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We obtain a Lorentz covariant wave equation whose complex wave function transforms under a Lorentz boost according to the
following rule, ¥ (x) — /()W (x). We show that the spacetime-dependent phase f (x) is the most natural relativistic extension
of the phase associated with the transformation rule for the nonrelativistic Schrodinger wave function when it is subjected to a
Galilean transformation. We then generalize the previous analysis by postulating that ¥(x) transforms according to the above
rule under proper Lorentz transformations (boosts or spatial rotations). This is the most general transformation rule
compatible with a Lorentz invariant physical theory whose observables are bilinear functions of the field ¥(x). We use the
previous wave equations to describe several physical systems. In particular, we solve the bound state and scattering problems of
two particles which interact both electromagnetically and gravitationally (static electromagnetic and gravitational fields). The
former interaction is modeled via the minimal coupling prescription while the latter enters via an external potential. We also
formulate logically consistent classical and quantum field theories associated with these Lorentz covariant wave equations. We
show that it is possible to make those theories equivalent to the Klein-Gordon theory whenever we have self-interacting terms
that do not break their Lorentz invariance or if we introduce electromagnetic interactions via the minimal coupling
prescription. For interactions that break Lorentz invariance, we show that the present theories imply that particles and
antiparticles behave differently at decaying processes, with the latter being more unstable. This suggests a possible connection

between Lorentz invariance-breaking interactions and the matter-antimatter asymmetry problem.

1. Introduction

A complex scalar field @(x) is usually defined as a function
of the spacetime coordinates x = (ct, r) such that it remains
invariant under a symmetry operation, i.e., ®(x) =®'(x'),
where @' (x") is the field after we apply the symmetry oper-
ation. In its more general standard definition, one may also
multiply the transformed field by a constant complex num-
ber of modulus one [1-5]. A paradigmatic example of a
physical system described by a complex scalar field is a
charged Klein-Gordon particle, which transforms according
to the above rule under proper Lorentz transformations
(boosts or space rotations).

And what about the nonrelativistic wave function, which
is a solution to the Schrodinger equation [6]? Is it a complex
scalar field in the above sense? Strictly speaking, it is not.
This comes about because under a Galilean transformation,

it changes according to the following prescription [1], ¥(x)
= elMO )P’ (x"), where the phase 6(x') is not a constant,
being a function of the spacetime coordinates. We require
¥(x) to transform in this way in order to have the Schrédin-
ger equation invariant under a Galilean transformation [1].

The Schrodinger field ¥(x) illustrates that it is perfectly
possible to build a logically consistent field theory assuming
a more general transformation law for a complex scalar field
under a symmetry operation, where the phase 0 depends on
the spacetime coordinates. The extension of the latter obser-
vation to the relativistic domain is the leitmotif of the pres-
ent work. We want to determine the wave equation whose
wave function transforms similarly to Schrédinger’s wave
function and which is invariant (Lorentz covariant) under
proper Lorentz transformations.

We can also understand the main idea of this work, as
described above, as the search for the answer to the
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following simple question: What is the Lorentz covariant
wave equation associated with a complex scalar field ¥ (x)
whose bilinear ¥ (x)¥* (x) = |¥(x)|*, rather than ¥ (x) itself,
is assumed to be a Lorentz invariant (scalar)? Note that here
we are demanding not ¥(x) but rather ¥ (x)¥*(x) to be a
Lorentz scalar. The above question can be rephrased as fol-
lows: What is the Lorentz covariant wave equation associ-
ated with a complex scalar field ¥(x) that changes after a
Lorentz transformation according to the following rule: ¥'(
x) — elMfX)W(x)? Here, f(x) is an arbitrary real
spacetime-dependent phase that is chosen to guarantee the
Lorentz covariance of the wave equation.

The motivation underlying the above question is related
to the fact that almost all observables in quantum field the-
ory are bilinear functions of the fields. Thus, a scalar quan-
tum field theory built from the start by assuming that the
bilinear functions rather than the fields themselves are
invariant should, in principle, be consistent with all known
experimental facts.

The first step towards answering the above questions is a
critical examination of the physical meaning of the nonrela-
tivistic phase 6(x) above, which allows us to naturally infer
its relativistic extension. With the relativistic transformation
rule for ¥(x) at hand, we can search for the wave equation
whose wave function transforms according to it and which
is covariant under a Lorentz boost. By adding a few extra
assumptions, such that we should recover the Schrodinger
wave equation at the nonrelativistic limit, we show that the
relativistic wave equation we obtain is unique. We also show
its connection to the Klein-Gordon equation, and we apply it
to the description of a variety of physical problems at the
first quantization level.

We then move to the construction of the classical and
quantum field theories related to this relativistic wave equa-
tion. As we show in the following pages, it is possible to
build consistent relativistic classical and quantum field theo-
ries if we employ the more general definition of a complex
scalar field as outlined above. We also determine the scenar-
ios under which the complex scalar field theories here pre-
sented are equivalent to the Klein-Gordon theory. For
Lorentz invariant self-interactions and for electromagnetic
interactions, the predictions of the present theory and those
derived from the Klein-Gordon theory are the same.

A few surprises appeared during our journey to the clas-
sical and, in particular, to the quantum field theories here
presented. First, as a logical consequence of those theories,
we noticed that we can ascribe “negative” masses to antipar-
ticles, while still keeping their energies positive. We then
proved that this intriguing result, naturally emerging from
the present theory, does not lead to any conflict with
present-day experimental facts. We also observed that parti-
cles and antiparticles with the same wave number no longer
had the same energies and that we could make them have
different momenta as well by properly tuning the free
parameters of the field theories here developed. Despite all
these peculiarities, and as we already noted above, at the
level of electromagnetic interactions, the present theories
were shown to be equivalent to the Klein-Gordon one.
Moreover, we showed that the “negative” masses for antipar-
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ticles lead to interesting experimental predictions if we add
Lorentz invariance-breaking interactions to the theory. In
this scenario, particles and antiparticles do not behave sym-
metrically and the process of baryogenesis emerges naturally
(antiparticles are more unstable). This surprising and inter-
esting result could not have been anticipated without fully
developing the quantum field theory associated with the
Lorentz covariant Schrodinger equation given in the first
part of this work. We also noted that for gravitational inter-
actions, the present theory can be tuned such that particles
and antiparticles either attract or repel each other.

A few other subjects are addressed in this work, all con-
nected in one way or another to the wave equations here
derived. These results, together with the major ones high-
lighted above, are for ease of access systematically put
together below before we start the more technical part of this
work.

2. Outline of This Work

This work can be divided into three main parts. The first
one, comprising Sections 3 to 5, develops the main idea of
this manuscript in the framework of first quantization. Being
more specific, the following results are achieved in the first
part:

(1) In Section 3, we derive a wave equation, which we
dub Lorentz covariant Schrodinger equation, that is
covariant under proper Lorentz transformations
and whose wave function transforms under a
Lorentz boost according to equation (18),

P(r, t) — eTMOEp (r 1), (1)

This is the relativistic extension of the transformation
law (10) associated with the nonrelativistic Schrédinger
equation

(2) In Section 4, we obtain by elementary methods the
four-current density associated with the Lorentz
covariant Schrodinger equation. We also show how
to write it in a manifestly covariant way, and we
show its relation to the Klein-Gordon equation

(3) In Section 5, we apply the Lorentz covariant Schro-
dinger equation to describe a multitude of physical
systems. Possible applications to condensed matter
systems are also briefly discussed. The main points
of this section are as follows: (a) we investigate the
free particle solutions (external potential V =0) of
the Lorentz covariant Schrédinger equation, which
already hint towards the possibility of the existence
of antiparticles possessing negative masses and posi-
tive energies; (b) we then study the case of a nonnull
constant potential (V # 0), where the dependence of
the particle’s mass on its value is highlighted; (c) for
a constant potential, we also show that the Lorentz
covariant Schrodinger equation can be seen as
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formally equivalent to the complex variable extension
of the telegraph equation. This implies that for certain
values of V, we can have a distortionless and disper-
sionless wave packet evolution; (d) the bound state
problem associated with a Coulomb-like potential V'
is presented and solved; (e) we apply the minimal cou-
pling prescription to the Lorentz covariant Schrodinger
equation in order to include electromagnetic interac-
tions in a gauge invariant way. Of particular interest is
the exact solution to the bound state problem where
we have the simultaneous action of static electromag-
netic and gravitational fields between two particles.
The electromagnetic interaction is modeled via the
minimal coupling prescription while the gravitational
interaction enters via the external potential V; and (f)
we also perturbatively study the scattering between
two scalar particles of different masses and charges
when both the electromagnetic and gravitational inter-
actions are simultaneously taken into account

The second part of this work, contained in Sections 6
and 7 and in Appendixes A and B, develops the classical
and quantum field theories associated with the Lorentz
covariant Schrodinger equation. Specifically,

(1) in Section 6, we present the Lagrangian formulation
of the Lorentz covariant Schrodinger equation and
we also investigate the continuous and discrete sym-
metries related to it. Of particular notice is the need
to modify the charge conjugation operation such
that the mass changes its sign when we implement
this symmetry operation. Only in this way can we
properly exchange the roles of particles with antipar-
ticles and, at the same time, guarantee the validity of
the CPT theorem

@

~

in Section 7, we formulate the quantum field theory
associated with the Lorentz covariant Schrédinger
Lagrangian. We show that it is possible to build a
canonically second quantized theory out of the
Lorentz covariant Schrodinger fields that is logically
consistent. In the framework of second quantization,
the necessity to identify particles and antiparticles
with masses having different signs is further clarified.
It is shown that particles and antiparticles have dif-
ferent but positive-definite expressions describing
their relativistic energies. We then prove the equiva-
lence between the Lorentz covariant Schrodinger
theory and the Klein-Gordon theory when we add
relativistic invariant self-interacting terms to the
Lagrangian density. We also show the equivalence
between both theories when electromagnetic interac-
tions are present. The details of those proofs are
given in Appendix B. However, if we include interac-
tions that do not respect Lorentz invariance, we
prove by giving explicit examples that both theories
lead to different predictions. We discuss a possible
connection between those Lorentz invariance-
breaking interactions and the asymmetry of matter
and antimatter seen in the present-day universe

(3) in Appendix A, we explore the main features associ-
ated with a noncanonical quantization of the Lorentz
covariant Schrédinger fields, whose origin is traced
back to requiring the relativistic energies associated
with particles and antiparticles to be the same. This
leads to the violation of the microcausality condition
and, interestingly, to the emergence of an instanta-
neous gravitational-like interaction between the sca-
lar particles of the theory. We also speculate about
the possibility of arriving at a consistent quantum
field theory of gravitation if we work with quantum
field theories whose main assumption is the exis-
tence of particles and antiparticles having both posi-
tive energies but positive and negative masses

In Section 8, the third and last part of this work, we gen-
eralize the Lorentz covariant Schrodinger equation, present-
ing a new Lorentz covariant wave equation where the four
spacetime coordinates and its derivatives appear on an equal
footing. For the free particle case, we have

0,0"¥ ~2ix"d,¥ =0. 2)

Note that x* is not a four-vector (the four constants
k%, k', k% > are invariants under proper Lorentz transfor-
mations, being the equivalent in the present theory of
the mass “m” in the Klein-Gordon theory. In other words,
it is a postulate of the present theory that x°, x!, x%, ¥ are
invariants under proper Lorentz transformations); it is a
shorthand notation for the four constants «°,---,x°>. The
above equation is Lorentz covariant if we use the more
general transformation law for ¥ as given below. This
should be contrasted with the original Lorentz covariant
Schrodinger equation developed in the first part of this
work,

2mc

where we have a first-order time derivative of the wave
function and no first-order space derivatives. To arrive at
the generalized Lorentz covariant Schrodinger equation,
we assume that under a proper Lorentz transformation
(boosts or spatial rotations), the wave function changes
according to the following prescription:

¥(r, t) — eIy (g, 1), (4)

with f(r,t) being uniquely determined by the requirement
of the covariance of the wave equation under spatial rota-
tions and boosts. In other words, in addition to assuming
that f(r,t)#0 for Lorentz boosts, as we did in the first
part of this manuscript, we now assume that f(r,t)#0
for spatial rotations as well.

We also show in Section 8 the conditions under which
the generalized Lorentz covariant Schrodinger Lagrangian
leads to the same predictions of the Klein-Gordon theory.
It turns out that for Lorentz invariant self-interactions and
electromagnetic interactions, we can make the two theories



agree by properly adjusting the values of the constant coeffi-
cients (k) appearing in the generalized Lagrangian density.
Interestingly and contrary to the original Lorentz covariant
Schrodinger Lagrangian, there still remains a free parameter
at our disposal after enforcing the equivalence of the gener-
alized theory and the Klein-Gordon one. Finally, we show
that the inclusion of interaction terms in the Lagrangian that
are not Lorentz invariant destroys the equivalence between
both theories.

3. Galilean Invariance and Lorentz Covariance

Our main goal in this section is to derive a wave equation
that is Lorentz covariant if its solution, the wave function,
transforms similarly to the way the solution to the nonrela-
tivistic Schrodinger equation transforms under a Galilean
boost. To achieve that, we first review how and why the solu-
tion to the Schrodinger equation transforms according to
equation (10). We then propose a natural relativistic gener-
alization of this transformation rule and derive the most
general linear wave equation that is covariant under proper
Lorentz transformations if its wave function transforms
according to the relativistic extension of equation (10).

3.1. Galilean Invariance of the Schrodinger Equation. First
off, we need to clearly explain what one usually means by
stating that the Schrédinger equation is invariant under a
Galilean transformation [1].

Let Sand S’ be two inertial reference frames whose Car-
tesian coordinate systems are connected by the following
Galilean boost:

r=r +vt, (5)

t=t'. (6)

Here, r=(x,y,2) and r' = (x',y’,z') are the Cartesian
coordinates of systems S and S', respectively, while ¢ and
t' are the respective time coordinates measured in those
inertial frames. The constant vector v gives the relative
velocity of S' with respect to S.

In reference frame S, the Schrodinger wave equation for
a particle of mass m subjected to the potential V(r, t) is

0¥(rt) K,
— = —%V Y(r,t)+ V(r, t)¥(rt), (7)

ih
where ¥(r,t) is the particle wave function and V? = (9°/0
x%) + (9%/0y?) + (0*/02?) is the Laplacian written in Carte-
sian coordinates.
Now, using equations (5) and (6) together with the chain
rule, we get

v2=v"?, (8)
o 2
s o Y )
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where the dot means the scalar product and V' is the gradi-
ent operator in system S', namely, V' = (3/0x', 0/dy’, 0/9z")
. Substituting equations (8) and (9) into (7) and assuming
that the wave function in S is connected to the wave function
in 8" according to the following prescription,

lII(l‘, t) — e<i/h)6(r,’t,)l}/, (l‘/, tl>, (10)

we obtain the invariance of the Schrodinger equation,

ihal}ﬂg:’t,) :—%V’Z‘P' (r', t') + V' (r', t')‘P' (r', t'),
(11)

if, and only if,

2
mv
G(r', t’) = Tt’ +mv-r' +cte, (12)

where cte is a real constant that is usually assumed to be zero
and v* =v -v. We also assume that the potential transforms
as V(r,t)=V'(r',t"). The Coulomb potential, for instance,
is the paradigmatic example of a potential that transforms
according to the above prescription under a Galilean boost.

Note that strictly speaking, we can only make the Schro-
dinger equation invariant under a Galilean boost by impos-
ing that the wave function “fails” to be invariant thereunder.
In other words, the prescription ¥(r, t) =¥’ (r', t') connect-
ing the wave functions in coordinate systems S and S’ does
not suffice to make the Schrédinger equation invariant
under a Galilean transformation. Nevertheless, the probabil-
ity density |¥(r, t)|* is invariant under the transformation
given in equation (10) and thus invariant under a Galilean
boost.

We can also understand equation (10) as a way to obtain
the solution to the Schrodinger equation in reference frame
S’ if the solution in S is already known,

y' (r', t') = e‘“’h)@(r,’t,)‘f’(r, t) = e‘“’me(‘,",)‘f’(r' +vt', t') .

(13)

This prescription relating the solution in S’ to the one in
S is crucial for the consistency of the description of the same
physical system in different Galilean inertial frames. The fol-
lowing simple example illustrates this point and further clar-
ifies how to apply equation (13) in order to get ¥'(r',t")
from ¥(r, t).

3.1.1. Example: The Plane Wave. Let us assume that in S, we
have a free particle with momentum p. For simplicity, we set
V(r,t) =0 and assume, without loss of generality, that we
are dealing with a one-dimensional problem. Up to an over-
all global phase, the solution to the Schrodinger equation (7)
describing such a particle is the plane wave
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V(x,t) = eilke-wt) _ (ilh) (px—(p2/2m>t>, (14)

where p*/2m is the particle’s energy.

Let us now solve the same problem in the reference
frame S, which we assume is moving away from S with con-
stant velocity v = (v, 0, 0), with v > 0. This means that S is
moving along the positive direction of the x-axis. In this
frame, the momentum of the particle is no longer p but p
— myv and the solution to the Schrédinger equation (11) is

>

(15)

lI,I (x/’ t/) — ei(k’x’—w’t,) - e(i/h)((p—mv)x’—((p—mv)zﬂm)t,)

where now (p — mv)*/2m is the particle’s energy.

It is not difficult to see that the naive prescription ¥(x,
t) — ¥'(x',t") connecting the wave functions from these
two reference frames will not transform the right-hand side
of equation (14) into the right-hand side of (15). However,
noting that equation (12) for this specific problem is

2
my
G(x',t') = Tt' + mvx’, (16)

where we have set cte =0, we get after equation (13)

p! (x’, t,) _ e_(i/h)e(x’,t’)lp(x) £) = e—(i/h)e(x’,t’),f,(xl +vt, t’)
_ e—(i/h)((mVZIZ)t'-*—mvx’)e(i/h)(p(x'+vt’)—(p2/2m)t’)
_ e(i/h)((p—mv)x'—((p—mv)Z/Zm)t'),

(17)

which is exactly equation (15). This simple example clearly
illustrates why prescription (10) is mandatory to properly
connect the solutions to the Schrodinger equation obtained
in two different inertial reference frames. (We employed
the term invariance to denote that the Schrédinger equation
does not change its form under a Galilean boost because this
is the usual practice in nonrelativistic treatises on quantum
mechanics (see ref. [1], for example.) From now on, we
reserve the term invariant to quantities such as the rest mass
of a particle, the speed of light, the electric charge, or any
scalar quantity that has the same numerical value in any
inertial reference frame. Equations that look the same in all
inertial frames after we apply a given transformation will
now be called covariant.)

3.2. Lorentz Covariant Schrédinger Equation. Looking care-
fully at equation (12), we can understand the terms multi-
plying t' and r’, namely, m1?/2 and mv, as the
contribution to the energy and momentum of the particle
of mass m that is related to the fact that reference frame S’
is moving from S with constant velocity v. For example,
assume the particle is at rest in S’. From the point of view
of §, it is moving away with constant velocity v and thus with
kinetic energy mv?/2 and momentum mv.

The above interpretation is the key that opens the door
to the relativistic version of equations (10) and (12), which
will ultimately allow us to obtain a natural modification to
the Schrédinger equation that makes it Lorentz covariant.

Calling y = 1/+/1 — v2/c2 the Lorentz factor, m the parti-
cle’s rest mass, and ¢ the speed of light in vacuum, the rela-
tivistic kinetic energy and momentum for a particle of mass
m are, respectively, (y — 1)mc* and ymv, where v is the par-
ticle’s velocity. With that in mind, we postulate that under a
Lorentz transformation connecting two different inertial
frames S and S’ with relative velocity v, the wave functions
describing a particle of mass m in S and S' are connected
by the following relation:

‘I/(r, t) — e<i/h)6(r,’t,)‘f// (rl, t,), (18)
with
O(r’, t') =(y-1)mc’t' +ymv-r' +cte. (19)

Note that we can set the real constant cte to zero without
losing in generality. Equation (18) is formally identical to
equation (10) and when ¢— 0o equation (19) tends to
(12) since lim,__, y=1 and lim___ [(y - 1)mc?] = mv?/2.

With the wave function’s transformation law given by
equations (18) and (19), we are naturally led to ask the fol-
lowing question:

What is the form of the wave equation that is covariant
under a Lorentz boost and whose wave function transforms
under such a boost according to equations (18) and (19)?

We can answer that question unambiguously; i.e., we can
get one and only one wave equation, if we add the following
extra very natural assumptions in our search for the Lorentz
covariant Schrédinger equation:

(i) It tends to the nonrelativistic Schrodinger equation
when ¢ — oo

(ii) It is isotropic, namely, covariant under three-
dimensional spatial rotations in the same sense as
the nonrelativistic Schrédinger equation is

(iii) It is a homogeneous linear partial differential equa-
tion of order not greater than two and with constant
coefficients multiplying the derivatives

The first assumption above guarantees that we recover
the nonrelativistic quantum mechanics when the physical
system studied moves with small velocities. The second
assumption assumes that there is no privileged orientation
in space, a symmetry that is also respected by the nonrelativ-
istic Schrodinger equation. The third and last extra assump-
tion keeps the superposition principle valid in the relativistic
domain and restricts our search to the simplest wave equa-
tions, namely, those that are homogeneous and that have
at most second-order derivatives and constant coeflicients
multiplying those derivatives. Note that we allow the coeffi-
cient multiplying the wave function ¥(r,t) to be



nonconstant since we want to recover the term V(r, t)¥(r, ¢)
of the nonrelativistic Schrodinger equation. Using this ter-
minology, the nonrelativistic Schrddinger equation is a
homogeneous linear partial differential equation of order
two (in the spatial variables) with constant coefficients mul-
tiplying the derivatives.

