x) and Bµ(x) are introduced. To be more precise, let us
identify the gauge couplings

g = g′ , sin θW = cos θW =

√
2

2
, (5.59)

so that the fermion-gauge interactions of Eqs. (5.54)-(5.57) can be further simplified to

HA =
g√
2
Jµ
AAµ , Jµ

A = ψ̄+ 1
2
γµψ+ 1

2
, (5.60)

HB =
g√
2
Jµ
BBµ , Jµ

B = −ψ̄− 1
2
γµψ− 1

2
, (5.61)

HW =
g√
2

(
Jµ†
WW+

µ + Jµ
WW−

µ

)
, Jµ

W = ψ̄− 1
2
γµψ+ 1

2
. (5.62)

We consider a CPT transformation that mixes the Wigner degeneracy, which corre-
sponds to a block-diagonal matrix Ξ as shown in Eq. (4.45). By selecting appropriate
phases φ = 0, Ξ can be chosen as

Ξ =

[
0 1

1 0

]
, (5.63)

which would directly exchange the Wigner degeneracy without introducing additional phases.
This leads to the following transformations on the Wigner neutral currents in Eqs. (5.60)-
(5.61)

ΘJµ
A(x)Θ

−1 = Jµ
B(−x) , ΘJµ

B(x)Θ
−1 = Jµ

A(−x) , (5.64)

and for the W± currents (5.62)

ΘJµ
W(x)Θ−1 = −Jµ

W(−x) , ΘJµ†
W (x)Θ−1 = −Jµ†

W (−x) . (5.65)

Imposing the CPT transformation on the Wigner charged gauge fields W±
µ (x) as

ΘW±
µ (x)Θ−1 = −W±

µ (−x) , (5.66)

– 30 –



one can show that the CPT symmetry is valid for the W± terms (5.62),

ΘHW(x)Θ−1 = HW(−x) , (5.67)

where Eq. (5.65) has been inserted. The CPT transformation on the gauge fields W 1,2
µ (x)

can be derived by combing Eqs. (5.52) and (5.66) together, yielding:

Θ

[
W 1

µ(x)

W 2
µ(x)

]
Θ−1 =

[
−W 1

µ(−x)
W 2

µ(−x)

]
. (5.68)

On the other hand, the CPT symmetry in the Wigner neutral part of the fermion-gauge
interactions HA +HB (5.60)-(5.61) can be dramatically preserved by imposing the Wigner
symmetry between the Wigner neutral gauge fields Aµ(x) and Bµ(x)

Θ

[
Aµ(x)

Bµ(x)

]
Θ−1 =

[
Bµ(−x)
Aµ(−x)

]
. (5.69)

which implies the CPT transformation on the gauge fields Aµ(x) and W 3
µ(x)

Θ

[
Aµ(x)

W 3
µ(x)

]
Θ−1 =

[
−Aµ(−x)
W 3

µ(−x)

]
, (5.70)

where Aµ(x) transforms in the same way as for the U(1) gauge in Eq. (5.58). Combing this
with the CPT transformation on the neutral currents in Eq. (5.64) together, we find

Θ [HA(x) +HB(x)] Θ
−1 = HA(−x) +HB(−x) . (5.71)

Finally, although the product CPT is generally not conserved in the gauge sector in the
presence of the Wigner degeneracy, putting Eqs. (5.67) and (5.71) together gives

ΘHgauge(x)Θ
−1 = Hgauge(−x) , (5.72)

which demonstrates that the U(2) gauge interaction Vgauge =
∫
d3x Hgauge(0,x) commutes

with Θ and thus preserves the CPT symmetry in a proper configuration (5.63) where gauge
couplings are uniform (5.59) and the appropriate Wigner symmetries are applied to the
gauge fields (5.66), (5.68), (5.69), and (5.70).

6 Summary and conclusions

As a natural extension of conventional QFT for the SM particles, we have established
the theoretical foundation for a QFT with Wigner degeneracy, which may offer a viable
framework for describing DM. In this framework, Wigner fields and their corresponding
particle states furnish unitary irreducible representations of the extended Poincaré group.
This suggests that DM candidates could be described by these representations.

In particular, we introduced massive fermionic states with two-fold Wigner degeneracy.
We demonstrated that discrete transformations can map a one-particle state with Wigner
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degeneracy to a linear combination of Wigner multiplets, illustrating the intrinsic mixing
of Wigner degeneracy. To explore this mixing explicitly, we studied a simple yet nontrivial
representation where the spatial reflection matrix is diagonal, the time-reversal transforma-
tion is block-diagonal, and the charge conjugation matrix is a general unitary transforma-
tion. We highlighted two possible approaches to formulating a QFT for Wigner-degenerate
fermions: the doublet formalism or a linear summation. In this work, we focused on the
doublet framework, where each doublet consists of two Dirac spinor fields corresponding to
distinct Wigner degeneracies. This formulation ensures that the Wigner spinor fields and
their Dirac dual fields manifestly respect causality and Lorentz covariance.