Before we start our search for the Lorentz covariant
Schrédinger equation, we need first to set up some conven-
tions and notation. The contravariant four-vector x* is
defined such that (x°, x!, x%, x*) = (ct, x, y, z). Working with
the metric g,,, = diag {1,-1,-1,-1}, where g,, is a diagonal
4x4 matrix, the covariant four-vector is x,=g,,x"=

(ct,—x,—y,—z). We assume the Einstein summation conven-
tion with Greek indexes running from 0 to 3 and Latin ones
running from 1 to 3. The scalar product between two four-
vectors is defined as x*y,, which makes it invariant under

Lorentz boosts and spatial rotations. We also define the
covariant four-gradient as 0, = (9/0x°, 9/0x", 0/0x, 8/0x°)

and the contravariant four-gradient by 0" = g#¥9,, where
9"’ =g, since we are dealing with Minkowski spacetime.

In the four-vector notation just defined, the most general
homogeneous linear partial differential equation in the vari-
ables x*, of order less or equal to two, and with constant
coeflicients multiplying the derivatives is

a*"9,0,¥(x) + b0, ¥ (x) + f (x)¥(x) = 0. (20)

Here, ¥ (x) =¥(r, t), a*, and b" are constants (relativis-
tic invariants), and f(x) = f(r, t); i.e,, it may depend on time
and on the spatial coordinates. The function f(x) is propor-
tional to the relativistic version of the potential that affects a
particle described by the nonrelativistic Schrodinger equa-
tion. Later, we will fix its value using the first extra assump-
tion above.

By invoking the isotropic condition for the free particle
case, i.e., the wave equation should be covariant under any
spatial orthogonal transformation belonging to the group S
O(3) when f(x) =0, we can show that several of the a*
and b* constants are zero. To see this note that the free par-
ticle Schrodinger equation is covariant under spatial rota-
tions if

Y(r,t) = ey’ (r/, t>, (21)

where « is a constant (usually set to zero) and r’ is con-
nected to r by an orthogonal transformation belonging to
the SO(3) group, namely, r' = Mr, with M € SO(3).

The covariance of the free particle Schrédinger equation
under transformations belonging to the group SO(3) can be
easily proved using equation (21) and by noting that the
Laplacian does not change under such transformations. We
are thus led to assume that the wave functions that are solu-
tions to the Lorentz covariant Schrédinger equation also
obey equation (21) when we spatially rotate the system of
coordinates. This requirement is our second extra assump-
tion pointed out above.
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Let us start analyzing how the term b“9,%(x) of equa-

tion (20) changes under a spatial rotation. Writing this term
explicitly, we have

VO, (r,t) +b'0, (1) + b*0,¥(r,t) + b’0;¥(r,t). (22)

If we rotate the system of coordinates counterclockwise
by 7 radians about the x*-axis, it is not difficult to see that
0 1
b x b

new components of the vector x* becomes x* = (x
x*,x0 )= (x%—x',—x% x*). Applying the chain rule, this

implies that
0y = (040,750,705 ) = (0p—01,—0,, 03). (23)

Substituting equations (21) and (23) into (22) and
neglecting the irrelevant constant phase, we obtain

B0, ¥’ (r', t) —p'a, ¥ (r’, t) ~ b2, (r’, t) + 50, (r’, t>.
(24)

We can only make equations (24) and (22) look the
same, i.e., guarantee covariance under this particular rota-
tion, if b' = —b' and b* = —b*. This implies that b' = b* =0.
A similar analysis, where we fix, for instance, the x'-axis
and rotate the other two spatial axis, leads to b = 0. This
reduces the term given by equation (22) to

b0, (. t). (25)

Turning our attention to the term a¥0,,0, ¥ (x) of equa-

tion (20), we note that the same reasoning that led to &’ =0
leads to a% +a° =0, for j=1,2,3. This must be the case
since the derivatives accompanying the constants a% or a/
are of the form 0,0, and 9;0,, with only one spatial coordi-
nate. Assuming that we can change the order of the deriva-
tives and this can always be done for well-behaved wave
functions ¥ (r, t), we get (a” +a/*)0,0,¥ (r, t) for that piece
of the wave equation where one and only one of the super-
script indexes is zero. Using the same arguments that led to
equation (23), we can always rotate the axis to get 9y = —0;
for a given j. For example, if we rotate the system of coor-
dinates counterclockwise by 7 radians about the x*-axis, we
get that (a°' +4'%)0,0,%(r,t) changes to —(a’ +a'%)d,
0,%'(r',t) (and similarly for j=2). The covariance can
only be guaranteed if a® +a'®=0 and 4% +a*=0. By
rotating the system about the x!-axis by 7 radians, we see
that a® +a* =0 in order to preserve the covariance of
the wave equation under this particular rotation.

To deal with the remaining purely spatial terms a'/ 0,0,
¥(x), we rotate the system of coordinates by 71/2 instead of
7 radians. For instance, if we rotate the system of coordi-
nates counterclockwise by 7/2 radians about the x*-axis,

the components of the vector x* in the rotated frame is

' 1 ’ ’ ’ .
= (10, x w3 ) = (X %% —x, %), And if we now
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apply the chain rule, we get

O, = (9y'> 0,1, 0,15 051) = (0g, 02,=01, 03)- (26)

Substituting equation (26) into
(a" +a*")0,0,%(r, 1) (27)

and using equation (21), we obtain, up to an irrelevant
global phase, equation (27) in the rotated frame,

—(alz+a21)62r81r‘f"(r/,t). (28)

Since the order of the derivatives can be exchanged
freely for physical wave functions, we can only have
covariance under this rotation if a'*+a*' =0. Repeating
the previous analysis where we rotate the system either
about x* or x!' by 71/2 radians, we get that we should have
a® +a*' =0 and a* +a* =0 to keep the rotational covari-
ance of the wave equation (20).

By a similar argument, we can show that a'! = a** = a™®.
For example, the counterclockwise 71/2 rotation about the x*
-axis leads to equation (26). This implies, together with
equation (21), that the quantity

a'0,0,%(r, t) + a**0,0,¥(r, t) (29)

changes to
a''0,0,¥' (r', t) + azzallalw(r’, t) (30)

after this rotation. By demanding the covariance under this

rotation, we get that a'! = a*2. Repeating the previous argu-

ment for a rotation of 7z/2 about the x!-axis gives a** = a**.
Putting all those results together, equation (20) becomes

a%0,0,¥ (x) — a' 0,0/ (x) + b°0, ¥ (x) + f (x)¥ (x) =0,

(31)

—0’. Note that this equation is
covariant under all rotations since the only remaining spatial
derivatives, namely, a 0/ = V2, is the Laplacian, which does
not change its form under rotations.

So far, we have not investigated what restrictions a
Lorentz boost impose on the remaining constants shown
in equation (31). In order to do that, it is convenient to
rewrite equation (31) as follows:

where we have used that 0 ;=

A2 (x) ~ BO,9W (x) + COp¥ (x) + f(x) ¥ (x) =0.  (32)

In this notation, our task is to determine what are the
values and relations among A, B, and C that arise after we
impose the covariance of equation (32) and assume that ¥
(x) transforms according to the prescription (18) under a
Lorentz boost. Note that we are assuming that f(x) is a rel-

ativistic scalar; namely, it transforms to f'(x') under a
Lorentz boost.

Since we already proved the covariance of equation (32)
under three-dimensional spatial rotations, we do not lose in
generality by assuming that the velocity v of the inertial ref-
erence frame S’ with respect to S is directed along the x'
-axis. With such a choice for v, the variables x* are con-

nected to x* by the following Lorentz transformation:
X = y(xol + [lel), (33)

x! =y(x1’ +ﬁx0,), (34)

X =x%, (35)
P =x, (36)
where

v

p=".
) 1 (37)

Y= I —ﬁz.
By applying the chain rule, we get

aO = ’y(aor — ﬁall)’ (38)
al = y(all - ﬁaol), (39)
0,=0,, (40)
83 = 83/. (41)

Inserting equations (38)-(41) into (32), using equations
(18) and (19), and carrying out the derivatives, the wave equa-
tion (32) can be written up to an overall phase as follows:

A’ag,\ff’<x’> +B’af,¥/’(x’) +Ba§,\lf’<x’> +Ba§,‘f/’(x’)

+C'oy ' (x’) +D'9,9, ¥ (x’) +E'9, ¥ (x’)

+F'y’ (x') +f' (x/>‘P' (x') =0,

(42)

where
A'=y*(A+ B’B), (43)
B'=y*(B’A+B), (44)

C'=V{Tc [(1-y)A-ypB] +C}, (45)
D' =-2)’B(A +B), (46)

B =yp{ 0 -pa-yeec), @)



F,=m%c{m?c[(l_y)zmyzﬁz}g]+(1_y)c}. (48)

Equation (42) is what wave equation (32) becomes after a
Lorentz boost for arbitrary values of the constants A, B,
and C. In order to make equations (42) and (32) look the
same, ie., in order to have Lorentz covariance, we must
have D' =0, E' =0, and F' =0. The first condition, D' =
0, implies B=—A, as can be seen by looking at equation
(46). Inserting this last relation into equation (47), we get
that E' = 0 if C = —i2mcA/h. With this value for C and using
that B=—A, we automatically get F' = 0. Also, using that A
=-B, we get C' =C=—i2mcA/h, A' =A, and B' =-A=B.
By gathering all these results together, we can write equation
(42) as follows:

A (x) = Bo, 0 ! (') + Cop ! (x') + £ (x ) ¥ (+') =0,

(49)

which explicitly shows the Lorentz covariance of the wave
equation (32). If we now use that

2
B:—AandC:—i%A, (50)

and that we must have A # 0, we can cast equation (32) as fol-
lows:

9,0"¥(x) - i%ao‘f’(x) + J%‘P(x) =0.  (51)

To fix the value of A, we need the first extra assumption,
namely, we need to impose that equation (32), or equivalently
(51), tends to the nonrelativistic Schrodinger equation when
¢ — 00. This can be accomplished more easily by first rewrit-
ing equation (51) in the nonrelativistic notation. Noting that
the d’Alembertian 9,0 = (1/c?)(0°/0£*) — V2, 9, = (1/c) (/0
t), and ¥ (x) = ¥(r, t), we can rewrite equation (51) as

1 0*¥(r, t)

2mo¥(rt)  f(rt)
¢z ot "W *

V(1 t) -
T A

¥(r,t)=0.
(52)
If we take the nonrelativistic limit of equation (52), assum-

ing that ¥ (r, t) and its first- and second-order derivatives does
not diverge, the limit c — co gives

(Mt E [f(zt)}lp(r, £)=0.

h ot

~V2¥(r,t) -

On the other hand, the nonrelativistic Schrédinger equa-
tion (7) can be put in the following form:

2mo¥(r,t) 2m
i— +

—V2¥(r, t) - -
(r t) h ot h2
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Comparing equations (53) and (54), we see that they are
equal if

lim [f (Z t)] = 2"V, (55)

c—00 h2

Since A does not depend on r and ¢, we can without loss of
generality set

2
lim f(r, t) = h—TV(r, ), (56)
lim A=1, (57)

as the conditions upon f(r,t) and A that allow us to get the
nonrelativistic Schrodinger equation as the exact nonrelativis-
tic limit of the Lorentz covariant Schrodinger equation.

We can go even further and prove that A =1, for what-
ever value of ¢, if we note that equation (57) implies that

A.
A=1+ ) -1, (58)
c

M=z

<.
Il
—_

where N> 1, A; is a constant, and ¢ is a positive power of

the speed of light c. In addition to that, equation (56) implies
that A must be dimensionless, since otherwise (f(r, )/A)¥
(r,t) will have a different dimension when compared to
the other three terms of equation (52). Now, the only dimen-
sional constants appearing so far, and in particular in the
free particle case, are the mass of the particle m, the speed

of light ¢, and Planck’s constant 7. This means that A; = a;

m*i, where a; is a pure number and x;, y; are exponents
to be determined such that A;/c/ becomes dimensionless.

The dimensions of m, ¢, and # are [m]=M, [|=LT",
and [A] = ML*T~", where M means mass, L length, and T
time. Thus, [A;/c/] = a;[m*][1][c7] = ML T, Al
d is dimensionless if x; +y;=0, 2y; - j=0, and —y; + j=0.
The last two equations give j=2y; and j=y;, which is only
possible if j =y, =0. This result when inserted into the first
relation gives x; = 0. We see then that A;/¢’ = a;, a pure num-
ber, and that equation (58) reads

A=1+ ) a;. (59)
But since lim,__, A = 1, we must have
N
Clinoozocj =0. (60)
j=1
This implies that

(61)

M=
1]
o

-
1l
—_
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for any value of ¢ because a; being a pure number, does not
depend on c. Equation (61) together with (59) leads to the
desired result, namely, A =1 for any value of c.

Using that A=1, we can write the Lorentz covariant
Schrodinger equation (52) as

1 0°¥(r, t)

1 .2m oY (r, t)
¢z ot

- VZ‘I’(r, t) - 17 5 +f(r, t)¥(r, t) =0,

(62)

where the nonrelativistic limit of f(r, t) is given by equation
(56). Finally, if we abuse notation and make the convention
that V(r,t) represents both the nonrelativistic potential as
well as its relativistic extension, we can write the Lorentz
covariant Schrodinger equation (52) as follows:

1 0*Y 2mo¥Y 2mV

C_zw—vzav—z7§+7lf/=0, (63)
where we have written ¥ and V instead of ¥(r,t) and
V(r, t) to simplify notation. Equation (63) is the Lorentz
covariant wave equation that we were searching for and
that satisfies all the assumptions laid out in the beginning
of this section. (We should remark that the results here
reported can be readily adapted to two independent real
fields. This is true because we can map a single complex
field to two real and independent scalar fields. See, for
instance, Sections 2.2 and 3.2 of ref. [4] and Section 4.2
of ref. [5].)

Note that all time derivatives above are associated with
the “geometrical time” of the reference frame S, where all
measurements and observables are made and defined for a
given experiment in S. Putting it simply, ¢ is the time an
observer at the inertial frame S records looking at his or
her watch. This should be compared with the following free
particle wave equation, derived in refs. [7-10] using a whole
set of different assumptions than those employed here:

10°% . .2md¥

aor V' (64

h or

In equation (64), 7 is an invariant free parameter usually
associated with the proper time of the system being studied.
As such, it does not change under a Lorentz boost and equa-
tion (64) is Lorentz covariant if its wave function transforms
according to the standard definition of a complex scalar
function, ie, ¥'(r',t')=¥(r,t). In the context of the
Lorentz covariant Schrodinger equation, however, T is no
longer a free parameter and we must set T=¢ in order to
have a consistent Lorentz covariant wave equation whose
wave function transforms according to equation (18) under
a Lorentz boost.

It is important to stress at this point that we have made
no attempt to uniquely determine the relativistic invariant
f(r,t), or equivalently, V(r, t). In this sense, wave equation
(63) is not strictly unique. However, for the free particle case,
this point is not relevant and we do have a unique wave
equation stemming from the three assumptions given at

the beginning of this section. On the other hand, when we
have an external field, we just need equation (56) to be satis-
fied in order to recover the nonrelativistic Schrédinger equa-
tion from the wave equation (62). Equivalently, we must
have V (r, t) tending to the potential energy associated to this
external field when ¢ — oo to recover the nonrelativistic
Schrédinger equation from (63).

Most of the time, in this work, we will be dealing with
the free particle case, in particular when we second quantize
the Lorentz covariant Schrodinger equation, and with the
minimal coupling prescription, when modeling how a
charged particle interacts with electromagnetic fields. There-
fore, in those instances, the issue of the nonuniqueness of the
relativistic invariant f(r, t) is not a problem since we will be
assuming f(r, t) = 0.

On the other hand, we will also solve several bound state
or scattering problems where we will assume that V(r, ) is
given by its nonrelativistic version. For particles with small
velocities, this is a very good approximation. Also, this is
the approach we will follow when dealing with an external
gravitational field. (Although we do not need in this work
the exact relativistic expression for V(r, t), we make the fol-
lowing conjecture aiming at an effective invariant modeling
of it. What we show below is just a sketch and should not
be taken as the final and definitive prescription to the relativ-
istic version of V(r, t). The argument goes as follows. When
we are presented with the nonrelativistic Schrodinger equa-
tion (7), it is implicitly assumed that the external source
associated with the potential energy V is at rest. In this rest
frame, we can define a unitary and dimensionless four-
vector n“=(1,0,0,0) that is proportional to the four-
momentum of the source (the source momentum is zero
since it is at rest). Since V has dimension of energy, we
can also postulate the existence of a four-vector v# such that
in this frame, it is given by v# = (V, 0,0, 0). Now, it is clear
that n“v, =V and it is tempting to replace V' in equation

(63) by n”vﬂ as the relativistic scalar whose nonrelativistic

limit tends to the potential V appearing in the Schrédinger
equation.)

It is worth mentioning that we can also write equation
(63) in two other useful ways, one that shows its resem-
blance to the nonrelativistic Schrodinger equation,

W oY oY W,
BRI §=—%v Y+ VY, (65)

and the other using the four-vector notation,

2mV
hZ

2mc

0,0"F ~i=2 0¥ + — W =0, (66)

Remark 1. If we were dealing strictly with the free particle
case, we would not be able to fix the value of A. In this sce-
nario, f(r, t) =0 and any value of A # 0 would give equation
(63), with V(r, t) =0, from equation (52).

Remark 2. Again, if we restrict ourselves to the free particle
case, the nonrelativistic Schrodinger equation follows
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directly from equation (63) when ¢ — 00. There is no need
to go through the discussion contained between equations
(52) and (63).

Remark 3. We can write equation (63) more compactly if we
= 24

define 0, =0, — (mc/h)5, and 0 = 0" - (rrfc/h)s”, where~8#

=& = (i,1/v/3,1/v/3,1/y/3). Note that 8" is not g0,

With this convention, equation (66) is éﬂéﬂ‘l’+ (2mV k)

¥ =0.

Remark 4. 1t is possible, though, to redefine d, such that
9" = g9, is still valid. This is accomplished if 9, =0, + (i
mc/h){,, with §, = (~1,0,0,0), and if we measure the poten-
tial energy from a different origin, starting from mc?/2
instead of zero. In other words, using d,, and V=V+mc/
2, equation (63) becomes 3#5}4‘1’+ (2mV/h*)¥ =0, where
0" = g"a,.

3.2.1. Example: The Plane Wave. It is instructive at this
point to study the free particle case in the light of equa-
tion (63), the Lorentz covariant Schrodinger equation.

For simplicity, we deal with the one-dimensional case,
assume that in the reference frame S the particle of mass

m has momentum p = (p,0,0), and that S’ moves away
from S with velocity v=(v,0,0), where v>0.
Setting V(x, t) = 0 and writing

‘I’(x, t) — e(i/h)(px—Kt)’ (67)

it is not difficult to see that equation (67) is a solution to
equation (63) if

K =-mc* + \/m2c* + p2c2. (68)

Note that we also have another possible relation between
K and p giving a solution to equation (63), i.e., K =—-mc*
—y/m2c* + p2c2. We will deal with this other possible solu-
tion later, where we will attempt to give a physical interpre-
tation to it that has intriguing consequences.

Looking at equation (68) and remembering that a rela-
tivistic particle satisfies

E* =m*c* + p*c, (69)

E being the total energy of the particle, we immediately see
that K is the particle’s kinetic energy, where we have sub-
tracted from E the particle’s rest energy mc*. We can thus
rewrite equation (67) as

‘I’(x, t) - e(i/h)(mCZterx—Et) ) (70)

Using equations (18) and (19), the wave function in the
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reference frame S’ is, up to a constant phase,
! (X’, t!> _ e—(i/h)[()’*l)mcztrﬂ/mvx’}lP(x’ t)

’
_ e—(i/h)[(y—l)mczt +ymvx }‘P<y<xl i Vl’,>,y<t, + V;) ) X

where we have used equations (33) and (34) to obtain the
last line. Employing equation (70) to evaluate equation
(71), we arrive at

w! (x/) t,) _ e(i/h)[mczt'+y(pl—ﬁpo)x’—cy(po—ﬁpl)t/]) (72)

where p® = E/c and p' = p are the first two components of the
four-momentum p# = (p°, p', p?, p*)=(Elc, p,, p, ,)-

Under a Lorentz boost in the x-direction, the four-
momentum p# transforms as

P =y - '), (73)
P =y(p' - B°), (74)
P =p (75)
=7 (76)

Using equations (73) and (74), equation (72) becomes

>

lPI (x/) t/) _ e(i/h) [mczturp]’x’—cpo/t’] _ e(i/h) [mczt’er’x’—E’t’]
(77)

where p' =p'" and E' = p¥c are, respectively, the particle’s
momentum and total energy in reference frame S'.

As expected, equation (77), which is a solution to the
Lorentz covariant Schrodinger equation in the reference

frame S', can be obtained from equation (70) by simply
changing the unprimed quantities x,t,p, and E to the
respective primed ones.

4. Basic Properties of the Lorentz Covariant
Schriédinger Equation

4.1. Probability Four-Current Density. If we write the wave
function ¥(r, t) in its polar form,

¥ (1) =R(s 0" = [pm 0N , (78)

the transformation law (18) for the wave function under a
Lorentz boost becomes

R(r,t)=R' (r', t') orp(r,t)=p' (r', t'), (79)
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S(r,t)=5' (r', t’) +(y-Dmt' +ymv -1, (80)

where we have set cte =0 in equation (19).
Using equations (79) and (80), we want to prove that the
following object,

]#=<Pc_pas p oS pos pBS>

mear max' may moz) g
—(pc—PosPosPas P
= (pc Pays. £9,8, Las b 83S>,

is a contravariant four-vector and that it satisfies the conti-
nuity equation, d,J* =0, whenever the potential V(r, t) is
real. These two properties allow us to identify J# as the prob-
ability four-current density of the Lorentz covariant Schré-
dinger equation.

Note that the three spatial terms of J¥, namely, J=
(J,J%, J?), are formally identical to the three vector compo-
nents of the probability current density of the nonrelativistic
Schrodinger equation [1],

M gy oy 82
J= ﬁ( ): (82)

Equivalently, J can also be seen as formally equal to the
three spatial terms of the Klein-Gordon equation four-
current density [2].

The time component of J¥, on the other hand, can be
written as

i
7 =pc+ 2’—m (P, — WO, ¥"). (83)

The time component of the Klein-Gordon four-current
density [2] is formally equal to the second term of the right-
hand side of equation (83). The first term, pc, is the extra
ingredient we need to guarantee that J* is a four-vector if ¥(
r, t) transforms according to equations (79) and (80).

Let us start the proof that J# is a four-vector. For sim-
plicity, and without loss of generality, we assume a Lorentz
boost along the x!-direction. This implies that v = (v, 0, 0).
Thus, using equations (38), (79), and (80) and carrying out
the derivatives, the time component of J¥ can be written as
follows,

!

J=p'c- %y{ao,s’ +(y-1)mc— oS —,Bymv}. (84)

Noting that v = fc and that y>(1 — %) = 1, we get after a
couple of simplifications

!
P =ple= Dyl B0 e ans - poys |

:yl(olc_ %lao,s’> +ﬁ<%’6118’>1 =Y{IO, +ﬁ]1,]

(85)

11
In a similar way, we get
I=y(1 B, (86)
=7, (87)
P=7. (88)

Equations (85)-(88) are the laws a contravariant vector
must obey after a Lorentz boost in the x!-direction (cf. equa-
tions (33)-(36)], proving that J* is indeed a four-vector.

Let us move to the proof that J# is a conserved current.
Computing the four-divergence of equation (81), we get

1
01" = Dp— --0,p0"S - %a#a"& (89)

To make progress, we need to insert the polar form of
the wave function, equation (78), into the Lorentz covariant
Schrodinger equation, equation (63). Carrying out the deriv-
atives and noting that R = /P> We can show that equation
(63) is equivalent to the following two coupled equations:

1 2p?
p0,0"p — EE)Mpa",o - h_i (0,808 — 2mcdyS - 2mVy) =0,
(90)
2
p0,,0“S+0,,p0"S — mcdyp + mpvi =0. (91)

Equations (90) and (91) are, respectively, what we get by
equating the real and imaginary parts of equation (63) to
zero. We have also written

V=Vge+iV,, (92)
since a complex potential can be used to phenomenologi-

cally model, for example, dissipative processes.
If we divide equation (91) by m, we can write it as

1 p 2pV;
cOpp — aa#pa"S— aE)M(’i"Sz Pt (93)
Comparing equations (93) and (89), we see that
2
3, = ?PV,. (94)

Equation (94) is the continuity equation with a source or
sink modeled by the complex part of the potential V. If V is
real, as one would expect for closed systems described by
Hermitian operators, we arrive at

3,J* =0, (95)

proving that J# is the conserved current of the Lorentz
covariant Schrédinger equation.
It is worth mentioning that 0,J* tends exactly to the

continuity equation of the nonrelativistic Schrédinger
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equation. This can be seen writing equation (95) explicitly in
terms of its derivatives and using the definition of J° as given
in equation (81),

19)° dp 1 9 [ 0S
H:—— . = —_ e —— — . =
W=V a T maw (p at)+v J=0.(56)

Taking the limit where ¢ — o0, we get

op -
5,V I=0, (97)

which is the continuity equation associated with the nonrel-
ativistic Schrodinger equation.

4.2. Manifest Covariance. Our goal here is to recast the
Lorentz covariant Schrodinger equation in a manifestly
covariant way. This can be accomplished by noting that
the Lorentz covariant Schrodinger equation, equation (63),
is equivalent to equations (90) and (91). Moreover, equation
(91) is equivalent to the continuity equation (94), which is
already written in a manifestly covariant form,

2
3, )t = WP v, (98)

What remains to be done is to rewrite equation (90) in a
manifestly covariant way. Using equation (81), it is not diffi-
cult to see that

2p? ?
1 =pe - P a5+ P g 500, (99)

After multiplying equation (99) by m?/p?, we arrive at

2
% (JJ - ) = 3,805 — 2mcd,S. (100)

Using equation (100), we can rewrite equation (90) as

1 2m? 4m
po,0p - Eaﬂpa"p— = (JJ* —pzcz) + > Vz=0.

(101)

Equations (98) and (101) are the manifestly covariant
equations we were looking for. They are, respectively, the
imaginary and real parts of the Lorentz covariant Schrédin-
ger equation, written in a manifestly covariant way, that one
obtains after inserting the wave function in its polar form
(78) into equation (63).

4.3. Connection to the Klein-Gordon Equation. Looking at
equation (63), it is not difficult to realize that the nonrelativis-
tic limit of the Lorentz covariant Schrodinger equation gives
exactly the usual Schrodinger equation. Indeed, taking the
limit where the speed of light c — o0, the first term of equa-
tion (63) tends to zero and what remains is the nonrelativistic
Schrodinger equation. This is most clearly seen using equation
(65), where the remaining terms after the limit in which ¢
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— oo is the nonrelativistic Schrodinger equation written in
its usual form. Note that to obtain the nonrelativistic Schré-
dinger equation from the Klein-Gordon equation, a much
more involved limiting process is needed [2].

On the other hand, if the mass m — 0, equation (63)
is the standard relativistic invariant wave equation for a
massless scalar particle or, equivalent, the massless Klein-
Gordon equation. It is worth mentioning that when m =
0, ¥ is a relativistic scalar in the conventional way, ie.,
Y — ¥ after a Lorentz transformation (cf. equations
(18) and (19) for m=0).

Our goal now is to search for the phase transformation
that we must implement on ¥ to go from the Lorentz covar-
iant Schrodinger equation, equation (63), to the Klein-
Gordon equation with m # 0 [2]. In order to determine the
correct phase transformation, we make the following ansatz:

P(r,t)=e M O(r, 1), (102)

where f(t) depends only on the time. The reason to
work with a function f that does not depend on the position
vector r is related to the fact that the spatial derivatives of
equation (63) are already the ones appearing in the Klein-
Gordon equation. To arrive at the Klein-Gordon equation
starting with equation (63), we just need to be able to find
an f that allows us to get rid of the first-order time derivative
after the transformation above.

Inserting equation (102) into equation (63) and carrying
out the derivatives, we get, up to a global phase,

100 _,  2i oo [(if F  amf 2mv
S0 - IV (L L =0,
aor VO (W a)or \entow T T )P0

(103)

where the dot and double dots over f denote the first- and
second-order derivatives with respect to time t. To obtain
the Klein-Gordon equation, we must first impose that

m+ = =0,

. (104)

which leads to
f(t)=-mct + cte. (105)
This condition guarantees that equation (103) has no

first-order derivatives of @ with respect to time.
Inserting equation (105) into equation (103), we get

10’0 _, m*ct  2mV
S

(106)

Equation (106) can be seen as a generalization of the Klein-
Gordon equation, effectively describing a scalar field @ in the
presence of an external potential V. If we set V = 0, we recover
the Klein-Gordon equation for massive scalar fields [2],
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Massless Klein-Gordon equation
10y

13

S8 V2P =0
m=0
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FI1GURE 1: Relationship among the Lorentz covariant Schrédinger equation and the other standard scalar wave equations of quantum mechanics.
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(107)

We have thus proved that if ¥ satisfies the Lorentz covari-
ant Schrodinger equation (63), the wave function @, connected
to ¥ by the phase transformation

¥ (r, t) = MMt (x, 1), (108)
satisfies the generalized Klein-Gordon equation (99). In
Figure 1, we show pictorially how the Lorentz covariant Schro-

dinger equation is connected to the nonrelativistic Schrédinger
equation and to the Klein-Gordon equation.

5. Predictions of the Lorentz Covariant
Schriédinger Equation

5.1. The Free Particle. Here and in Sections 5.2, 5.3, and 5.4,
we assume, without losing generality, that we deal with a
one-dimensional problem.

The free particle solution (plane wave solution) to the
Lorentz covariant Schrodinger equation is obtained assum-
ing V(x, t) = 0. Inserting the ansatz

¥ (x, t) = elMP=KD) (109)
into equation (63), we see that equation (109) is a solution to
equation (63) if

K=K, =-mc + \/m2ct + p2c2.

The physical meaning of K, is straightforward. It is the
relativistic kinetic energy of a free particle of mass m >0,
where E=K, +mc® = \/m2ct + p2c2 is its total relativistic
energy. The physical interpretation of K_ is subtler than that
of K,, at least at the stage of first quantization. A rigorous
justification of what will be said about K_ here and in Sec-
tion 5.2 will be given in Section 7, where we develop the
quantum field theory of the Lorentz covariant Schrédinger
equation. Our goal here is to motivate and to qualitatively
explore the main features of equation (63) that lead to the
results outlined below and rigorously established when we

(110)

“second quantize” the Lorentz covariant Schrédinger
equation.

If we could redefine the zero of the potential V in such a
way that K, changed to K, =+,/m2c* + p2c?, the same
interpretation associated with the negative and positive
energy solutions of the Klein-Gordon equation would be
valid here. We would associate K, > 0, the positive energy
solution of the wave equation, to a particle of mass m, energy
K, and traveling forward in time (¢ > 0). The negative solu-
tion would be reinterpreted as an antiparticle with the same
mass m and positive energy ~K_ =K, traveling backwards
in time:

e(i/h)(px—k,t) e(i/h)[px+f<,(—t)] _ e(i/h)[px—f@(—t)].

(111)

However, as we show in Section 5.2, we cannot redefine
the zero of the potential independently of p to get K, =+

y/m2c* + p2¢c2. This means that for each value of the magni-
tude of p, we would need to work with a different zero of the
potential for this interpretation to make sense. We believe
this solution is unsatisfactory, and in order to have a p
-independent interpretation of K,, we are obliged to take
the following route.

If we stick with the zero of the potential at V =0, we
readily see that K_# —K, and the previous interpretation
attributed to the negative energy K_ does not follow. This
can be remedied by the following procedure. Looking at
equation (111) and comparing the far left term with the far
right one, we note that K_t =K, (~t). This last equality is
clearly not satisfied by K_ and K,. We can only satisfy it if
the antiparticle that travels backwards in time also has a neg-
ative mass, namely, K_ changes to K_ = mc* — \/m2c* + p2c2
. In this scenario, we have K_t = K, (~t) and the particle of
mass m, positive energy K,, and traveling forward in time
must have an antiparticle with a negative mass traveling
backwards in time with energy —-K_=K,.

This interpretation is not too wide of the mark if we
study the solutions to the Lorentz covariant Schrédinger
equation when we set V =0 and change m — —m. In this
case, it is not difficult to see that equation (63) has the
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following solutions:

Y(x,t)= el (pKt), (112)
with
K=K, =md +\/m2ct + p2c2. (113)
We now have that K_ = -K,, which allows us to write
Qi) (px-K_t) _ (ilh) [pr+R_(-0)] _ i) [px=K , (-1)] (114)

Therefore, to the particle with mass m, energy K, travel-
ing forward in time, we must have an antiparticle with mass
—m, energy —K_ = K, traveling backwards in time. The same
interpretation can be attached to the pair of solutions with
energies given by K, and K _ since here we also have -K_ =
K,. The solution with K, =mc? + /m2c* + p2c describes a
particle of mass —m, traveling forward in time, and with posi-
tive energy K, while the solution with K_ is its antiparticle
with mass m traveling backwards in time.

We can intuitively understand why this interpretation
will rigorously appear in the second quantization of the
Lorentz covariant Schrodinger equation by the following
argument. Looking at equation (63) when V =0, we note
that if we change m to -m, we get the following equation:

LW oy, 2O (115)
2 o oot

On the other hand, by taking the complex conjugate of
equation (63), we arrive at

l@ B VAL I e (116)
c ot? h oot

Comparing equations (115) and (116), we see that they
are formally the same, having the same mathematical struc-
ture. In other words, the solution ¥* of the complex conju-
gate equation is equivalent to the solution ¥ of the negative
mass equation. In this way, when second quantizing the
complex Lagrangian leading to equation (63) and its com-
plex conjugate version, the conserved charge obtained via
Noether’s theorem will be formed by particles with positive
and negative masses.

It is instructive to remark that the Klein-Gordon equa-
tion does not possess this feature, even when we deal with
its complex version. Looking at equation (107), we see that
the Klein-Gordon equation is unchanged if m — —m and
that its complex conjugate version is formally equivalent to
equation (107). The key ingredient that makes the Lorentz
covariant Schrodinger equation change its structure when
m — —m, or when we take its complex conjugate, is the
presence of the term

2m oY

N 117
" o (117)
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which has the imaginary number i and which is linear in the
mass . The Klein-Gordon equation has no term linear in m
or explicitly depending on i. (In the context of Foldy-
Wouthuysen transformations, the interpretation of the pos-
itive and negative energy solutions of the Dirac equation as
describing particles with positive and “negative” masses is
also possible for weak external fields [11]. Furthermore, for
optical and quantum hydrodynamic systems, effective nega-
tive masses associated with particle-like excitations in those
systems were experimentally reported [12-16].)

5.2. Particle in a Constant Potential. We now assume that
the potential V(x, t) is a nonnull constant V. Inserting the
ansatz given by equation (109) into (63), we have that it is
a solution to equation (63) if

K=K, =-mc+ \/mc* + p2c + 2mc? V. (118)
Adding mc? to both sides of equation (118) and squaring
it lead to

E? - p*c =mPct +2mc?V, (119)

where we have defined

E=K+mc. (120)
The right-hand side of equation (119) is a Lorentz
invariant and can be compactly written as

2V
p*‘pM:chz+2mV:ch2 <1+ —), (121)

mc?

where p* = (E/c, p) is the four-momentum.
In the particle’s rest frame p = 0 and evaluating equation
(121) in this frame, we get for the particle’s rest energy,

2V
1+ —=m'c.

o (122)

_ 2
E,=mc

We see that the presence of the potential V' changes the
rest mass of the particle to

! 14 2 (123)
m =m —
mc?
For small values of V, such that
\%
— 1, 124
= (124)
we have
\%
m' =m+ 5 (125)

Equation (125) means that the mass of any particle in
the presence of a small potential changes equally by the same
quantity, namely, V/c*. For high values of V, the changes in
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the mass are different for each type of particle (it depends on
the value of m) and are given by equation (123). These
results tell us that the mass of a particle described by the
Lorentz covariant Schrodinger equation depends on the
background external field to which it is subjected and which
is phenomenologically modeled by the potential V. This fea-
ture might be useful in the effective description of condensed
matter systems, where the “spacetime” structure is given by
an effective Minkowski spacetime with limiting velocity c
< ¢ and effective masses differing from the “bare” masses
defined when V' =0. Note that this feature is also seen in
the generalized Klein-Gordon equation (106) since it also
depends on the potential V. (The possibility of an external
potential that is not related to electromagnetic or gravita-
tional fields and that may change the rest mass of a particle
is introduced by Stueckelberg in ref. [17].)

We can also obtain a stronger condition than (124) to
the validity of equation (125) and in a way that connects
the magnitude of the potential V with the magnitude of
the particle’s momentum |p|=|p|. This is achieved by
rewriting equation (118) as

E\* [(m& V\’ V2
—) =[—+—=] +1-[— (126)
¢ pc  pc pc
and noting that if
2
(PK) <1, (127)
c
we get that 1 — (V/pc)* = 1 and thus
EN?> [/m3 V\°
—) =[—+—] +1. (128)
c pc  pc
Rewriting equation (128) as
\% 2 12
B -p*ct = <m+ c_2> t=m"c (129)

we immediately see that it is the energy-momentum relation
for a particle of mass m’, where m' is given by equation

(125). Therefore, if

V] < Iple, (130)
a particle with mass m when subjected to the constant field
V will behave like a free particle of mass m + V/c%.

In order to better appreciate the meaning of K, as given
by equation (118), we expand it in powers of 1/c* and com-
pare the resulting expansion with what one would expect in
the nonrelativistic limit. A simple calculation leads to

’ 1
K+=2P;+V+@<C—2), (131)

m

where 0(1/c*) denotes terms of order higher or equal to 1/¢*.
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Looking at equation (131), we see that in the limit of ¢
— 00, we obtain that K, is the nonrelativistic kinetic
energy plus the potential energy of the particle. This is con-
sistent with assigning to K, the interpretation that it is the
total relativistic energy of the particle minus its “bare” rest
energy mc> when we get back to the relativistic domain. A
similar interpretation is attached to K_ if we remember that
we should consider it the solution to the Lorentz covariant
Schrodinger equation with a negative mass. In other words,
K can only be interpreted as the particle’s relativistic kinetic
energy when V =0.

We end this section proving, as claimed in Section 5.1,
that it is not possible to redefine the zero of the potential

independently of p to get K, =+./m?2c* + p2c2. If we try to
obtain a scenario where K, =+,/m?2c* + p2c2, we have to
solve for V the following equation (cf. equation (118)):

—mc* + \/m2ct + p2c2 + 2m2V = £/ m2ct + p2c2. (132)
Its solutions are
mc?
V= =N +/m2ct + p2c2. (133)

Looking at equation (133), we see that it is not possible
to have V independent of the magnitude of |p|. Moreover,
even allowing for a p-dependence, we cannot get the job
done since we need different values of V to set either K,
or K_ to be \/m2ct +p2c2 or —\/m2c* + p2c2, respectively
(note the + in the expression for V above). This completes
the proof of the claim given in Section 5.1.

5.3. Complex Variable Telegraph Equation. If we look at
equation (121), we note that as we decrease the value of
the external potential V, we decrease the value of the Lorentz
invariant p“p . Eventually, for a sufficiently low potential, we
will get p“p, =0. In this scenario, when V =-mc*/2, it is
expected that a particle of “bare” mass m behaves like a
massless particle. Moreover, a wave packet in this case is
expected to propagate without distortion and without
spreading. This is indeed the case as we prove below.

The one-dimensional Lorentz covariant Schrodinger
equation, equation (63), can be written as

10°Y 0%  2mo¥ 2mV

SO _OXEmOT MYy,
2o oo hot w7

(134)

This equation has the same structure as the Heaviside
telegraph equation [18, 19], a real partial differential equa-
tion which under certain conditions has a solution in which
a distortionless propagation of a wave packet is possible.
Equation (134) is a complex version of the telegraph equa-
tion, and it inherits the main features of the real Heaviside
telegraph equation. As we show below, under a particular
condition for the external potential V, equation (134) has a
solution in which a wave packet propagates distortionless
and without dispersion.
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We should also mention that when V =0, equation (134)
is similar to the complex telegraph equation postulated by
Sancho in his search for a nonrelativistic wave equation
leading to a noninstantaneous spread of a localized wave
packet [20],

2mrd*Y Y 2movY 0 135
oo e ha ()
with 7 being a free parameter with dimension of time. Equa-
tion (126) was obtained by extending to the complex plane
the real telegraph equation [18, 19] and adjusting the coeffi-
cients multiplying the derivatives such that the Schrédinger
equation is obtained for an “instantaneous” relaxation time
(7 =0). In ref. [20], it was shown that we indeed have a non-
instantaneous spread of the wave function for a localized ini-
tial condition whenever 7 # 0. Comparing equations (134)
and (135), we see that they become equal if T = #/(2mc?).
If we insert the ansatz (cf. equation (108))

¥ (x, t) = MM (x, 1) (136)
into equation (134), we get
10’0 *°®  [(mPP  2mV
?W_W+<7+7)®:0' (137)
Choosing
mc?
Ve-—r, (138)
equation (137) becomes
100 oo (139)
¢ ot 0x?

This is the standard wave equation for a massless scalar
particle in one dimension. Its general solution is
D(x,t) = F(x —ct) + G(x + ct), (140)
where F(x—ct) and G(x + ct) are nondispersive traveling
waves to the right and to the left, respectively.
The general solution to equation (134) is thus
¥ (x, t) = MM F(x — o) + G(x + ct)]. (141)
For a wave packet traveling to the right, we have G(x +
ct) =0 and thus
¥ (x, t) = eMMUR (x — ct). (142)
This leads to a probability density that propagates with-
out dispersion and distortion to the right and with the speed
of light ¢,

plx, t) =¥ (x,t)¥ (x, t) = |[F(x — ct)|*. (143)
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We can also test the previous result by studying the
propagation of a wave packet for decreasing values of the
potential V. As we decrease V, less dispersive is the evolu-
tion of the wave packet, until we reach the critical value
V =-mc*/2 where a dispersionless evolution of the wave
packet is achieved.

A possible way to achieve such a huge negative potential
would be to work with a scalar charged particle subjected to
a constant electric potential ¢. If ¢ is its charge, V = q¢ and
equating it to —mc?/2 gives ¢ = —mc*/(2q). We can estimate
the order of magnitude of the electric potential using the rest
mass of the electron and its charge. This gives ¢ =~ —2.54 x
10°V. In other words, one needs an electric potential of mag-
nitude of the order of 100 thousands volts to start to see a
dispersionless propagation.

However, if we work with greater charges or lower
masses, the lower the voltage needed. For some condensed
matter systems such as a semiconductor, the effective mass
of the electron can be as low as 1% of its rest mass. In these
materials, an electric potential of the order of -10°V would
be enough to see a dispersionless evolution.

5.4. Free Particle Wave Packets. We now investigate how
wave packets evolve according to the Lorentz covariant
Schrodinger equation when we set V =0, comparing its evo-
lution to the ones predicted by the Klein-Gordon equation
and by the nonrelativistic Schrédinger equation when we
set the Hamiltonian equal to \/m2c* + pA2¢2, with p = —ihd
/0x. In all cases, we will be dealing with the positive energy
solutions.
If we write the wave function as

1 i X—
W(x, t) = \/ﬁjfw(l’)e( Mpx=K®) dp,

fw(p) is the momentum distribution of the wave packet and
K(p), a function of the momentum p, is determined by
inserting equation (144) into the corresponding wave equa-
tion and imposing that ¥(x, t) should be a solution to the
wave equation. The integration above includes the entire real
line; i.e., p runs from —oo to oo.

If we insert equation (144) into the one-dimensional
Lorentz covariant Schrédinger equation for a free particle,
namely, equation (134) with V =0, we guarantee that equa-
tion (144) is a solution to it if

K(p) =-mc* + \/m2ct + p2c2,

where K(p) is the positive energy solution. Similarly, insert-
ing equation (144) into equation (137) with V =0, where the
latter equation is the one-dimensional Klein-Gordon equa-
tion for a particle with mass m, we get

K(p) = /m2ct + p2c.