Although Wigner spinor fields have nontrivial CPT transformations, we have demon-
strated that the free Lagrangian density remains CPT symmetric. Furthermore, we iden-
tified an accidental global U(2) symmetry induced by the discrete CPT transformation.
Upon gauging this symmetry, the Wigner spinor fields naturally couple to U(2) gauge vec-
tor fields. However, interactions introduce a novel aspect: CPT symmetry can be explicitly
broken, unlike in conventional QFT. This CPT violation does not originate from Lorentz
symmetry breaking but rather from the intrinsic structure of the interactions, which mix
the Wigner degenerate states. We analyzed CPT violation and conservation conditions
in two fundamental types of fermion interactions: Yukawa interactions and fermion-gauge
interactions. We found that generic Yukawa and gauge interactions violate CPT unless
specific configurations are imposed. In the case of Yukawa interactions, the CPT conser-
vation requires the Yukawa coupling matrix to align with the CPT transformation matrix,
allowing the exchange of Wigner degeneracies via additional scalar fields. For fermion-
gauge interactions, the situation is even more dramatic. In general, there are two types of
gauge vector fields: Wigner-neutral fields, which preserve Wigner degeneracy, and Wigner-
charged fields, which mediate transitions between Wigner degenerate states. Rather than
merely adjusting coupling constants, gauge fields themselves must be Wigner-symmetric.
By gauging the global U(2) symmetry, we found that gauge fields must transform nontriv-
ially and mix under the CPT transformation rather than remain self-invariant uniformly,
as in conventional QFT.

There remain several important directions for future research. From a phenomenologi-
cal perspective, this framework provides new avenues for exploring physics beyond the SM
using the doublet formalism. The Yukawa and gauge interactions discussed in Section 5.3
provide a foundation for further investigations, particularly regarding the implications of
CPT violation. From a theoretical standpoint, an alternative approach to organize Wigner
spinor fields involves constructing a QFT based on their superposition, i.e., a linear sum-
mation. While previous literature [9, 45] has demonstrated the self-consistency of such
a framework using mass-dimension-one fields with Klein-Gordon kinematics, a systematic
construction remains an open challenge. Addressing this issue will be a key objective in our
future work.
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Appendix

A Notations & conventions

Throughout the paper, we use the conventions of Ref. [46]. The 4D Minkowski metric is,

ηµν = diag(+1,−1,−1,−1) , (A.1)

where µ, ν = 0, 1, 2, 3.
The 4× 4 Dirac matrices are taken in the Weyl representation,

γµ =

[
0 σµ

σ̄µ 0

]
with

{
σµ =

(
12×2, σ

i
)
,

σ̄µ =
(
12×2,−σi

)
,

(A.2)

where µ = 0, 1, 2, 3 and σi (i = 1, 2, 3) are the three Pauli matrices:

σ1 =

[
0 1

1 0

]
, σ2 =

[
0 −i
i 0

]
, σ3 =

[
1 0

0 −1

]
. (A.3)

One has also the chiral operator,

γ5 = iγ0γ1γ2γ3 =

[
−12×2 0

0 12×2

]
. (A.4)

B Block-diagonalization of D(T )

In [3, app. 2C], by exploiting the fact that U(T ) is antilinear and antiunitary, Weinberg
was able to choose an appropriate basis where D(T ) takes the form

D(T ) = V ⊕W (B.1)

where

V = diag(eiθ1 , eiθ2 , · · · ) , θi ∈ R (B.2)

W =W1 ⊕W2 ⊕ · · · , Wi =

[
0 eiϕi/2

e−iϕi/2 0

]
, ϕi ∈ R. (B.3)

Since Weinberg’s proof is for an arbitrary number of degeneracies, it is difficult to follow.
For this reason, it is instructive to review the proof where D(T ) is a 2× 2 unitary matrix.
Consider the state |p, σ, n⟩′ whose time-reversal transformation is

U(T )|p, σ, n⟩′ = (−1)1/2−σ
∑
m

D′
mn(T )| − p,−σ,m⟩′ . (B.4)
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Let |p, σ, n⟩′ be related to |p, σ, n⟩ via a unitary transformation

|p, σ, n⟩ =
∑
m

Umn|p, σ,m⟩′ . (B.5)

Since U(T ) is antilinear and antiunitary, the time-reversal matrix D(T ) for |p, σ, n⟩ is
related to D′(T ) via

D(T ) = U −1D′(T )U ∗ . (B.6)

This transformation is not unitary so D(T ) cannot be diagonalized using Eq. (B.6). How-
ever, the basis transformation for D(T )D∗(T ) is unitary

D(T )D∗(T ) = U −1D(T )D∗(T )U , (B.7)

so it can be diagonalized

D(T )D∗(T ) = d =

[
eiϕ/2 0

0 eiϕ
′/2

]
, ϕ, ϕ′ ∈ R . (B.8)

Take the complex conjugate of Eq. (B.8), we find D∗(T )D(T ) = d−1 and

D(T ) =

[
eiϕ 0

0 eiϕ
′

]
DT(T ) . (B.9)

We can classify the solutions by setting the two phases equal to or not equal to one.
When eiϕ = eiϕ

′
= 1, D(T ) is symmetric and unitary so it can be written as the exponential

of a skew-symmetric matrix which can be diagonalized. Therefore, D(T ) can be made to
take the form

D(T ) =

[
eiθ1 0

0 eiθ2

]
, θi ∈ R . (B.10)

The case for eiϕ = 1, eiϕ′ ̸= 1 leads to a non invertible D(T ) so it is not an admissible
solution. Finally, for eϕ ̸= 1, eiϕ′ ̸= 1, let us take

D(T ) =

[
α β

γ δ

]
, (B.11)

and substitute it into Eq. (B.9). In this case, the diagonal entries of D(T ) vanish and
γ = eiϕβ, eiϕ = e−iϕ′ , so we have

D(T ) =

[
0 β

e−iϕβ 0

]
. (B.12)

By performing another basis transformation, we can make the upper right and lower left
entries of D(T ) to be complex conjugate of each other. This is equivalent to β = eiϕ/2 so
we obtain

D(T ) =

[
0 eiϕ/2

e−iϕ/2 0

]
, ϕ ∈ R . (B.13)
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