Comparing the two dispersion relations above, equations
(145) and (146), we note that they differ by —mc?, which
does not depend on p. This means that the probability

(144)

(145)

(146)
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density |¥(x, t)|* computed from equation (144) is the same
whether we work with the Lorentz covariant Schrodinger
equation or with the Klein-Gordon equation.

It is also instructive if we compute the dispersion relation
for the following wave equation:

ih% W) = \/m2ct + PP, (147)

which is the standard Schrédinger equation written in the

bra-ket notation with H = \/m?2c + p*c2. Here, H is the rel-
ativistic Hamiltonian for a free particle where the momen-
tum p is replaced by the operator p=-ihd/ox. If we
project it onto the momentum space, we can easily operate

with \/m2ct + p*c? on the momentum eigenstates and solve
the corresponding differential equation. Fourier transform-
ing back to the position representation, we realize that ¥(x
,t) evolves according to equation (144) and with a disper-
sion relation given by equation (146). In other words, the
Lorentz covariant Schrédinger equation, the Klein-Gordon
equation, and the wave equation (147) predict the same
wave-packet dynamics in the free particle regime.

5.5. Time-Independent Potentials. We proceed with the
investigation of the main predictions of the Lorentz covari-
ant Schrodinger equation, studying now its general features
when the particle of mass m is subjected to a time indepen-
dent, and not necessarily constant, potential. Specifically, we
want to address the bound state solutions to equation (63)
when V(r,t) = V(r).
Inserting the ansatz

P(r,t) = e K My(r) (148)
into equation (63), where K is a constant, we get the follow-
ing time-independent equation:

2

) + Vi) = My (),

o (149)

where

(150)

2
A= ( K +K ) .
2mc?

Equation (149) is formally identical to the time-
independent nonrelativistic Schrodinger equation, with A being
its eigenvalue. We thus see that any solution to the latter is also a
solution to equation (149), the time-independent Lorentz
covariant Schrodinger equation. Due to the linearity of equation

(63), its general solution for time-independent potentials is the
superposition of the stationary solutions (148),

(r 1) = Y ily, (r), (151)

where y, (r) is an eigenvector of equation (149) with eigenvalue
A, and, for bound state problems, K, is the following solution
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to equation (150):

K, = —-mc* + \/m2ct + 2mc2 A,

To better appreciate the physical meaning of K, we expand
it in powers of 1/c?,

(152)

1 A2

K=2A P +0(1/c"). (153)

In the nonrelativistic limit, when ¢ — 00, K=\ and we
recognize it as the energy of the nonrelativistic system, with
the rest energy already absent. The standard notation in the
nonrelativistic regime is to employ the letter E instead of A to
represent the eigenvalues of equation (149) since in this regime,
they are the system’s total energy (no rest energy included).
Similarly, we can understand K as the relativistic bound energy
of the system, with the rest energy already excluded.

5.5.1. Example: The Hydrogen Atom. Let us study the solu-
tion to equation (149) when a particle of mass m and charge
—e (an electron, for instance) is subjected to the electrostatic
Coulomb potential generated by a particle of mass M and
charge e>0 (a proton, for example). In the SI units, the
potential is

e 1
Viry=———-,
(x) 4mey r

(154)
where r is the distance between the two particles and ¢, is the
vacuum permittivity. If M > m, we can consider the mass M
at rest and m in equation (149) is, for all practical purposes,
equal to the mass of the lightest particle. Otherwise, we
should understand m in equation (149) as the reduced mass
mM/(m+ M). We are also leaving out of our analysis any
spinorial properties of the electron and proton. We are effec-
tively dealing with charged scalar particles.

Inserting equation (154) into (149), we see that we for-
mally have the nonrelativistic Schrédinger equation for the
Hydrogen atom, whose eigenvalues are [2]

mc* o?
Ty (155)

Here, n>1 is a positive integer and «, the fine structure
constant, is

L e (156)

a= ———.

4re, hic

Inserting equation (154) into (149), we get
o2
K,=-mc*|1- - (157)
mc? o? o’ p

-0 (H@) +0(a®), (158)
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where the last line is the expansion of the exact value of
K, up to fourth order in the fine structure constant.

It is interesting to compare the previous result with the
solution to the same problem using the Dirac equation min-
imally coupled to the electromagnetic field. In this case, we
get after subtracting the particle’s rest energy [2]

2- 112
a

D
Kpip = -m*{1- |1+

n—(j+(1/2)) +

mc? o? o? n 3
(R | (i %),
2 nz{ +nz(j+(1/2) 4)}+@(0¢)

G+ (1/2))* - o2

(159)

where n>1 is a positive integer and j+ 1/2=1,2,---,n. The
last expression above is K} j+12 €xpanded up to fourth order
ina.

Computing the energy of the ground state predicted by the
Lorentz covariant Schrodinger equation, equation (157) with
n =1, and by the Dirac equation, equation (159) with n=1
and j+ 1/2 = 1, we get the same result to all orders of a,

KlzK’ﬁlz—mcz(l—w—aZ). (160)

Moreover, if we compute the energies predicted by the
Dirac equation for # > 1 using the highest possible value for
the total angular momentum; i.e., if we set j + 1/2 = n in equa-
tion (159), we get

KP =—mc*|1- 1—0i2 =K
wn = —MC 2| =K

These are exactly the energies predicted by the Lorentz
covariant Schrédinger equation (cf. equation (157)), a remark-
able match with the most energetic bound energies predicted
by the Dirac equation for a given .

It is worth noting that we have neglected the spin prop-
erties of the electron and of the proton and we have not min-
imally coupled the Lorentz covariant Schrédinger equation
with the electromagnetic field to arrive at those results. We
just have inserted the Coulomb potential as given above
directly into the Lorentz covariant Schrédinger equation. It
is really impressive that such a simple approach leads exactly
to a subset of the bound energies predicted by the Dirac
equation. And of course, to break the degeneracy and get
bound energies depending on the total angular momentum
of the electron, we either have to add the spin-orbit coupling
by hand in the Lorentz covariant Schrédinger equation or
deal directly with a spin-1/2 relativistic wave equation as
Dirac did.

Before we move on to the next section, we want to com-
pare the bound energies given by the Lorentz covariant
Schrodinger equation with the ones given by solving the
Klein-Gordon equation under the same conditions and min-
imally coupled with the electromagnetic field. Subtracting
the rest energy, we have [2]

(161)
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2+ -12

v

Kff’:—mcz 1- |1+
n—(I+(1/2)) +

_ mca? o? n 3 p
**Tﬁ[“ *(m - zﬂ +0(e),

(I+(1/2))* - a2

(162)

where n > 1 is a positive integer and /=0, 1,2, ---,n— 1. The
last line is K expanded up to fourth order in a. Equation
(162) is similar to (159), with j+1/2 changed to [+1/2,
where [ labels the orbital angular momentum of the mass
m.

Calculating the ground state energy predicted by the
Klein-Gordon equation, namely, equation (162) with n=1
and /=0, we obtain

1
KX = —m? l1 -\/3 (1 + \/1—4042)] (163)
__me (142a2) + 0(a®) (164)
2 4 '

Looking at equation (164), we see that the ground state
energy predicted by the Klein-Gordon equation minimally
coupled to the electromagnetic field is not equal to equation
(160), the ground state energy given by the Dirac equation
and by the Lorentz covariant Schrodinger equation. Even
to order of a*, the values of the ground state energies are
already different. In other words, at the level of the ground
state energy, the Lorentz covariant Schrodinger equation
gives a better description of the hydrogen atom than the
Klein-Gordon equation minimally coupled to the electro-
magnetic field. It is worth mentioning, nevertheless, that if
we insert V given by equation (154) into the generalized
Klein-Gordon equation, equation (106), we will get the same
bound energies reported here for the Lorentz covariant
Schrodinger equation (equation (157)).

5.6. Minimal Coupling with the Electromagnetic Field. Our
goal now is to study the Lorentz covariant Schrodinger equa-
tion, as given by equation (63), minimally coupled to an
electromagnetic field. We also want to study the simulta-
neous action of the electromagnetic and gravitational fields
on a particle of mass m and charge g, where the static New-
tonian gravitational potential enters in equation (63) via the
potential energy V(r). (See refs. [21-24] for general-
relativistic and post-Newtonian corrections in hydrogen-
like systems when the spin of the interacting particles is also
included in the analysis.)

The electromagnetic minimal coupling, in SI units and
in the metric signature we have been using, is obtained by
replacing in the wave equation all derivatives 0, according

to the following prescription [2]:

iq
aﬂ — D# = aﬂ + —AM,

] (165)
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where the covariant four-vector potential is

A= (% ,—A).

Here, ¢ and A = (A', A%, A%) are, respectively, the elec-
tric and vector potentials characterizing an electromagnetic
field.

Applying prescription (166) to equation (66), we have

(166)

2mV
hZ

2mc
DHD“‘I’—zTDO‘I’+ ¥ =0, (167)

where V should be thought as the particle’s potential energy
associated with an external field whose origin is not electro-
magnetic. All electromagnetic interactions are embedded in
the minimal coupling assumption.

Noting that after a Lorentz boost, D, transforms as a
covariant four-vector and that DFD” is a Lorentz invariant,
we can show that equation (167) is Lorentz covariant if ¥
transforms according to equation (18). In addition to that,
it is not difficult to see that if we implement the gauge trans-
formation

A (x)=A,(x) +0,x(x)s (168)
we get
~ ~u~  2mc~ ~ 2mV
D,D"Y - i Do¥ + = ¥ =0, (169)
where
= 1q ~
D,=0,+ 7 Aw (170)
P (x) = e MO (x). (171)

In other words, the Lorentz covariant Schrédinger equa-
tion minimally coupled to the electromagnetic field is invari-
ant with respect to a local gauge transformation given by
equation (156) if the wave function transforms according
to equation (171).

5.6.1. Bound State Solutions in a “Pure” Static Electric Field.
We now set V =0; i.e, we have a “pure” electromagnetic
problem, and assume that the particle of mass m and charge
q=-e<0 is subjected to an attractive Coulomb potential
generated by a “fixed” charge e. This is essentially the hydro-
gen atom where we disregard the spinorial aspects of the
electron and the proton. In this scenario,

A¥ = (¢/c,0,0,0), (172)
with
1 e
= - 173
¢ 4rey v ( )
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Inserting equations (172) and (173) into equation (167)
and separating the time variable from the spatial ones using
the ansatz given by equation (148), we get

RV y(r) = [(K -V (r)+ mc2)2 - mzcﬂ y(r), (174)

where

62

P (r) = % = —hc% (175)

4rre,

is the particle’s electrostatic potential energy.

If we make the substitution K +mc* — E, equation
(174) becomes the stationary Klein-Gordon equation mini-
mally coupled to the electromagnetic field via the Coulomb
potential [2]. Therefore, the bound energies for the present
problem are simply K, ;= Ex; — mc*, where E\; are the
bound energies for the Klein-Gordon equation. The explicit
form of K, ; is given by equation (162).

5.6.2. Bound State Solutions in a “Pure” Gravitational Field.
We now set A¥ =0 and

GmM G
Vir)y=-"" =—hc%, (176)

r

where G is the gravitational constant, M is the mass of the
“fixed" particle generating the gravitational field that acts
on m, and & = GmM/hc is the “gravitational fine structure
constant.”

Inserting equation (176) into equation (167) and using
that A¥ =0, the stationary equation we get is given by equa-
tion (149), whose bound state energies are given by equation
(157) with a changed to &. Note that for the hydrogen atom,
the leading term in the energy is of the order &’mc? ~1
0% mc?, irrelevant if compared to a’mc® ~107°mc?, the
leading contribution coming from the Coulomb potential.

5.6.3. Bound State Solutions in Static Electric and
Gravitational Fields. It is very instructive to study the case
in which we have a charged scalar particle described by the
Lorentz covariant Schrodinger equation minimally coupled
to the electromagnetic field and also subjected to a gravita-
tional field. The leading contribution coming from a static
gravitational field is obtained setting V(r) as given by equa-
tion (176). The Coulomb potential is modeled via equations
(172) and (173).

As we will show below, the bound energies to this prob-
lem are not simply independent contributions coming from
the electromagnetic and gravitational fields. We will see that
the way the system “feels” the gravitational field depends on
the electromagnetic field acting on it. In other words, the
bound energies depend not only on isolated functions of «
and « but also on functions of the product aa. The simulta-
neous presence of both fields leads to bound energies that
couple the electromagnetic and gravitational fields in a non-
trivial way.
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Inserting equations (172), (173), and (176) into (167)
and employing the ansatz (148), the stationary Lorentz
covariant Schrodinger equation can be written as

V() == o (K - 7@ + 2K = 7 (6) = V()] o).

(177)

If we express the Laplacian operator in spherical coor-
dinates and write y(r) =y, (r)=u,,(r)Y]"(0,¢), where
r=]r| and 0 and ¢ are, respectively, the polar and azi-
muthal angles of the spherical-polar coordinates, equation
(177) decouples into the following two equations:

14 (rz d”m’) SO g,

u,, dr dr h2c2
19 [, . 3yr
sin 600 (Sm@ 20 ) '

The solutions to equation (179) are the spherical har-
monics [3], where [=0,1,2,--- and m=0, 1, +2, ---,+L
The radial equation (178), where

(178)

1

Yy

1 oyy
sin?0 9¢?

1 =-Il(I+1).

(179)

f(r)=[K =7 (r)]* +2m[K - 7 (r) - V(r)], (180)
becomes
l% R +%]Rn,,=o (181)
after using that
by () = 22, (182)

r

Computing explicitly f(r), we can rewrite equation (181)

as
& I(l+1)-a? 2(E(x + mcz&) mct — E? 0
—_— + - =V,
dr? r2 hcr w2 ml
(183)
where
E=K +mc. (184)

We will restrict ourselves to bound energies such that
—2mc* <K <0. This is equivalent to working with |E| <m
*. With such values for E, the constant

4(m*c* - E?)

B= W22

(185)
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is a real number. Now, defining

p=Br, (186)
2(Eoc+mcz5c)
- 187
A B (187)
1 2
. (1+ 2) (188)

equation (183) becomes

& w@-14 A1
ld—gz T o z] Ru@=0. (189)

Equation (189) is formally the same one obtains when
solving the Klein-Gordon equation minimally coupled to
the electromagnetic field [2]. The only difference between
the present problem and the one given in ref. [2] is the
absence of the term proportional to & in equation (187).
Therefore, we can follow the same steps given in ref. [2] to
arrive at the following solution to equation (189):

R,)(Q) =Ne "' F (a,b; ), (190)

where | F,(a, b; @) is the confluent hypergeometric func-
tion, N a normalization constant, and

b=2u+1, (191)

1
a=u+ - -AX\

; (192)

The function F,(a,b;Q) — 0o when p— 0o, and
thus, in order to get a finite and normalizable solution, we
have to truncate the series that defines the confluent hyper-
geometric function. This is achieved if [2]

a=-n"=0,1,2,3, . (193)
Equation (193) leads to the quantization of the bound

energies, whose values are given by solving for E equation
(192),

!

1
[4+5—A=—n, (194)

where A is given by equation (187). Picking the solution in
which |E | <mc? and using equation (184), we finally get

) % o? a e
K, j=-mc{l+ —— - |1+ = |1+ ——— ,
" w? +a K wz)( w2+a2—5¢2>]

(195)
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where

(196)

2
w:n—<l+1)+ <l+l) - a2,
2 2

n=n+1+1. (197)

Equation (197) together with the fact that [=0,1,2,---
leadston=1,2,3,---and [=0,1,2,---,n— L.

It is not difficult to see that if @ =0, we recover the pure
electromagnetic solution (162) and that if a = 0, a simple cal-
culation shows that we get back to the pure gravitational
solution, namely, equation (157), with « changed to &. The
more interesting scenario occurs when both the electric
and gravitational fields are turned on. In this case, the effect
of the gravitational field acting on the particle m is affected
by the presence of the electric field. This is clear looking at
equation (195), where we see that the bound energies
depend also on products of aa.

We can better appreciate this feature if we expand equa-
tion (195) in terms of « and a,

mcta*  mca' [ n 3 p
K==~ 2 <l+ 12 4) +0(«)
3 9
mcaa 5. mca 4
- O(a’«) 5 +0(a).

The first two terms in the right-hand side of equation
(198) are, respectively, the nonrelativistic energy and the
dominant relativistic correction due to the presence of a
Coulomb potential alone, as discussed in Section 5.6.1. The
sixth term in equation (198) is the nonrelativistic energy
due to the presence of a gravitational field alone (cf. Section
5.6.2). The fourth term in equation (198),

mcai

-—— (199)

is the dominant contribution to the bound energy coming
from the simultaneous presence of an electric field and a
gravitational field. For the hydrogen atom, we have

Omc?, (200)

aamc® ~ 10 mc* ~ o
which is too small to be detected using today’s technology.
On the other hand, the simultaneous existence of electric
and gravitational fields leads to a contribution to the bound
energies about 40 orders of magnitude greater than the
expected one due to the presence of a gravitational field
alone, which is of order a*mc? ~ 10733 mc2.

In order to have a gravitational contribution to the
bound energies of order a*, which is the order of magni-
tude of the dominant relativistic correction to the bound
energies due to an electric field, we would need &~ o’.
This is achieved with a “heavy proton” of mass of the

order of 108 kg.
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From a fundamental point of view, however, the fact that
this simple model leads to a nontrivial influence of the grav-
itational field on how an electromagnetic field acts upon a
particle of mass m deserves further investigation. It is not
unlikely, as we show in Section 5.7, that the scattering
between two charged particles, one of which is very massive,
might lead to detectable predictions within the present
model. (Note that by solving the standard Schrédinger equa-
tion for a particle subjected simultaneously to static electric
and gravitational fields, we get for the bound energies K5
=-mc*a?/(2n?) — mc*&*/(2n%) — mc®a@/n?. In other words,
the mixed term given by equation (199) is already present
at the nonrelativistic level. Equation (195), on the other
hand, is the relativistic bound energies K, ; we obtain by
solving the Lorentz covariant Schrodinger equation for the
same physical system. As can be seen by looking at equation
(198), K, tends to K3 for small values of & and &.)

5.6.4. Bound State Solutions in a Static Electric Field and a
Constant Gravitational Field. If we have a Coulomb field
minimally coupled to a charged particle of mass m, as
given by equations (172) and (173), together with a con-
stant gravitational field acting on it, which is achieved by
setting V' a constant in equation (176), we can repeat the
steps detailed above and get the following expression for
the bound energies:

o2 =12 2\ 112
K, =-mc [1 - (1 + E) (1 + W)

where w was defined in equation (196).

Looking at equation (201), we see that it is similar to
equation (162), the pure electrostatic solution to the Lorentz
covariant Schrodinger equation. However, the term

,  (201)

(1+ ocz/wz)_l/2 does not appear alone now. It comes multi-
plied by [1+2V/(mc?)]"?, whose origin stems from the
presence of a constant gravitational field. Also, if V ~mc?
o, we would get corrections to the bound energies of order
o*, which could in principle be detected.

5.6.5. Bound State Solutions in a Gravitational Field and a
Constant Electric Field. For completeness, we present the
bound energies when we have a constant electric field, which
is achieved by setting equation (175) to a constant and using
equation (176) to model the gravitational field. The bound
energies in this case are

~2
P [0
Kn’IZW_mC <1— l_ﬁ>)

where n=1,2,3,---. This case is less interesting since it is
simply the pure gravitational case with bound energies dis-
placed by 7, the electric potential energy due to a constant
electric field.

(202)

5.6.6. Solutions in Constant Electric and Gravitational Fields.
We are now interested in the plane wave solutions arising
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from solving equation (167) when both the electric and grav-
itational fields acting on the particle are constant. The time-
independent equation we need to solve is given by equation
(177), with 7" and V treated as two constants. Inserting the
ansatz

y(r) = el?Pr (203)
into equation (177), we get
K, =% -mc +/p + m>c* + 2mc2V, (204)
where p = |p|. Defining m' =m(1+2V/(m))"?, E=K, +
mc?, and squaring equation (204), we get
Ppu= m'’ &, (205)
where
(T ). (206)

Looking at equation (204), we see that the constant elec-
tric field affects K, and K_ equally, displacing both energies
by the same quantity 7". On the other hand, the constant
gravitational field affects K, and K_ differently, leading to
the same results already discussed in Section 5.2.

It is worth mentioning the following two points. First, we
can make K, =-K_ working with the Lorentz covariant
Schrodinger equation minimally coupled to a constant elec-
tric field. Specifically, if we set 7" = mc?, we accomplish this
task. This feature cannot be achieved without working in the
minimal coupling scenario or by applying an external grav-
itational field, as we can see by looking at equation (204).
See also Sections 5.1 and 5.2 for more details.

Second, equation (204) leads to a dispersion relation
whose dependence on the value of the external constant
gravitational field affects a particle’s wave packet dynamics
in a nontrivial way. This point becomes clearer inserting K
(p) as given by equation (204) into equation (144), which
gives the time evolution of a one-dimensional wave packet
in the presence of constant electric and gravitational fields.
The wave packet dynamics will differ from that of a free par-
ticle (7 =V =0) due to the presence of the term 2mc?V
inside the square root of the dispersion relation (204). This
factor introduces nontrivial changes when we integrate
equation (144) to obtain the wave packet dynamics. Note
that the effect of a constant electric field is trivial. It does
not change the wave packet dynamics since it only adds a
global phase to ¥(x, t).

5.7. Coulomb and Gravitational Scattering. Our goal here is
to compute perturbatively the differential cross section for
a beam of charged particles of mass m hitting charged parti-
cles of mass M at rest. The charges of the incident and target
particles are respectively g and Q, the kinetic energy of the
incident particles are K < mc?, and we model the interaction
of those particles via static electric and gravitational fields.
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The stationary Lorentz covariant Schrédinger equation
describing the simultaneous action of the Coulomb and
gravitational fields is given by equation (177), which can be
rewritten as

Vy(r) + Ky (r) = J 1)y (x), (207)
with
K= (B> - m*ct) (RS, (208)
() = -7 ()] + ZE?(ZI') +2mc*V(r) (209)
hc
For the present problem, we have
_ 99 _ @
7 (r)= Tregr hc . =7 (r), (210)
V(r) =—G”:M =—hc§ =V(r), (211)

where |r| = r. Note that now, we have that « = —qQ/(47me hc).
For a > 0, the charges attract each other, and for o <0, we
have a repulsive electrostatic interaction. The same interpre-
tation for the sign of & applies. For ordinary matter, we
always have a > 0.

Using elementary techniques, we can transform equation
(195) to its integral form [3],

y(r) =y, (r)+ J ?(r— r')](r’)w(r')d3 !,

where y,(r) is the solution to equation (207) with J(r) =0
and

(212)

ekl
r)=—— 213
4rr|r| (213)

is the Green function of the Helmholtz equation, i.e., solu-
tion to V2Z(r) +k*€(r) =6 (r), with 6®)(r) being the
three-dimensional Dirac delta function.

Assuming we are dealing with localized potentials situ-
ated at the origin (r' =0) and noting that in a scattering
experiment, we want the wave function far away from the
target, i.e., [r| > |r'|, we can write the Green function as [3]

ik
?(r—r') =—£e’ik'r, +0 L
47y Ir|? ’

where k = k¥. Moreover, considering that the incident parti-
cles move along the z-axis with a well-defined momentum
and energy, the stationary wave function describing them
can be written as

(214)

v, (r) = e, (215)

where k' = kz.
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Now, employing the first Born approximation (weak

potential approximation), which implies that

¥(D) =y (0 (216)

inside the integral of equation (212), we get after equations
(209) and (214)

eikr

YD) =+ f(0) .

. (217)

The scattering amplitude is given by

f(9) ! Joor sin (kr) [W(r)]zdr

=5
h 2k )

2E [
_ hzczxL rsin (kr) 7 (r)dr

2m [
— —— | rsin (xkr)V(r)dr,
| rsin Gy

(218)

where

k =2k sin (6/2) (219)
and 0 is the polar angle with respect to the incident z
-direction, defining the polar angular position of the detector
measuring the scattered particles. To arrive at equation
(218), we relied on the fact that the potentials are spherically
symmetric. This allowed us to straightforwardly integrate
over the solid angle dQ' =sin (8')d0'd¢’, where d°r' = r’
dr'dQ’, k- r=xr cos 0, and k =k’ -k in equation (212).

It is worth mentioning that the origin of the first and sec-
ond terms of equation (218) can be traced back to applying
the minimal coupling prescription to the Lorentz covariant
Schrédinger equation, while the third one is related to the
existence of an external potential whose origin is not electro-
magnetic. Moreover, for small energies (E < mc?), the sec-
ond and third terms of equation (218) tend, at the first
Born approximation level, to the scattering amplitude
obtained by solving the nonrelativistic Schrédinger equation
for a particle subjected to the external potential 7°(r) + V(r).
The first term, on the other hand, is absent from any nonrel-
ativistic treatment of this problem, being a purely relativistic
contribution to the scattering amplitude.

By inserting equations (210) and (211) into (218), we can
explicitly compute the three remaining integrals. This leads
to

heo?

 4VE — m2d sin (6/2)

o . 2Ea . 2mcta B
FO= 5 o e

he(Ba + mcz&)

2(E? — m?c*) sin(6/2)

+

(220)

where we used equations (208) and (219) to arrive at the last
line. Note that we have a term that is second order in « in
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equation (220). This means that we must also compute the
second Born approximation to obtain all the other second-
order terms contributing to the scattering amplitude.

With the aid of equation (220), the differential cross sec-
tion can be written as [3]

do s
AR (221)
In order to compare equation (220) with its nonrelativis-
tic version, the one coming from solving the standard Schro-
dinger equation at the same level of approximation, and to
properly identify its dominant relativistic corrections, it is
convenient to write equation (220) in terms of the kinetic
energy of the particle,
K=E-mc. (222)
Using equation (222), expanding up to first order in K/
(mc?), and retaining terms of lowest order in « and &, equa-
tion (220) becomes

hc . K -
1= Ko [“ i “)]

2
. @[aoas (i)
mc?

where o, s, 1, q are integers such that 0 +s=1and n+¢q>2.
If we solve the nonrelativistic Schrédinger equation for a
particle subjected to the potential 7'(r) + V(r), we get for
the first Born approximation

hic ~ 1 Q
Sch q
O)=—————(a+a)=———— [ -— +GmM ).
£ 4K sin2(0/2)( ) 4K sin®(6/2) ( 4me, >

(223)
+O(a"a%),

(224)

Comparing equations (223) and (224), we see that the
dominant relativistic correction to the scattering amplitude
is

PO = o 0= g s e G ).

~ 8mc? sin’(6/2) ~ 8me2 sin?(6/2) \ 4me,

(225)

It is interesting to observe that the leading relativistic
correction to the scattering amplitude due to the gravita-
tional field has a different sign when compared to the
nonrelativistic term (¢ — —&). Loosely speaking, the rela-
tivistic correction looks like a “negative” mass interacting
with a positive one; i.e., we have an effective gravitational
repulsive force.

It is important to notice that the pieces of equation (223)
proportional to & are relevant only if || = |&|. This implies
that

1 g0

- dne,G m

(226)
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For a beam of electrons incident on a target composed of
particles of mass M and with the same charge of the elec-
tron, equation (226) leads to M ~3.79 x 10'%kg ~6.35x 1
0'3M,, where M,, is the mass of the Earth. Looking at equa-
tion (226), we see that we can decrease the mass M by
increasing the mass of the incident particles. For instance,
for incident particles with m =1ug (one microgram), we
get M =3.45ug if both particles have the same charge of
the electron. Moreover, by tuning the values of the charges
q and Q, we can also obtain manageable values for the
masses m and M that might lead to an experimental test of
equation (223) if we build on state-of-the-art experimental
techniques that can detect the gravitational attraction
between millimeter-sized particles with masses of the order
of 100 mg [25].

Finally, if we look at equation (220), we see that it is pos-
sible to completely suppress the first-order contribution to
the scattering amplitude if

Ea+mc*a=0. (227)

Solving the previous equation by noting that E = ymc?,
with y =1/4/1 —v2/c% and v being the speed of the incident
particle, we get

mM_ v (228)
qQ  4me,G
after inserting the definitions of « and a.

This means that by properly setting m, M, g, and Q such
that equation (228) is satisfied, only second-order effects will
be present in the scattering amplitude. This feature can be
employed to indirectly test the influence of gravitation at
the quantum level. If after the proper tuning of the masses
and charges no first-order scattering effect is seen, this can
only be attributed to the concomitantly action of the static
gravitational and electric fields between the incident and tar-
get particles. And any observed second-order scattering can
be compared to (220) and the ones coming from the second
Born approximation, two of which are proportional to &
and aq, genuine quantum contributions to the scattering
amplitude related to the presence of a gravitational field.

5.8. Justifying the Way We Modeled the Gravitational
Interaction. We start assuming that we are dealing only with
stationary electromagnetic fields and in the minimal cou-
pling scenario. Specifically, we restrict ourselves to the Cou-
lomb potential and set V' =0 in equation (167). In this case,
the four-vector potential is given by equation (172) and
equation (167) can be written as

R vy s 9 - in Y R LA A
2m St T om0 T mZ ot | 2me
(229)

Using the ansatz (148), it is not difficult to see that 0¥/
ot =—iK'W/h and that 0°¥/0t* = —-K*¥/h’, where K is the
bound energy of the system. Using experimental data, as
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Schrodinger probably did, or relying, for example, on the
Bohr model, we know that

mcta?

K| ~ 230
K|~ (230)
This leads to
o¥| mca?
o~ o b
(231)
Y| mPctat
2| gz L
Moreover, using the Bohr radius r,, where
1 mca
o e 232
= (232)
we have
|| ~ mc*a?. (233)

Thus, using equations (231) and (233), the dominant
order of magnitude for the four terms on the right-hand side
of equation (229) is

0¥ mid
7 0¥ mca )
ot 2
m o*W| mctat
2mc? ot 8 kgl
(234)
ih? oY mctat
mc? ot 2 %],
7? V| mca*
=~ |¥].
2mc? ot 2

Of the four terms above, only the first one is of order a?
while the remaining three are of order a*. This fact together
with equation (233) fully justifies why we can neglect as a
first approximation all but the first term in the right-hand
side of equation (229). Proceeding in such a way, we obtain
the nonrelativistic Schrédinger equation,

no, L 0¥ ) 4
~— VW + 7V =ih—— +O(mca’|¥|). (235)
2m ot

Furthermore, the term 7"V is the dominant term when it
comes to the presence of a static electric field acting on a
charged particle. Thus, it is not unreasonable to assume that
V¥ should be the dominant term when we have other static
fields acting on the particle, the Newtonian gravitational
field being an example (see Sections 5.6 and 5.7). And in this
case, since the “gravitational fine structure constant” « is
much smaller than a?, we must work with all terms appear-
ing in equation (229) when investigating the simultaneous



Advances in High Energy Physics

action of electromagnetic and gravitational fields on a scalar
charged particle, similarly to what we have done in Sections
5.6 and 5.7. (As we show in this work, antiparticles appar-
ently possess negative masses and we can adjust the present
theory such that particles and antiparticles repel or attract
each other gravitationally. Therefore, all the results above
where we considered two particles interacting gravitationally
can be readily extended to the case where we have a particle
and an antiparticle repelling each other by properly choosing
the sign of a.)

6. Lagrangian Formulation

We now start the second part of this paper. In this section,
we will show the Lagrangian formalism associated with the
Lorentz covariant Schrodinger equation. The wave function
¥ and its complex conjugate ¥* will be considered two
independent “classical” fields. Our goal will be to develop
the main features of the classical field theory associated with
the Lagrangian that leads to the Lorentz covariant Schrodin-
ger equation, in particular those features needed to prepare
the ground for Section 7. In that section, we will implement
the “second” quantization of the classical fields here studied
and develop the quantum field theory of the Lorentz covar-
iant Schrédinger equation. We also show in Section 6 how
smoothly one goes from the relativistic conserved quantities
to the ones derived from the nonrelativistic Schrédinger
equation. By simply taking the ¢ — oo limit, we promptly
recover the nonrelativistic quantities from the relativistic
ones.

Treating ¥ and ¥* as two independent fields, we define
the Lagrangian describing these two fields as

L= Jd3x$(&”, ¥*,0,,0,"). (236)

Here, & is the Lagrangian density, assumed to depend
on the fields and at most on their first derivatives; d’x = d
x'dx?dx® is the infinitesimal spatial volume; and, unless
stated otherwise, the integration is taken over all space. We
assume that the fields and their derivatives vanish at the
boundaries of integration. Note that Z is such that fd3x§f
has the dimension of energy.

We define the action as

1 4 * %

S= JdtL: Ejd xZ(¥,¥",0,¥,0,¥"), (237)
where d*x = dx°d’x is the infinitesimal four-volume. Apply-
ing the variational principle to the action, i.e., demanding
that the infinitesimal variation of the action vanishes,

85=0, (238)
we get the following Euler-Lagrange equations:
L 5[ 97 ) (239)
o #\9(0,¥)
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0Z 0Z
v = <a 3, ) (240)
(0,%7)

where the Einstein summation convention is implied for
repeated indexes. In obtaining equations (239) and (240),
we varied the fields ¥ and ¥* as two independent variables
and assumed that they vanished at the boundaries.

When inserted into equations (239) and (240), the sim-
plest Lagrangian density leading to the Lorentz covariant
Schrodinger equation and its complex conjugate is

hZ

& — 0, WO"F* +ihcP 0¥ - VIF|S,  (241)
2m ¥

asym —
where |¥|* =¥¥* and for simplicity, we write (0,%)(0"
¥*)=0,70"¥". If we take the nonrelativistic limit, we
recover the Lagrangian density that gives the Schrédinger

equation, i.e, lim.__, L = Lsa» Where

w ;
Loy = — 0, PIV* +ih¥P*0,¥ - V|¥|
A om
R (242)
h * . * ¥ 2
=——VV¥.V¥* +ikV* — - V|¥[".
2m ot

Note that Lagrangian density (241) is not symmetric in
the fields ¥ and ¥* due to the second term on the right-
hand side. This is solved by working with the following Her-
mitian Lagrangian density:

K ihc

Logm = 50 VIV + — (V0¥ ~ VO, ¥") - V¥

sym =

(243)

The Lagrangian densities (241) and (243) are connected
by a four-divergence and as such are equivalent. Specifically,
Loym =L ssym + 0,f*, where f° = —ihc|¥|*/2 and f/ =0.

The advantage of working with the symmetric form is
related to the fact that all Noether currents inherit that sym-
metry. This is not always the case with the asymmetric
Lagrangian density although, as expected, the conserved
Noether charges are the same working with either Lagrang-
ian density. Furthermore, after a long but straightforward
calculation, we can show that the symmetric Lagrangian
density, equation (243), is Lorentz invariant if ¥ transforms
according to equation (18) and 0 p transforms as a covariant
vector. The asymmetric Lagrangian density, on the other
hand, is not Lorentz invariant, although the action §
[d'xZ
Lagrangian is also Lorentz invariant since we already have
Lorentz invariance at the level of its Lagrangian density.
For all these reasons, we will only work with the symmetric
Lagrangian density in the rest of this work.

Specifically, we will employ the following symmetric
Lagrangian density to describe the Lorentz covariant Schro-
dinger fields, akin to the usual way one writes the complex

asym —

asym 15 Obviously, the action for the symmetric
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field Klein-Gordon Lagrangian density,

imc 2mV

* 1 * *
L=0, W + — (V"0 ¥ ¥") - = kdk
L dmc . 2mV
=0T + — WO - - ke
(244)

Note that & = (2m/h2)$sym. Also, if in equation (244)
we set V =0 and use equation (108), we obtain the complex
field Klein-Gordon Lagrangian density.

6.1. The Hamiltonian Density. The Hamiltonian density of
the Lorentz covariant Schrodinger equation is obtained from
the Lagrangian density (244) by the following Legendre
transformation;

0Z 0Z

H =11,0¥ +11,: 0,V - L = 36,9 + Waow* -,

(245)
where 9, = cd,. Here,

Il - 0 1 &
Y7 0(8,%)  c0(0,F) (246)
0Z 1 o0&

Iy =

3(3,77) ~ ca(0,¥")

are, respectively, the conjugate momenta to the fields ¥ and
¥*. Due to the symmetry of the Lagrangian density in those
fields, it is not difficult to see that ITy. = ITy,. A direct calcu-
lation gives

. ,
Iy = -3, + T v, (247)
c h
1 im
My =-0,¥ - —V. 248
= 0¥~ — (248)

Now, inserting equations (244), (247), and (248) into
(245), we get

2mV
hZ

H =0,10, ¥ +V¥ -V¥* + |7 (249)

Looking at equation (249), we see that it is clearly posi-
tive for the free-field case (V =0) as well as whenever mV
> 0. For mV <0, the positiveness of equation (249) can be
broken for a sufficiently high value of [mV|. Also, using
equations (247) and (248), we can express the temporal
derivatives appearing in equation (249) as functions of the
fields ¥ and ¥* and their conjugate momenta. This leads
to the following way of writing the Hamiltonian density:

. imc . m*c? 2V )
H =Ty +VY - VY™ + = (P =¥ Iy ) + - (1 + W)M :

(250)
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Noting that ITy- = I}, equation (250) becomes

H 2
F = I T +VY -V + 1 (W1, - W*IT},)

h
m?c? 2V
(e 2 =l e v s

+ JR—
mc?

2me (PIT,) + () 2V
- m ,
h ¥ K mc? ]

where Im (z) stands for the imaginary part of the complex
number z. Setting V =0, we can write the Hamiltonian den-
sity as

2.2 . 2
TP+ B (v, - vy,

K = ITy+VY - V™ + ; -

(252)

Note that the first three terms at the right-hand side are
formally the same as those appearing in the complex field
Klein-Gordon Hamiltonian density while the last one is par-
ticular to the Hamiltonian density of the Lorentz covariant
Schrodinger equation. This last term couples the conjugate
momenta with the fields.

6.2. The Noether Currents. Here, we assume that the external
potential V' is constant. This means that the Lagrangian den-
sity (244) does not depend explicitly on the space-time coor-
dinates, only on the fields and their derivatives. As such,
whenever the Lagrangian density [4], and more generally
the action [5], is invariant under a continuous one-
parameter set of transformations, or a symmetry transfor-
mation for short, we get a local conserved current. This is
the essence of Noether’s theorem [4, 5].

Calling 6x,, an infinitesimal variation of the space-time
coordinates, 8%, =¥’ (x') - ¥(x) and 8% ="' (x") - ¥~
(x) the total variations of the fields, the Noether four-
current density of the Lagrangian density (244) reads

o0& 0Z
= W+ =< OV - TH0x,, 253
J a(aﬂqj) Tt a(aﬂqj*) T Xy ( )
where the canonical energy-momentum tensor is
g = ai Yy o4 aiavq/* -g"Z. (254)
0(0,%) 0(0,¥7)

Note that to first order in the infinitesimal variation Sxﬂ,
we have

8V =W (x) - ¥(x) +0x40,¥ (x) = 0 (x) + 6x+0, ¥ (),
(255)
with a similar expression for 6'¥'7.

If under a symmetry transformation the Lagrangian den-
sity is invariant (8% = 0), we obtain the continuity equation
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d,j* =0. Thus, the following quantity is conserved:

Jd3xj°(x). (256)

6.2.1. Invariance under Space-Time Translations. Under a

space-time translation, ¥'(x') =¥ (x) and thus, ¥, =8

¥7 = 0. Using this fact and assuming an infinitesimal con-

stant translation 8x# = a* of the coordinates, it is not difficult

to see that the Lagrangian density (244) is invariant under

such operation.

In this case, the Noether current (253) becomes

H=-T"a (257)

v
where
TH = 3FW B + WP + % (P70"W - WP )5 - g .

(258)

Since each component of a* is arbitrary and independent
of each other, we obtain that

9,7" =0, v=0,1,2,3. (259)

The corresponding conserved “charges” are
H= J d’xT0 = Jd%c%, (260)
cPl = Jd%.@ﬂf = Jd3x(c91), j=1,2,3. (261)

Using equations (244) and (258), a direct computation
gives

2mV
h2

K =0, POV +V¥ - V¥* + 7% (262)

P = W I 1 PP + % (qv*ahp - lpaf'av*)

2mc

—2Re (a‘)lff*afav) -5 Im (‘P*aj'f’),

(263)

where Re (z) is the real part of the complex number z.
Comparing equation (262) with (249), we see that, as
expected, they are identical. Equation (262) is the Hamilto-
nian density of the Lorentz covariant Schrédinger equation,
and its associated conserved charge, equation (260), is the
Hamiltonian H giving the total energy of the system. The
three quantities %/, j = 1, 2, 3, are interpreted as the momen-
tum density associated with the fields ¥ and ¥* along three
orthogonal spatial directions. This is true because they are
derived from the invariance of the Lagrangian density under
spatial translations. The associated conserved charges, P/,
are the total momentum of the fields projected along three
orthogonal spatial directions (cf. equation (261)). Note also

27

that for c — 00, the first term on the right-hand side of equa-
tion (263) goes to zero and P/ — (2m/h) Im (¥*0'¥). This
latter term is proportional to the momentum density of the
nonrelativistic Schrodinger Lagrangian, which is given by —if
"0, if we use the appropriate nonrelativistic normalization
for the wave function.

We can also write the momentum density vector P
= (P, P, P?) as

2
¢ =2 Re ("' V) + = Im (V).

(264)

Similarly to what we did with the Hamiltonian density,
if we use equations (247) and (248), we can express the
momentum density as a function of the conjugate
momenta,

P = [T, + [T, 9'¥* =2 Re (H,,aj'}’), (265)

where the last term comes from the fact that ITy. =IT,.
And noting that ¢’ =-0;, we have

P =-2Re (II;V¥). (266)
6.2.2. Invariance under Spatial Rotations. Under a spatial
rotation, we also have §¥ =8¥7} =0 (see equation (21)).
Now, however, an infinitesimal spatial rotation leads to &
x" =@ x¥, where the tensor w is antisymmetric. Using
the notation [w}], to label about which axis we are rotat-
ing, rotations about the x-, y-, and z-axes are, respectively,

given by the tensors [w}],, [w}],, and [w}];. Calling ¢ the
infinitesimal angle of rotation, we have [w3], =—-[w3], =

[@}], = —[w]], = [w}], = —[w?], =&, with all the other [w}],
being zero. Putting together all these results and noting
that the Lagrangian density (244) is unchanged by this
symmetry operation, the Noether current (253) becomes

)= =T [wya i x" (267)
where w,, = -w, and 9,[j"]; =0.

Fixing our attention to a rotation about the z-axis and
noting that ¢ is an arbitrary constant, we have,

'] ,= (7% - T, (268)
with the corresponding conserved charge
M = Jd3x[j°]3= Jd3x(cl3). (269)

Computing explicitly 7 and 7* using equation
(254), we can express the angular momentum density
along the z-direction as
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o = (a"sv - %‘I’) (P2'w* - x'9%)
(270)

+ (aO‘P* + %‘I’) (Po'¥ - x'3*P).

If we repeat the above calculation for rotations about
the x- and y-axis, we get similar results, showing that the
angular momentum densities along the x- and y-direc-
tions, I' and P, are obtained from P by cyclic permuta-
tions of the spatial indexes. The angular momentum
density vector 1= (I',/>,I’) can be written as

= (a"av— im%‘f’)rx VYt <a°lP* + im%‘}’*)rx vy
=2Re Kaoq/* + imhclp*)rx V‘P],
(271)
where the symbol x above stands for the cross product.

Using the three-dimensional Levi-Civita tensor e’
can rewrite the angular momentum density vector as

, WE

F=2Re Kaoav* + ?W*)sijkxiajll’} . (272)

Here, eF = gl gi* gke , , where e, = 1 for abc = 123 and
cyclic permutations, ¢€,,. =—1 for abc =213 and cyclic per-
mutations, and ¢,,. =0 whenever at least two indexes are
equal.

Note that the angular momentum density tends to 1
—> 2 Re [(im/h)¥*r x V¥] when ¢ — oo, which is pro-
portional, up to a normalization constant, to the angular
momentum density of the nonrelativistic Schrédinger
Lagrangian.

Finally, using equations (247) and (248), we can write
the angular momentum density as a function of the conju-
gate momenta,

1= X [T, V&* + 1 x [T, V¥ = 2r x Re [[T,V¥].  (273)

It is worth mentioning that the “correct” sign for the
angular momentum density does not follow from Noether’s
theorem and in order to have an angular momentum density
agreeing with the standard definition of angular momentum,
we need to insert a minus sign [2]. Using equation (266), this
gives

1=-2rxRe [I[I,V¥]=rx P (274)

the expected standard relation between vector momen-
tum and vector angular momentum densities. Observe that
the total angular momentum is given by (we are running
out of letters to denote the several quantities in this work.
We used the letter M for the angular momentum instead
of L since the latter is already used to denote the Lagrangian.
Sometimes, we will even use the same letter to denote differ-
ent quantities in order to comply with the usual notation for
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those quantities. The context will make it clear which mean-
ing to ascribe to a given notation)

M= J dxl. (275)

6.2.3. Invariance under Global Phase Transformations. The
Lagrangian density (244) is clearly invariant under the fol-
lowing transformation of the field:

¥'(x) = e 0¥ (x), (276)
where 0 is a real constant. For an infinitesimal 0, we get that
¥'(x) = (1 - i0)¥(x). This leads to

0¥ = —i0¥ (x) (277)

and analogously to

SV = iV (x). (278)

Since now there is no change in the coordinates (we are
dealing with an internal symmetry), we have that dx* =0.
The Noether current (253) is thus

p= 2 swie 27 s

30,7 " 3,7 (279)

Inserting equations (244), (277), and (278) into (279)
and dropping the arbitrary constant 6, we get

i=(757) =PV - VYY) (280)
and
P =—i(FO, P — P O, + % R, (281)

where we used that 9, = 8° and 0;= ~0'. The conserved

charge is (we use g and Q instead of g and Q since we save
the latter to represent the exact SI value of a given particle’s
electric charge)

Q= J dxj = Jd3x(c q)- (282)

Comparing equations (280) and (281) with equations
(82) and (83), we see that, up to a multiplicative constant
equal to —71/(2m), they are the same. We have thus recovered
the probability four-current density we obtained before
using a different method.

As we did to the other conserved quantities, we can
express the charge density q in terms of the conjugate
momenta of the fields. Inserting equations (247) and (248)
into (281), we get

G=—i(¥Il, - V*I1;) =2 TIm (V). (283)
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6.3. Discrete Symmetries. We now briefly discuss the three
major discrete symmetries one usually encounters in any
field theory, namely, space inversion (parity), time reversal,
and charge conjugation. We save for later, after we second
quantize the Lorentz covariant Schrédinger equation, a more
thorough discussion on this subject, specially the aspects
related to charge conjugation. However, even at the first
quantization level, we already see that the charge conjuga-
tion operator requires a different definition in order to
“save” the CPT theorem. Actually, it will become clear after
second quantization that the Lagrangian density (244) sat-
isfies the CPT theorem only if we define the charge conjuga-
tion operator such that it also implements what we will call
the “mass conjugation operation.” Simply put, we must
change the sign of the mass m when applying the charge
conjugation operation. Only in this way can we properly
exchange the roles of particles with antiparticles and, at the
same time, satisfy the CPT theorem.

6.3.1. Space Inversion or Parity. Space inversion is imple-
mented by changing the sign of the space coordinates of
the system under investigation,

x=(nt) —x' = (r', t') =(-11t). (284)

Following the same steps detailed in ref. [5], it is not dif-
ficult to see that the parity operation leads to the following
transformation rule for the second quantized field associated
with the Lorentz covariant Schrodinger equation:

PV (1,0)P = P (-r,1). (285)

Here, & is a unitary operator denoting the space
inversion operation. (The most general parity operation
is PP (r, t)gﬁ:rlp'f/(—r, t), with #, a complex number
such that |5, | =1. However, for charged scalar fields,
one can always set #, = 1 without losing in generality. This
argument is still valid for the time reversal and charge
conjugation operations. See ref. [5] for details.) Note that
we are using the symbol “A” to distinguish the second
quantized fields from the classical ones. In Section 7, we
will drop the hat symbol when dealing with operators to
simplify notation.

Using equation (285) and its complex conjugated ver-
sion, as well as equation (284) and the fact that under space
inversion (0, 9;) — (0y,~0;), we can show that

PL (1, )P = Z(-1,1), (286)
PP =0, (287)
PP =P, (288)

FMP =M, (289)

where Z, H, P, and M are the second quantized versions of
the Lagrangian density, the Hamiltonian, the linear momen-
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tum vector, and angular momentum vector of the Lorentz
covariant Schrédinger equation (see equations (244), (260),
(261), and (275)). The relations given by equations (286)-
(289) are the ones expected from our classical intuition
about space inversion.

6.3.2. Time Reversal. Time reversal is given by changing the
sign of the time coordinate only,

x=(rt)—x' = (r', t') = (r,-t). (290)

As before, the same techniques given in ref. [5] to build
the time reversal operator for the Klein-Gordon field remain
valid here. Repeating those steps, we get an antiunitary oper-

ator 7 that implements the time reversal operation. Its
action on the quantum field ¥ is

TV, )T =¥ (r,-t). (291)
Since J is antiunitary, we have that
G5 =2, (292)

where z is a complex number.
Using equations (290)-(292) and that (9, 9;) — (—0,,

0;) under time reversal, we now have

T20)T =Z(r-t), (293)
gHT' =8, (294)
G5 " =-p, (295)

MG =-M. (296)

Note that due to the explicit presence of the imaginary i
in the expression for the Lagrangian density, the antiunitar-
ity of 7 is crucial to obtain the above relations.

6.3.3. Charge Conjugation. Charge conjugation is not related
to space-time coordinate transformations, and since it
exchanges particles with antiparticles, it has no immediate
classical analog. In fact, it is defined such that the creation
and annihilation operators for particles are transformed to
the ones associated with antiparticles.

If we follow the prescription defining the charge conju-
gation operator for the Klein-Gordon fields, we see that it
is given by a unitary operator & such that

TV ()& =¥ (x).

(297)

However, when applying it to the Lagrangian density
(244), we realize that, due to the presence of the term pro-
portional to the imaginary number i, the charge conjugation
operation (297) does not leave the Lagrangian density
invariant (normal ordering implied). This fact, together with
how the parity and time reversal operations & and J affect
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the Lagrangian density, would lead to a violation of the CPT
theorem since we are dealing with a Lorentz invariant
Lagrangian. A possible fix would be to define & as an antiu-
nitary operator. This will change the sign of 7 in the Lagrang-
ian density, leaving it invariant under charge conjugation.

Although an antiunitary charge conjugation operator
solves the CPT theorem violation problem, we will see in
Section 7 that either a unitary or an antiunitary € does not
properly exchange the roles of particles with antiparticles.
The only acceptable solution is to extend the charge conju-
gation operation such that it anticommutes with any func-
tion of the mass. Putting it simply, we must change the
sign of the mass m when applying the extended charge con-
jugation operator.

If we define the “mass conjugation” operator % such
that

=t
Mf(m) A = f(~m), (298)
where f(m) is an arbitrary function of the mass m, the
extended charge conjugation operator we need is given by
€, =G, (299)
with & given by equation (297). It is not difficult to see that
@, leaves the Lagrangian density (244) invariant and, as we
will see in Section 7, it properly changes the roles of particles
with antiparticles. (We implicitly assumed that we were

dealing with the free field (V = 0). However, looking at equa-
tion (244), everything that was said above also applies to V

#0 provided that &,, V@In =-V. If V satisfies the previous
transformation property, we get that equations (300)-(303)
are also satisfied. Moreover, it is not difficult to see that the
Lagrangian density (244) is invariant if we simultaneously
apply the following three transformations: m — —m, V
— ~V, and ¥ — exp [-i2mc’t/h]'¥.)

Using equation (299), we can show that

€, 2108, = Z(x 1), (300)
%,0%" =1, (301)

€, pg! =P, (302)
%,M@' =M. (303)

6.3.4. The CPT Theorem. The CPT theorem applies to the
Lorentz covariant Schrodinger Lagrangian if we use the
extended charge conjugation operator &,, defined above.
Strictly speaking, we have the CPTM theorem here since
not only the charge but the mass must change sign to leave
the action invariant.

If we define the CPT operation by

~ ~ o~

0=%,27 = NCPT, (304)
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it is not difficult to show that

OZ(x)0' = Z(-x), (305)
606 =1, (306)
©PO =P, (307)

OMO = -M. (308)

Using equation (305) and equation (237) that defines the
action, we get after changing the variables x — —x
630" =3. (309)

In other words, the action is invariant under the CPT
operation (304) defined here.

6.3.5. More on the New Charge Conjugation Operation. In a
static external gravitational field, we can as a first approxi-
mation model the interaction of a particle with inertial mass
m by setting V = m_ ¢(x), where ¢(x) represents the gravita-
tional potential associated with the field acting on the parti-
cle and m, the particle’s gravitational mass (“gravitational

charge”). The corresponding interaction Lagrangian density
is given by (see equation (244))

.
& —2mm ¥ ¥ '
int hz

(310)

So far, we have not said how the charge conjugation
operator affects the gravitational mass. Assuming the latter

is invariant under the action of &,,, we have that

P
2 AN
2 o g - MMPTE 5

m==int“m — hz int>

(311)

where normal ordering is implied and we have used equa-
tions (298), (299), and that €, m - m,. Note that @m

m'"tg P m
commutes with ¢ since the former does not act on the exter-
nal source of the gravitational field.

Since the free-field part of equation (244) does not
change under the action of &,,, the minus sign in equation
(311) obtained after applying the charge conjugation opera-
tion implies that antiparticles will react to the external grav-
itational field differently when compared to the response of
particles to the same field. If we had an attractive interaction
when dealing with particles, we would now get a repulsive
one for antiparticles. Note that we can make particles and
antiparticles respond in the same way to a gravitational field
if we postulate that the charge conjugation operation antic-
ommutes with the gravitational mass m. This is equivalent
to assuming that m 4 =m in equation (311). In other words,

if the gravitational mass and inertial mass are equal, we will
always have particles and particles, antiparticles and
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antiparticles, and particles and antiparticles attracting each
other gravitationally.

What happens if we now have an external static electric
field? After the minimal coupling prescription, the interact-
ing part of the Lagrangian density becomes (see equations
(172) and (B.12))

where A° is the source of the external electromagnetic field.
Applying the charge conjugation operator, we now get (nor-
mal ordering implied)

2 7 @ - f_‘f(@*aoiv)m

int “m h

where we used that y = mc/h changes sign under the action
of @,, since it depends on m; the external potential A° is
unaffected by the action of the charge conjugation operator.
Comparing equations (312) and (313), we see that we can go
from one to the other by simply changing the sign of the
charge q. This is the expected result when we apply the
charge conjugation operation: the antiparticle behaves like
a particle with opposite electric charge. Note that we would
have obtained the same conclusion if instead of working
with the minimal coupling prescription, we had used equa-
tion (244) with the electrostatic interaction modeled by set-
ting V =gq¢(x), with ¢(x) denoting the electrostatic
potential of the external electric field.

7. Second Quantization of the Lorentz
Covariant Schrodinger Equation

We now start the canonical quantization of the Lorentz
covariant Schrodinger fields. We will try to stay as close as
possible to the notation and traditional ways of dealing with
the canonical quantization of a classical field theory [4, 5].
After finishing the canonical quantization of the free field
and the computation of the Feynman propagator, we will
present two applications of the present formalism. We will
analyze the scattering cross section for two particles whose

interaction is given by (1/4)[¥(x)¥'(x)]’, and we will also
develop the scalar electrodynamics for the Lorentz covariant
Schrodinger fields. Comparisons with the predictions com-
ing from the complex Klein-Gordon fields subjected to these
same interactions will also be made as well as with interac-
tions that break Lorentz invariance.

7.1. General Solution to the Lorentz Covariant Schridinger
Equation. We can write the most general free-field solution
(V'=0) of equation (63) as (to simplify notation, we will
not use the symbol “A” to denote the second quantized field
operators)

31

¥ (x)= J dk, age " et J dk_bf et e, (314)

which is equivalent to
¥(x) = Jc}vk+akei”xu ey J (il{,bltei"xoeik" =¥*(x)+ ¥ (x).
(315)

Note that we must multiply b as well as a; by e’
Here, the expansion coefficients a, and b], which depend

on the wave number k = (k', k%, k%), were promoted to oper-
ators. Also, kx =k,x* and

0 _ Wk Ey

= T = @) (316)
By = \/m2ct + B2|k], (317)
Wy = FUC+ Wy, (318)
mc
= me 319
h== (319)
dk, = f. (k| )d’k, (320)

with f_ (|k|) real functions that depend only on the magni-
tude of the wave number. The integration in d’k are carried
out from —o0 to co and the fields are usually assumed to be
zero at the boundaries of integration.

If we want ay (b,) and aj (bf) to be bona fide particle
(antiparticle) annihilation and creation operators, we should
impose the following commutation relations [4]:

[ak, a;,] = [bk, bH =50 (k —k’), (321)
[ ] = [by by ] =0, (322)
(4 by = [ak, bH =0, (323)

where 6% (k- k') = 8(k' — k' )o(k> - K )o(K —k*) is the
three-dimensional Dirac delta function.

With these assumptions, we must choose the functions
f.(|k|) such that the standard equal-time commutation rela-
tions among the fields ¥(x) and ¥ (x) and their conjugate
momenta are satisfied. In other words, f,(|k|) is fixed in

order to have the following set of commutation relations
valid:

{‘I’(t, r),I1, (t, r')} =iho® (r - r'),

[‘I’T(t, r), [Tyt (t, r/)} =iho® (r - r').

We also require that the remaining commutators involv-
ing any other combinations among the ¥-fields, among their

(324)

(325)
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conjugate momenta, and among them and their conjugate
momenta are zero.

As we show in Appendix A, using equations (321)-(323),
we can only satisfy equations (324) and (325), together with
the other field commutation relations that must be zero, if

1/2
hz
¢ > . (326)

k)= k)= ——
fo(lkl)=f_(lk]) ((2ﬂ)32wk
where w, is given by equation (316). Using equation (326),
we can write equation (315) as

12
ipx hc? —i i
¥(x)=e" Jd3k (M) (ake ke y b]tek"). (327)

Note that the standard complex Klein-Gordon field
expansion is given by equation (327) without the term
e’ [4].

Inserting equation (327) into the normal ordered expres-
sions for the free-field Hamiltonian, linear momentum, and
conserved charge, equations (260), (261), and (282), respec-
tively, we get (see Appendix A)

H= Jd%(hw;altak + hwl;bltbk), (328)
Pi= Jd3k [hkf (a;ak + b;;bk)], (329)
0= J &Ik [h (a{(ak - bf(bk)} : (330)
where
E; = hwg = Fmc + Ey. (331)

Looking at equations (328) and (331), we see that the
energies associated with particles and antiparticles are not
the same, contrary to what one gets when dealing with the
Klein-Gordon Hamiltonian. These energies are, neverthe-
less, always nonnegative, solving the “negative energy prob-
lem” that we faced when dealing with the first quantized
fields (Section 5.1). Moreover, if m — —m, we get that E;
— E,.. In this sense, when it comes to their energies, the
particles and antiparticles can be regarded as effectively dif-
fering by the sign of its mass. However, as can be seen look-
ing at equations (329) and (330), the linear momentum and
conserved charge do not depend explicitly on the sign of the
mass m. We can also understand the meaning of E;; by not-
ing that E; is actually the kinetic energy associated with a
classical relativistic particle. In this way, E, is the “kinetic
energy” of a particle with an effective negative mass and it
is in this sense that the discussion carried out in Section
5.1 about negative masses should be understood. (Note that
in the present theory, the mass of a particle cannot be pro-
portional to the expectation value of the Hamiltonian in its
rest frame, where the expectation value is computed using
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a single particle state af |0) =|1,), with k=0 since we are
in the particle’s rest frame [5]. This is true because equations
(328) and (331) give (1, |H|1) =0. This implies that the
usual proof stating that particles and antiparticles must have
the same mass as defined by the previous expectation value
cannot be applied here (see pages 331 and 332 of [5]).)
One might wonder if it is not possible to force the ener-
gies of the particles and antiparticles to be the same, in par-
ticular equal to E,, by properly adjusting the values of
f.(Ik|) in equation (315). As we show in Appendix A, this
is possible. But the price to pay is a theory that is apparently
no longer local. This feature shows up since we can only
make particles and antiparticles have the same energy if [
(t,r), ¥ (t,r")] # 0, which leads to a violation of the micro-
causality condition. Also, the fact that the latter commutator
is not null implies a modification to equations (324) and
(325); i.e., we no longer have a canonically second quantized
theory (see Appendix A). Unless stated otherwise, we will
not deal with this scenario in the remaining of this section.

7.2. Continuous and Discrete Symmetries. The conserved
Noether “charges” obtained for the classical fields in Section
6.2 manifest themselves here, for instance, in the following
commutators being zero (see equations (328)-(330)):

[H, H) = [H, P] = [H, Q} =0. (332)

This means that the energy, the momentum, and the
charge are all conserved for the free field.

Moving on to the discrete symmetries, we can now finish
the discussion initiated in Section 6.3. Starting with space
inversion (parity), we can now insert equation (327) into

(285) to obtain the following transformation rules for the
creation (annihilation) operators:

PP =a, PalF =d, .
P07 =b_, PP =1,

Proceeding similarly with the time reversal operator, we
get

(334)

(335)

The analysis of charge conjugation, as anticipated in Sec-
tion 6.3, is a little more involved. If we apply the standard

charge conjugation operator @, i.e. equation (297), to equa-
tion (327), we get

‘%‘P(x)%* = J de(Fg ak(fg’remxo ke ;gblf(%fe,-ﬂxoeikx) .

(336)

where dk = y/hc2/ [(277)*2w, ]d’k. Comparing equation (336)
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with the complex conjugate of equation (327),

¥h(x) = chlc(bke”"”‘o ek al‘;e*i“"oeik"), (337)

we realize that is not possible to identify ‘%ak‘%T with b, and
‘fgb};‘? with af due to the presence of the term e in equa-
tion (336) and e in equation (337). Defining € antiuni-
tary will not do the job either since in this case, equation
(336) becomes

Y7 = Jik(%ak%* O G ).
(338)

Comparing equation (338) with (337), we see that we do
not get the expected interchange of particles with antiparti-
cles. Actually, we get ‘%ak‘%T =aj and ‘%bﬂ‘? =by.

However, we can get a bona fide charge conjugation
operator if we use &,, as given by equation (299). The oper-
ator €, incorporates the “mass conjugation” operation as
defined in equation (298). This means that &,, anticom-
mutes with any function of the mass m. In this case, we have

m

2, ¥ ()T = J ak(@, 0B 4 bl B e ),

(339)

since y is linear in m and k° and dk are functions of m?,
Comparing equation (339) with (337), we immediately get

%mak%; = bk’ (%malt%;l = blt’ (340)

%mbk‘%:n =ay, %mblt%; =af, (341)
the desired properties of a good charge conjugation
operator.

We should also mention that although we used equation
(327) to arrive at the previous transformation properties for
the creation and annihilation operators, all the results
remain valid had we used equation (315) and the fact that

‘%mdki%jn = dk.. In particular, this means that all the previ-
ous results apply to the creation and annihilation operators
of the noncanonically second quantized theory given in
Appendix A.

7.3. Microcausality and the Lorentz Covariance of the Field
Commutators. Our first task will be the explicit calculation
of the commutator [¥(x),¥'(y)] at arbitrary space-time
points x = (x% x',x%,x*) and y=(° y',»% »*). This will
allow us to clearly see its Lorentz covariance and prove that
the Lorentz covariant Schrodinger fields respect the micro-
causality condition [4, 5]. Then, we will present a general
argument connecting the commutators between the Lorentz
covariant Schrodinger fields with the commutators of the
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Klein-Gordon fields, allowing us to readily extend the com-
mutation properties of the latter to the former fields.

Let us start introducing the following shorthand nota-
tion for the field operators,

¥(x)=¥,, ¥ (x)=¥], (342)

Iy (x) = I, Iy (x) = I

x?

(343)

where the last equality causes no confusion since for the
Lorentz covariant Schrodinger fields, we always have ITy+
(x)=IT},(x). Now, using equations (315), (342), and
(343), we get

[¥(x), ¥ (7)) = {‘P;, (‘I’;)T] + [‘P;, (W;)T} (344)

where we used that [¥7, (‘I’;)T] =¥, (‘P;)*] =0 to arrive
at the right-hand side of equation (344). (Note that
(#5)" is one thing and (¥])" is another. The latter is
the positive frequency part of W!, associated with the
destruction operator by, while the former is the adjoint
of ¥7.) This is true since ¥} is proportional to the oper-
ator ay, (‘:F’;)T to by, and [ay, b/ =0.

Using the explicit plane wave expansions for ¥ as given
in equation (315) and the commutation relations (321), we
obtain

[‘P;, (aﬁ) T] = ihcAZy(x - y), (345)

where
Ak (x) = e A (x), (346)
A (x) = ﬁjd% (£~ (k)] *e™. (347)

The subscript “LS” reminds us that the quantities above
are the ones for the Lorentz covariant Schrodinger fields.
The same quantities without the subscript, as we will see
shortly if we use equation (326), are the ones we obtain deal-
ing with the complex Klein-Gordon fields.

Using equations (345) and (346), we can write equation
(344) as

[#(x), 1 ()] = ihe Mg (x - ), (348)

where

Ap(x) = Afg(x) + Arg(x) = € [A" (x) + A7 (x)] = € A(x).
(349)
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If we now use equation (326), we get

N ~ Fic s eIikx AF(y
A*(x) = 2(2n)3jdk =) (650)
and
Ax) = A*(x) + A (x) = (2_7:)3Jd3k Sinwikx). (351)

As usual, we are employing the definitions given in equa-
tions (316)-(319). Equations (350) and (351) are exactly the
ones we get when working with the complex Klein-Gordon
Lagrangian [4, 5]. Note that A(x) and A*(x) satisfy the
Klein-Gordon equation [4, 5] and a direct calculation shows
that A;¢(x) and Afg(x) satisfy the Lorentz covariant Schro-
dinger equation.

The Lorentz invariant form of equation (351) is [4]

(27)’

Ax) = Jd4k8(k2 - yz)e(ko)e_ik", (352)

where d*k = dk°dk'dk*dk’, k* =k k", u, and kx =k x" are
Lorentz invariants and the integrals run from —oo to co.
Here, £(k°) gives the sign of k°, which is also Lorentz invari-
ant. (The sign of k° is invariant under proper Lorentz trans-
formations for time-like vectors, which is what we have here
for the four-vector k due to the mass shell condition &
(k2 —u?). By a proper Lorentz transformation, we mean
spatial rotations and Lorentz boosts. Time reversal and
space inversion are excluded.)

Looking at equations (348) and (349), it is clear that the
commutator (348) is covariant under spatial rotations. Let us
see what happens under a Lorentz boost. Assuming, without
loss of generality, a Lorentz boost along the x!-direction, we
have

A(x) — A(x), (353)
‘I’(x) N ei@(x)/hlf/(x>) (354)
x’— (¥ + px'), (355)

with 6(x) given by equation (19). Using equations (353)-
(355), a direct calculation gives

[‘I’x, ‘I’;] =ihcAg(x —y) — {‘I’x, ‘I’H =ihcAg(x ~y).
(356)

This last result, together with the covariance of the com-
mutator under spatial rotations, proves the covariance of |
¥ (x), ¥'(y)] under proper Lorentz transformations.

If we compute the previous commutator at equal times
(see equation (A.8) of Appendix A), we get

(¥ (t,x), ¥ (t,y)] =0, (357)
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which implies according to equation (348) that
Ag(0,x—y)=0. (358)

When the time argument is zero, equation (349) gives

As(0,x-y) =A(0,x —y), (359)
and thus, according to equation (358),
A(0,x—y) =0. (360)

But since A(x —y) is invariant under a proper Lorentz
transformation, we have that A(x—y)=0 whenever
(x—y)* <0. This is true because any two space-like vectors
are connected to each other via a proper Lorentz transfor-
mation. Also, the fact A(x—y)=0 when (x-y)* <0 and
equation (349) imply that Aj(x — y) =0 whenever (x - y)?
< 0. This last result combined with equation (348) and with
equation (356), which shows the Lorentz covariance of the
commutator, leads to

[¥(x), P (y)] =0, if (x—y)*<0. (361)

Equation (361), telling us that fields with space-like sep-
aration commute, is the microcausality condition. This guar-
antees that the second quantized Lorentz covariant
Schrodinger Lagrangian leads to a local quantum field the-
ory [4, 5].

We can also connect the field commutators of the
Lorentz covariant Schrédinger theory with the ones of the
Klein-Gordon theory as follows. First, if we use equation
(342), ie., the relation connecting the Lorentz covariant
Schrédinger Lagrangian with the Klein-Gordon one, we get

[#(¥'0)] = [0, @), (362)
where @(x) and @' (x) are the complex Klein-Gordon fields.
Moreover, applying equation (108) to (247), we obtain

Iy (x) = € g (x), (363)
where ITg(x) is the conjugate momentum to @(x). Thus,

using equations (108) and (363), the remaining nontrivial
(not obviously zero) commutators can be written as

[Ty (x), i (7)) = € # ) [y (x), g (v)], (364)

[ (), g (7)] = € [@0(x), T ()] (365)

The first thing worth noting is that the equal time com-
mutation relations of the Lorentz covariant Schrodinger and
Klein-Gordon fields are the same. Indeed, for equal times,
we have x°=y° and according to equations (362), (364),
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and (365), we immediately get

[‘P(t, X), ‘PT(t, y)]
[Ty (t,x), Iy ()]
[¥(t,x), [Ty (. y)]

[@(5, x), D' (t,y)],
[ (t, %), gt (£, Y)]>
[@(t, x), (1, )]

(366)

As such, we can understand equations (108) and (363) as
a canonical transformation since they preserve the commu-
tation relations as we move to the new “variables,” namely,
fields. It is also important to remark that equations (362),
(364), and (365) are only valid if equation (326) is true, since
this is the only way to guarantee a canonical quantization of
the Lorentz covariant Schrédinger fields. Therefore, equa-
tions (362), (364), and (365) do not apply to the nonca-
nonically quantized Lorentz covariant Schrodinger fields
given in Appendix A, where, for example, [¥(t, x), ¥ (¢, y)]
# 0, in clear contradiction to equation (362) and the fact that
[@(t,x), D (t,y)] = 0.

Before we move on to the computation of the Feynman
propagator, we note that we can write A*(x) and A(x) as
the following integrals, where k° is considered a complex
variable [4]:

. o 1 . e—th
A (x) = (27_[)4J 1d k o (367)
Ax) = - g o (368)
(x) (27_[)4 JC k2 _ ‘142

The complex contour integral in k; is such that C* is any
counterclockwise closed path encircling only +w, /c and C is
any counterclockwise closed path encircling wy /c and —w,/c,
the two simple poles of the integrand.

7.4. The Feynman Propagator. The first step towards a per-
turbative treatment of any interaction involving the Lorentz
covariant Schrodinger fields, or involving them and other
types of fields, is the calculation of the Feynman propagator.

The Feynman propagator Ay, (x — x') is defined as [4, 5]

ihc Ay (x - x’) = <O‘T{'P(x)‘1” (x’) } ‘o>,

where |0) is the vacuum state and we use the subscript “LS”
to differentiate the Feynman propagator associated with the
Lorentz covariant Schrodinger fields from Ap(x), the Feyn-
man propagator related to the Klein-Gordon fields.

In equation (369), the symbol T denotes time ordering,
giving rise to the T-product (time-ordered product),

(369)

T{‘I’(x)‘lﬁ (x') } = h(xO - xO,)W(x)BZ’T (x’) + h(xor - x0>‘1VJr (x’)‘l’(x),
(370)
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with h being the Heaviside step function,
h(x*) =1, ifx’>0,
(371)
h(x*) =0, ifx’<o0.

Using equation (345) and remembering that ¥ (x) = ¥*
(x) + ¥ (x), with ¥*(x) and ¥~ (x), respectively, functions
of annihilation and creation operators, we have

<0"P(x)‘I’T (x’)

<0"I’* (x')‘lf(x) ‘0> =—ihc Al (x - x').
If we now insert equations (370), (372), and (373) into
(369), we get

A, (x)=h (xO)Afs (x)—h (—xO)AES (x)

(372)

O> = ihc Af (x—x’),

(373)

(374)
and also

Ap, (%) =" Ap(x), (375)
if we employ equation (346). Here, Ag(x) = h(x°)A*(x) - h
(-x°)A~(x) is the Feynman propagator associated with the
complex field Klein-Gordon Lagrangian, also known as the
charged meson propagator [4, 5].

Under a proper Lorentz transformation, ¥ (x) changes
according to equations (18) and (19) while h(x°) is an
invariant. The latter is true because the sign of x° for time-
like vectors is not altered under a proper Lorentz transfor-
mation. These two facts lead to the following transformation
rule for equation (369):

Ap, (x) — AL (x). (376)

To arrive at equation (376), which tells us how the Feyn-
man propagator of the Lorentz covariant Schrodinger fields
transforms under a proper Lorentz transformation, we have
also assumed that the latter changes the vacuum state |0) by
at most a global phase. Equation (376), combined with the
transformation rule for x° and the invariance of A(x) under
a proper Lorentz transformation, allows us to show that
equation (375) is covariant under a proper Lorentz transfor-
mation, i.e.,

Ap, (x) = ei“"oAF(x) — A, (x) = ei"onF(x). (377)

Due to the connection between the Klein-Gordon and
the Lorentz covariant Schrodinger propagators as given by
equation (375), we can carry over the integral representa-
tions of the former to the latter. Following ref. [4], we have

Ap,(x) = (378)

eiﬂxo J 4k e—ikx
(m)*le, K -p
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where the contour of integration Cy, is given in Figure 2 and
should be understood in the following sense. For x° > 0, the
contour of integration is closed in the lower half of the com-
plex k’-plane, leading to a clockwise contour integration
whose path we denote by CJ.. On the other hand, for x0 <0,
we use the upper half plane to close the path of integration,
which gives a counterclockwise integration around path C.
In this way, computing the complex integral in k° using the
residue theorem, we obtain Af(x) for the former contour of
integration and —Aj¢(x) for the latter, the expected results
for the Feynman propagator (see equation (374)).

We can also write the Feynman propagator with all inte-
grals being real variable integrals if we slightly displace the
poles off the real axis,

T in, (379)

with 0 < # <« 1, and use the following integral representation:
eiyxo —ikx

4Jd4k 2
(2m) (ko) — ((wy/c) —in)*

Ap, (x)=
(380)

i’ —ikx
4
S P
(2m) k™ — u? +ie
To arrive at the last equality, we have neglected the #?

term since 7 <« 1 and made the following identification:

21w
s=’1k.

- (381)

With this definition, the k® variable is also integrated
from —oo to co. After the integration in k°, we take the limit
n— 0, or equivalently ¢ — 0, obtaining the correspond-
ing expression for the Feynman propagator, namely, A/q(x)
for x° > 0 and —A;¢(x) for x° < 0.

Using equation (380), we can show that the Feynman prop-
agator Ay, (x) is the Green function of the free Lorentz covar-
iant Schrodinger equation. Setting V' =0 in equation (63) and
replacing ¥ (x) for A (x) as given in equation (380), we obtain
after a little calculation and after taking the limit e — 0 that

eiyxo

9,0"A .
(27)

p (%) —2u0,Ap (x) = - Jd‘*k e (382)

Noting that the four-dimensional Dirac delta function can
be written as (27)*8™ (x) = fd4k ek, we get
0,0"Ap (x) -

200, A, (x) = =€ 8 (x) = -6 (x).

(383)

We have used that '8 (x) = 8 (x) = 0 for x° # 0 and
that limo__ e’ 8™ (x) =lim,o ;0 (x) to arrive at the last
equality. If we equate the left-hand side of equation (383) to
zero, we get the free Lorentz covariant Schrodinger equation.
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FiGure 2: The contours of integration leading to the Feynman
propagator for the Lorentz covariant Schrodinger fields.

Equating it to 6%
function, proving that A

(x), we obtain the definition of its Green’s
£, (%) is indeed the Green function of
the free Lorentz covariant Schrodinger equation. For the
Klein-Gordon equation, the analogous expression to equation
(383) is [5]
0,0V Ap(x) + U2 Ap(x) = 0¥ (x). (384)

7.5. Turning on the Interaction among the Fields. The tech-
niques built to perturbatively handle scattering problems
among interacting quantum fields, in particular those suited
to the Klein-Gordon fields [4, 5], remain valid for the Lorentz
covariant Schrédinger fields. Working in the interaction picture
(in previous sections of this work, specially when dealing with
the second quantization of the free fields, we were working in
the Heisenberg picture), it is not difficult to see that the Lorentz
covariant Schrédinger fields evolve according to the same
dynamical equations and satisfy the same commutation rela-
tions of the free fields. On the other hand, the evolution of the
quantum state describing the initial particle configuration
evolves according to the Schrodinger equation, whose Hamilto-
nian is given by the interaction part of the total Hamiltonian
describing the system being investigated. Moreover, a simple
inspection on the proofs leading to the Dyson series and to
Wick’s theorem shows that they remain valid here too.

As such, the probability amplitude for a system initially
in the state |a;,) to be found after the collision (scattering)
in the final state |, is

Sﬁ = <‘Xoutls|ain>‘ (385)

Here, invoking the adiabatic hypothesis, |a;,
eigenstates of the free-field Hamiltonian, with |«;,) the initial
state in the remote past (f — —00) and |«,,) the final state
in the far future (f — 00). The operator describing this tran-
sition is called the S-matrix and its manifestly covariant per-
turbative expansion is given by the Dyson series,

ini out > are

S:Texp{ = Jd“x%{m( )}

&, [-i/ hc
Ear j dhe, T{ (x,) - L () s

(386)

||M
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where T is the time ordering operator and %%, is the Hamil-
tonian density describing the interaction among the fields
expressed in the interaction picture (the superscript I denotes
interaction picture). Similarly to the Klein-Gordon case, the
time-ordered term in the Dyson series is expanded using
Wick’s theorem in order to carry out transition amplitude cal-
culations. It is in this step that the Feynman propagator (369)
appears, being usually called in this context a “contraction.”

An important property of the Lorentz covariant Schro-
dinger fields, valid when they are canonically quantized, is
the simple relation connecting them to the complex Klein-
Gordon fields as given by equations (108) and (363). These
relations, originally shown to be true for the free fields being
described in the Heisenberg picture, remain valid in the
interaction picture. This is easily seen either by inspecting
the time evolution of these fields in the interaction picture
or by noting that these transformations connecting the
Lorentz covariant Schrodinger fields to the Klein-Gordon
ones are given by c-numbers and, as such, commute with
the unitary transformation taking us from the Heisenberg
to the interaction picture. Written in the interaction picture,
equations (108) and (363) become

¥ (x) = ' @ (), (387)

11}, (x) = e 1T (x). (388)

As can be seen explicitly in Appendix B, these relations
are crucial to prove that to any order in perturbation theory
and for Lorentz covariant interactions, the Klein-Gordon
and the Lorentz covariant Schrodinger theories are essen-
tially equivalent. However, for interactions violating Lorentz
invariance, the predictions stemming from both theories are
drastically different (the noncanonically quantized theory
given in Appendix A is not equivalent to the Klein-Gordon
theory either, even for Lorentz covariant interactions. This
is true because, contrary to the canonically quantized case,
the propagator of the noncanonically quantized theory is
not trivially related to the Klein-Gordon one).

7.6. Breaking Lorentz Invariance. The equivalence between
the Klein-Gordon and the Lorentz covariant Schrédinger
theories established above is only valid for Lorentz invariant
Lagrangian densities (actually, being more general, we just
need Lorentz invariant actions). If we introduce, neverthe-
less, interaction terms breaking Lorentz invariance, we can
have certain processes that only occur in the Lorentz covar-
iant Schrodinger theory. See, however, Refs. [26, 27] for
interesting and alternative ways of introducing interaction
terms that break Lorentz invariance in the framework of
the standard Klein-Gordon theory and in the Higgs sector.

For example, consider the following interaction term (as
always, normal ordering is implied, and here, it is also
implied an adjoint term in order to have a Hermitian Ham-
iltonian):

H o ¥ (P1).

(389)
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This term is not Lorentz invariant since after a proper
Lorentz transformation, we have, according to equation
(18),

¥ (x) [#1 (x)] — e 200 (x) [P (). (390)

The analogous term for the Klein-Gordon theory,

namely, <D(<DT)3, is invariant under a proper Lorentz trans-
formation since in this case, ® — Q.

An interaction term such as (389) allows, among other
processes, for an antiparticle at rest to decay into two parti-
cles and one antiparticle, all of them at rest too (see
Figure 3(a)). This process is kinematically forbidden for
the Klein-Gordon theory, violating conservation of energy,
while for the Lorentz covariant Schrédinger theory, the total
energy and momentum can be made equal before and after
the decay.

This can be seen by noting that to first order in perturba-
tion theory (at the tree level), this process is associated with

the initial state |e;,) = b{|0) and to the final state |a,,) =
by aj ay 0). A nonnull probability amplitude is obtained
using the following term coming from (389):

v P o)

where (¥1)" destroys the antiparticle, ¥~ creates another

antiparticle, and [(¥1)7]* creates the remaining two parti-
cles. The previous field operators are defined by noting that
we can write ¥ =¥* + ¥~ and ¥ = (1) + (¥')", which
after equation (327) can be explicitly written as

Y¥(x) = JdSkfkeiWOe’ik"ak, (392)
¥ (x) = Jd3kfke"W°e"’<Xb]1, (393)
W) = [Prerta a9
W] = ke e, (395)
where
. he 1"
ke (271)32wk ’
o we Eyp (396)

¢ (he)’

E, =y/m2ct + W22 |k|*.

Suppressing the superscript I that indicates operators in
the interaction picture, equations (385), (386), and (391)
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x4
o (¥, ¥ A

H,, 0 ¥ (') H,,
FiGure 3: Feynman diagrams in momentum space showing two
possible processes for the Lorentz covariant Schrédinger theory
when we introduce interaction terms that break Lorentz invariance.
These two processes are kinematically forbidden for the Klein-
Gordon theory subjected to analogous interaction terms. (a) An
antiparticle (b-particle) with momentum k and energy E, decays
into another antiparticle and two particles (a-particles). The
energies of the particles are Ey and Ey . We can represent this
process by the following equation, b — baa. Note that the process
(not shown in the picture) in which particles and antiparticles
exchange roles, a — abb, is kinematically forbidden. (b) An
antiparticle decays into a photon and a particle, b — ay. The
processes (not shown in the picture) a — by, a — ay, and b —
by are all kinematically forbidden.

give to the first order in perturbation theory

“in>’

O]

S = (otou (397)

(398)
with g being the effective coupling constant associated with

this process. If we now use equations (392)-(395) and the
explicit expansion for |a;,(,y))> We get

Sél) =_%Jd4xd3ql d3Q4fq fq4 [Zyx +(d4=0~92—q3)% ]
- (0], ay,al, ), b, b, by, bi[0).
(399)

A direct calculation using the commutation relations
given by equation (321) leads to

- (ky - ‘I3)8(3) (k ‘lz) +6" (k q,)0
- (ky - ‘12)8(3> (ks —q3).

)(kl _ q1)5<3)

(400)

Inserting equation (400) into (399) and noting that by
relabeling the integration variables, the two terms in equa-
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tion (400) give the same contribution, we get
2i » 00 A
S =22 [diafufy f e R kb

2i
=_ﬁgfﬁﬁfhﬁg@”f5@#+k°—k?—kg—kbaw
- (k-k, -k, —k;).
(401)

To arrive at the last line, we employed the integral repre-
sentation of the Dirac delta function.

The two Dirac delta functions in equation (401) are
related to the conservation of energy and linear momentum
for the present process; i.e., S(ﬁl) is different from zero only if
the arguments of the delta functions are zero. Considering
the decaying particle at rest, we have hck® = mc> and k = 0.
Thus, conservation of energy leads to

2t KK kK=
2hcp + hek® = he (kY - k) — K3) = (402)

2mc* + mc* — Ey —E,

But Ey = /m?ct + hzc2|kj|2 <mc?, for j=1,2,3. There-

fore, we can only satisfy

_Ek3 = O.

3,2
Ey, +Ey, +Ey =3mc (403)
if k; = 0; i.e., all particles are at rest after the decay. Note that
the momentum conservation equation is automatically satis-
fied if k =k; =0.

We could have anticipated the possibility of this decay
process by noting that for the Lorentz covariant Schrédinger
theory, the particle and antiparticles have different energies,
Ej =-mc* + E, and E; = mc® + Ey, respectively (see equa-
tions (314), (328), and (331)]. Hence, if we look at the Feyn-
man diagram for this process (Figure 3(a)), energy
conservation leads to

Ey=Eg +E +E, (404)
which is exactly what we obtain according to equation (401)
if we use the definition of Ej. (for the Klein-Gordon theory,
the analog of equation (404) is Ey = Ey + E, + Ey, which
can never be satisfied. Indeed, in the rest frame of the anti-
particle with momentum k, we have E, =mc? while the
right-hand side is always greater or equal to 3mc*. Also, to
obtain the same predictions associated with the Lorentz
covariant Schrédinger theory when the fields interact

o« P(¥')’, we need for the Klein-
—i2yx°©

according to

int
Gordon theory an interaction given by 7, o<
(@), a very unnatural interaction term).

For Lorentz invariant interactions, which we have seen
must always be built with bilinear terms such as ¥'¥, this
gap of energy between particles and antiparticles gets
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“averaged out.” This happens because we always have an
equal number of ¢ and ¢ when we employ the field
expansions to do any calculation (see, for instance, equations
(392)-(395)). However, when we have an interaction term
breaking Lorentz invariance, we no longer have a balanced

YV . P
number of e*#* in the field expansions. This is why the pre-
vious process does not violate energy-momentum conserva-

tion and why we have Sﬁ) as given by equation (401).

Remark 1. The above interaction that breaks Lorentz invari-
ance should be considered with caution. It is best to under-
stand it as a “toy model” and not as a fundamental
interaction. The same should apply to the interaction we will
study next. They are simple examples illustrating a kinemat-
ically forbidden interaction in the framework of the Klein-
Gordon theory that is kinematically allowed in the frame-
work of the Lorentz covariant Schrodinger theory. The inter-
action term given by equation (389), leading to the Feynman
diagram of Figure 3(a), when taken alone brings to the table
an “unstable vacuum.” Since an antiparticle decays into two
particles and an antiparticle, the decay process will never
cease because we will always have the same antiparticle as
a product of the decay. This unstoppable proliferation of
decays is not currently observed. We could have avoided this

problem working with the following interaction, 7, o

('PT)S, which also breaks Lorentz invariance but leads to
one antiparticle decaying into only two particles. We can
alternatively understand the interaction (389) as being mod-
ulated by a time-dependent coupling constant that decreases
as time goes by. In primordial times, it was relevant, but
today, it is completely suppressed.

We can also have processes involving photons that are
not seen in the Klein-Gordon theory but that are present
in the Lorentz covariant Schrédinger theory if we introduce
appropriate Lorentz invariance-breaking terms in the inter-
action Hamiltonian density. For instance, interactions such
as

(P10, ¥") A" or T AH (405)

allow for the possibility of an antiparticle decaying into a
particle and a photon (see Figure 3(b)).

The equation expressing the conservation of energy for
this process is

E=Eji+E, (406)

which in the rest frame of the decaying particle (k=0)
becomes

mc* + Ey = —mc + Ep + Ey » (407)

2me* = -mc® + By + B . (408)
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Equation (407) tells us that we must have

Ey + B =3mc’, (409)

which can be satisfied since any process such that E,, + Ey

> mc* and that conserves momentum (k' + ky =0) is kine-
matically possible. The solution to this problem is Ey =4m
¢*/3, By =2mc*/3, and |p, | = Ip'| = helk, | = helk'| = 4mc/3.

For the Klein-Gordon theory, we would have instead of
equations (406) and (407)

Ek = Ek/ + Ek,’
k (410)
mc = Ep + Eky,

which cannot be satisfied because the right-hand side must
be greater than mc?.

Remark 2. The two interactions that break Lorentz invari-
ance studied in this section when taken alone lead to the vio-
lation of charge conservation as well. For the interaction
given by the Feynman diagram of Figure 3(b), we have, for
instance, a positive antiparticle decaying into a neutral pho-
ton and a negative particle. If we want to save charge conser-
vation, we can either say that those processes are forbidden
despite being kinematically allowed or postulate the exis-
tence of a negative antiparticle decaying in an analogous
way into a positive particle and a photon. Those two pro-
cesses taken together would lead to an overall charge conser-
vation in our universe. A similar reasoning can restore
overall charge conservation for the interaction (389).

Before we move on, it is worth mentioning two points
concerning the previous results. First, the Lorentz covariant
Schrédinger theory supplemented with appropriate interac-
tion terms that break Lorentz invariance might lead to sim-
ple and useful effective field theories to describe condensed
matter physical process. Indeed, in a condensed matter sys-
tem, there is a “privileged” inertial frame, namely, the con-
densed matter system itself, and the introduction of
Lorentz invariance-breaking interactions is not a serious
threat to the modeling of the interactions among pseudopar-
ticles within it.

Second, the asymmetry in the decay rates associated with
particles and antiparticles, due to the introduction of inter-
action terms breaking Lorentz invariance, points to a possi-
ble way to understand the asymmetry between matter and
antimatter in our universe [28]. As we previously remarked,

the introduction of an interaction term such as ¥W(¥')’
implies that only the decay b— baa is possible (see
Figure 3(a)), while the corresponding process obtained by
exchanging the roles of particles with antiparticles, a — a
bb, is kinematically forbidden. Therefore, for an initially
symmetric distribution of matter and antimatter, the asym-
metry in the previous two decay channels will eventually
lead to an asymmetry in the matter and antimatter distribu-
tion (baryogenesis). And if this asymmetry in the decay
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channels is always present and not counterbalanced by any
other process, in the long run, there will be practically no
antimatter in the universe.

Note that the underlying reason for the asymmetry in
the two decay channels above is the gap in the mass between
particle and antiparticle naturally present in the Lorentz
covariant Schrédinger theory and no extra fields or interac-
tions are needed to obtain an asymmetric behavior between
matter and antimatter [26, 27, 29-33]. On the one hand, for
Lorentz invariant interactions, this mass difference is effec-
tively suppressed and no asymmetry between matter and
antimatter is observed. On the other hand, for interaction
terms violating Lorentz invariance, the mass gap becomes
relevant, leading to an asymmetry between matter and anti-
matter that is testable. With that in mind, two important
issues arise: (1) Is there a fundamental physical process lead-
ing to the violation of the Lorentz invariance of the Lorentz
covariant Schrddinger theory? What causes it? Can it be
traced back to the presence of a background gravitational
field? Is this Lorentz invariance-breaking process a feature
of the present-day universe or it was relevant in its begin-
ning, being suppressed during its evolution? (2) Can we find
a Lorentz invariant theory that gives different masses for par-
ticles and antiparticles and, at the same time, leads to an
asymmetry in the decay of particles and antiparticles as
described above? Can it be done without violating the CPT
theorem, or at least without violating its extension, the
CPTM theorem as given in this work?

8. Generalizing the Lorentz Covariant
Schriédinger Equation

If we look at the second term of the Lagrangian density
(244), we realize that there are no derivatives in the spatial
variables and the following question naturally arises: Is it
possible to come up with a Lorentz invariant Lagrangian
density where the four space-time derivatives appear on an
equal footing? Furthermore and similarly to the Lorentz
covariant Schrodinger fields of the previous sections, can
this be done in such a way that this Lagrangian density yields
the same predictions of the Klein-Gordon one if we restrict
ourselves to Lorentz invariant interactions? Our goal in this
section is to show that the answers to those questions are
affirmative.

8.1. Obtaining the Lagrangian Density and the
Transformation Law for ¥(x). We start with the following
Hermitian Lagrangian density ansatz:

L =0, PO + iV —i(x) WO, (411)
where «* does not transform like a four-vector under a
Lorentz transformation. It is just a shorthand notation for
the four constants «°, k', x?, x°. Being more specific, we pos-
tulate that «°, x!, k%, > are Lorentz invariants under proper
Lorentz transformations. These constants are the analog in
the present theory of the mass “m” that appears in the
Klein-Gordon Lagrangian density. We will see later that x#
must be a real quantity to guarantee the Lorentz invariance
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of the Lagrangian density (411) and that x* = x,k* = p* =

U
m?c*/h*, with m being the rest mass of a Klein-Gordon sca-
lar particle, if we want the present theory to be equivalent to
the Klein-Gordon theory. Also, if =y and #/ =0, we
recover the Lorentz covariant Schrodinger Lagrangian den-
sity previously studied.

Under an infinitesimal proper Lorentz transformation
(spatial rotations or boosts), the space-time coordinates in
the rest frames S and S are connected by the following rela-
tion:

Xt =xt —etVx (412)
where [e#V | <1 and e*¥ = —&*¥. The antisymmetry of e is a
consequence of the invariance of the norm of the four-vector
x* under a proper Lorentz transformation. The derivative
transforms according to

3, =0, —&,,0". (413)

We also assume that under an infinitesimal proper
Lorentz transformation, the wave functions ¥(x) and ¥'(x
') are connected by

P (x) = el b ! (x’), (414)

where b, is real and of the order of ¢,,,.

Inserting equations (413) and (414) into (411), we get to

first order in ¢,

_ IH'I*.HI*,I_.ﬂ*I,/*
ZL=0,¥ 0" Y +ikhV aH‘I’ z(K)‘I’aM‘I’

U

i b -
- [+ ()"]b, - l<ﬁ +e”"Kv>‘I’ 0,

z
+ 1(2 + s””(;cv)*)'}"ayrll”* + @(’swlz).
(415)

Comparing equations (411) and (415), we see that they
have the same form if

[+ (x*)"]b, =0, (416)
bt
— + gw’l;(jv =0, (417)
h
/4
b_ +&%(x,)* =0. (418)

h

The last two equations imply that (k)" =«,, ie., x, is
real, and that
b =hetk,, (419)

where we used the antisymmetry of ¢ to express the right-
hand side as shown above. Inserting equation (419) into the
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left-hand side of (416) and noting that x* is real and that ¢,,,
is antisymmetric, we get
2he, 16" =h(e,, +e,,)K'K" = 0. (420)
Thus, equations (416)-(418) are all satisfied if b* is given
by equation (419).
This means that under an infinitesimal proper Lorentz

transformation, the Lagrangian density (it is worth noting
that we cannot have Lorentz invariance if & =ix*¥"0,¥

—i(x*)"¥0,¥". The term 0,F0"¥" is crucial to guarantee
a Lorentz invariant Lagrangian density)

L =0, ¥ +iK¥"0, Y, (421)

with x* real and constant, is invariant if ¥ transforms as

P (x) — e S T (x). (422)
To arrive at the transformation law for ¥(x) under finite
proper Lorentz transformations, we follow the usual prescrip-
tion of implementing N infinitesimal transformations and
then letting N — 0. For instance, a counterclockwise rota-
tion of ¢ radians about the x’-axis gives (see Appendix C)

¥ (x) — ei[KI(l—COS ¢)-+ sin ¢]' ei[xl sin ¢+x?(1—cos ¢)]x*

. lP(X) N ei[(K‘x]JrKsz)(l—cos ¢)+(K1x2—k2x1) sin ¢]1I,(x)
(423)

Similarly, for a rotation of ¢ about the x!-axis, we get

‘I’(x) _ ei[<K2x2+K3x3)(1—cos ¢)+(K2x3—1<3x2> sin qS] lP(.X') ] (424)

The transformation law for a rotation about the x*-axis is
obtained from the previous one by relabeling the superscript
indexes: 2 — 3 and 3 — 1 (from the above results, it is clear
that the transformation law for ¥ (x) when we have a rotation
of ¢ about an arbitrary axis n is ¥(x) — exp {i[r — (r- 1)1
k(1 —cos ¢) +i(kxr) -0 sin ¢} ¥(x)).

Since from spatial rotations about the x* and x'-axes we
can build an arbitrary spatial rotation, it is sufficiently gen-
eral to give only how ¥(x) transforms after a boost in a spec-
ified direction. For a boost along the x'-axis characterized by
B, we have (see Appendix C)

¥ (x) — ei[(yfl)x‘)—yﬁx‘]x°+i[yﬁk°*(r1)"1]xll[/(x), (425)

where y = 1/4/1 — 3% is the Lorentz factor. To check the con-
sistency of the calculations given in Appendix C, a direct cal-
culation using equations (423), (424), and (425), with the
corresponding transformation laws for 9,, shows that the
Lagrangian (421) is indeed invariant under those finite
proper Lorentz transformations.

8.2. The Wave Equation and Its Solution. The Lagrangian
density (421) leads to the following wave equation if we
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insert it into the Euler-Lagrange equation (240):
g _ it =
0,0"¥ - 2ik#0,¥ = 0. (426)
Inserting the ansatz
'f’(x) — ei(rcyxf‘ikyx") _ ei(Kik)x (427)
into equation (426), we get
(1 - k)Y =0. (428)

We can only satisfy equation (428) and thus raise the

ansatz (427) to the status of a solution to the wave equation,
if

K== (KO)2 - x| (429)

Due to the linearity of the wave equation (426), its gen-
eral solution is a linear combination of (427) comprising
all values of k compatible with the boundary conditions of
the problem being solved.

So far, the four real constants x* are arbitrary. If we set
x/ =0 and «° = y = mc/h, we get back to the Lorentz covari-
ant Schrodinger equation. This shows that the latter equa-
tion is a particular case of the general wave equation we
are now dealing with. As we show next, if x* = y?, with m
interpreted as the rest mass of a scalar particle, we can con-
nect the present wave equation with the Klein-Gordon equa-
tion in a straightforward way.

8.3. Connection with the Klein-Gordon Equation. Building
on our previous experience with the Lorentz covariant
Schrodinger equation, we expect that the following relation
will take us from the present wave equation to the Klein-
Gordon one:

¥(x) = e D(x) = " D(x). (430)
Using equation (430), we get that
9,0"¥ = (004D + 2iK9, D — K’ D) ™, (431)
-2i"0,¥ = (26°® - 2iK'9, D) ™,
and thus, the wave equation (426) becomes
2 =
3,00 + KD =0. (432)

The wave equation (432) is formally equivalent to the
Klein-Gordon one, and we have an exact match if

K= K, Kl = W = (melh)?,

(433)
where m is the rest mass of the scalar particle described by
the Klein-Gordon equation. We can also show that equation
(430) when inserted into the Lagrangian density (421) leads
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to the Klein-Gordon Lagrangian density if equation (433) is
satisfied.

It is worth mentioning that we just need x* = y* to iden-
tify the transformed wave equation with the Klein-Gordon
one. In other words, out of the four real constants «*, only
one is fixed by equation (433). Three of them are still free
to be set to any value we wish. For an isotropic three-
dimensional space, we expect all x/ to be equal. This reduces
the free parameters to just one real constant. However, for
condensed matter systems, where anisotropic physical sys-
tems are commonplace, the freedom to choose the values
of ¥/ might be an important asset [34, 35].

8.4. Canonical Quantization. We now start the canonical
quantization of the generalized Lorentz covariant Schrodin-
ger fields. We have two main goals in carrying out this task.
First, we want to show that it is possible to implement this
second quantization program to its logical completion with-
out any contradiction. Then, for Lorentz covariant interac-
tions, we want to show the equivalence between the just
developed second quantized theory and Klein-Gordon’s.

8.4.1. Equal Time Commutation Relations. The most general
solution to the wave equation (426), now understood as an
operator, can be written as

Y(x)=Y"(x)+¥ (x), (434)
where
Y (x) = J&k+akei“e’ik",
(435)
¥ (x) = ngk,b;le“‘xeikx,
and
K =1/x2+ |k
1K (436)

dk, = f.(Ik | )d’k.

Requiring that the commutation relations for the crea-
tion and annihilation operators are given by equations
(321)-(323), the fields ¥ and ¥' satisfy the equal time
canonical commutation relations (324) and (325) if

2 1/2
he ) . (437)

F(kl) = f_([k]) = f(]k]) = <M

where

hw, = Ey = hek®. (438)

Advances in High Energy Physics

The conjugate momenta to the fields are given by

1 i’
My = -0, + v,
¢ ¢ (439)

1 ix°
Iyr= -0, — —V,
LA c

and they are connected to the Klein-Gordon ones as follows:

Iy = e ™, (440)

Iy = ™ Ty (441)
8.4.2. Conserved Quantities. Following the prescription given
in Section 6, we now have the following expressions for the
Hamiltonian, momentum, and charge densities (normal
ordering always implied):

K =0,P0, ¥ +V¥ - V¥ —ix-¥VY, (442)
P = -3, " -3, ¥ 0¥ - ik’¥'o¥, (443)
cq=i¥"0,¥ + 2" PP, (444)

Note that now the charge current is given by
j =iV + 27T (445)

Similarly to what we did for the Lorentz covariant Schro-
dinger fields, by inserting equation (434) into equations
(442)-(444) and then into equations (260), (261), and
(282), we obtain

H= Jd%(hwf;aiiak + ha)]’(b]ﬁbk),
pi- J k(i ala, + Wk BB, (446)
0= Jd3k [h (a};ak - b]*(bkﬂ ,
where
E; = hwi = Fhee + By, (147)

Ph = k), = Fhud + hid.

In addition to the energy gap associated with a pair of
particle and antiparticle characterized by the vector k, we
also have a momentum gap. In contrast to the Lorentz
covariant Schrodinger equation, we now have a complete
symmetry between energy and momentum, which allows
us to define the two quantities below:

P = (B p.), (448)
where p, = (pl, p2, p). Equation (448) gives the energy and
momentum of a particle (p}) and antiparticle (p*) created,
respectively, by af and b] acting on the vacuum state.
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When it comes to the discrete symmetries, we need to
modify the operators that implement the parity, time rever-
sal, and charge conjugation operations as follows. The parity,
time reversal, and charge conjugation operators are now
defined as (note that to simplify notation, we are not using
the symbol “” to denote operators as we did in Section 6.3)

PY (6, )Pl =V¥(-1,1), (449)
T Y(r, t)?/”z =¥(r—t), (450)
G (r,)E =¥ (r,1). (451)
In equations (449)-(451), we have

P.=F P,
T =T, (452)

C,.=H,6,

where

Ff () H] = £ (1) (453)
o ()} = f (~+). (454)

Here, f(x*) is an arbitrary function of x* and &, 7, and
€ are the standard parity, time reversal, and charge conjuga-
tion operators of the Klein-Gordon theory (see also Section
6.3). We should remark that & and € are unitary operators
while  is antiunitary.

Equation (454) generalizes the “mass conjugation” oper-
ation, equation (298), which is needed to correctly define a
charge conjugation operation for the Lorentz covariant
Schrédinger equation. The operation defined in equation
(453), on the other hand, only changes the sign of the spatial
components of ¥, i.e, Z,f(x°, k) H| = f(x°,—«).

Using equations (449)-(451), we can show that we get
the expected behavior for properly defined parity, time
reversal, and charge conjugation operations. Specifically,
equations (286)-(289), equations (293)-(296), and equations
(300)-(303) are all satisfied. Furthermore, equations (449)-
(451) imply that the creation and annihilation operators sat-
isfy the correct transformation laws, namely, equations
(333)-(335) and (340)-(341).

Similarly, the CPT theorem, which in the present context
should be more properly called the CPTM theorem, is once
more “saved” if we define the CPT operation as

0=%,P.T =K, CPT. (455)

To arrive at the last equality we used that % ; commutes

with €, 2, and I and that & ]2 is the identity operator. With

this definition for the CPT operation, equations (305)-(309)
continue to hold for the generalized Lorentz covariant
Schrodinger theory.
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8.4.3. Arbitrary Time Commutators. A direct calculation
gives

[ 77 () = [ [0 - itenloms)]
J @ K[ (e () [ereb () - ()],
(456)

Similarly to the Lorentz covariant Schrédinger fields, we
can write the previous commutator as

[‘f’(x), i (x')} =ihcAgs (x - x’) , (457)
where
Agys(x) =" A(x). (458)
Here, the Lorentz invariant A(x) is given by
I TRV 0y ik
Ax) = 2—7_[3Jd kd (k> — ) e (k) e ™, (459)

where all variables are real and integrated from —oco to co.
Note that contrary to equation (352), we have x? instead of
p* inside the delta function.

The other nonnull commutators are

1y 1y () =) [argrgu (%)
. {e—ik(x—x’) B eik(x—x')}
- [rpue (4) et )
[l )

(460)

oo ()]

c2

) [e—ik(x—x') +eik(x—x’)]
- [ ()t )

) [ ()

] [e—iw;(t—t’) N eiwl:(t—t')].
(461)

8.4.4. The Feynman Propagator. The Feynman propagator,
which we call Ap_ (), is given by

Apys (%) = h(x%) Agps (%) = h(=x°) Agps (%), (462)
where

Ay (%) = €A (x). (463)
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Here, A*(x) are the standard delta functions appearing
in the analysis of the Klein-Gordon propagator, with all
quantities that are functions of y* changed to functions of
x* (equation (350) with k° and w, expressed as functions
of ¥* instead of y?).

Alternatively, using equations (462) and (463), we have

Ap, (%)= ™ Ap(x), (464)
with
1 e—ikx
An(x) = d* . 465
#() (271)4J 12— 12 + ie (463)

Here, n <« 1, € =25w,/c, and all variables are real and
integrated from —oco to co. As usual, the limit e — 0 is
implied after the integration is made.

8.5. Connection with the Klein-Gordon Theory. We divide
the forthcoming analysis in two parts. First, we show that
the S-matrix describing a given process (scattering or decay)
involving the generalized Lorentz covariant Schrodinger
fields is equal to the S-matrix one obtains modeling the same
process using Klein-Gordon fields. This only happens for
interactions that are invariant under a proper Lorentz
transformation.

Second, we show that the same S-matrix leads to the
same scattering cross section (or decay rate) for both theo-
ries. This apparently trivial result should be properly dis-
cussed since the generalized Lorentz covariant Schrodinger
Lagrangian and the Klein-Gordon Lagrangian lead to for-
mally different expressions for the current density vector
(flux of particles), an important quantity employed in the
definition of a scattering cross section.

8.5.1. Equivalence of the S-Matrices. For interactions of the
type given by equation (B.7), with the (A/4)(¥¥")” interac-
tion being a particular example, the equivalence of the S
-matrices is proved using exactly the same arguments and
steps employed in the corresponding proof given before for
the Lorentz covariant Schrodinger fields. The only differ-
ence, a formal one that does not change the arguments used
in the previous proof, is that instead of equations (387) and
(388), we now have according to equations (430) and (440)

! (x) =

e (x), (466)

ITj (x) = e ™I} (x). (467)

Furthermore, since in the present case the conjugate
momenta to the fields are the same as the ones associated
with the Lorentz covariant Schrédinger fields, the proof of
the equivalence of the S-matrices when we include electro-
magnetic interactions is almost the same as the one given
in Appendix B.2. Note that the conjugate momenta do not
change because the new extra terms appearing in the

Lagrangian density describing the generalized Lorentz
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covariant Schrddinger fields do not depend on time
derivatives.

Repeating the same calculations given in Appendix B.2,
we obtain in the interaction picture the following Hamilto-
nian density describing the electromagnetic interaction
among the fields:

%1 _ 31

int — int

2
Zz () 'wal (A’ (468)

Sho=- 0@ o] () + L vy wal ()

(469)

If we now use equation (466), a direct calculation shows
that equation (468) is transformed to equation (B.43), the
interaction Hamiltonian density for the Klein-Gordon the-
ory. Using the same arguments given in Appendix B.2, this
fact is enough to establish the equivalence between the S
-matrix of the present theory and the S-matrix coming from
the Klein-Gordon theory.

8.5.2. Equivalence of the Scattering Cross Sections. If we ana-
lyze the standard way to define a differential cross section for
a given process [4, 5], we realize that the following three dis-
tinct steps are taken to arrive at an experimentally meaning-
ful quantity:

(1) Terms like [(27‘[)46(4)(Zk'ﬁnal—kamal)]2 are identi-
fied with VT(27)*6" (Y Ky ;=Y Kiniiat)» Where V
and T represent, respectively, a finite volume (box
normalization for plane waves) and the duration of
the experiment. Here, Yk's  — Yk . denotes the
conservation of energy and momentum written in
terms of the four-wave vector. The most common
situation is the one where we have k; and k,, two ini-
tial particles, and two or more final ones

(2) The calculation of the transition probability per unit

time, w = |S4|*/T, where S; is the shorthand notation
for the probability amplitude describing a given process

(3) The definition of the differential scattering cross sec-
tion as

deﬁnal
, 470
o= 5 1= (470)

final

where |j| is the magnitude of the flux of incoming particles
and [T, VK o/ (271)° represents a group of final parti-
cles with wave numbers in the interval k'ﬁnal and k'ﬁnal +d

k' ... Also, the normalization adopted for the wave func-
tions is one particle per volume V
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Since we have proved the equivalence of the S-matrices,
items (1) and (2) above are easily seen to be the same
whether we deal with the Klein-Gordon or with the general-
ized Lorentz covariant Schrédinger fields. Item (3), however,
deserves a little more thought. To prove that it is equivalent
for both theories, we have to show the equivalence of the
incident particle flux j.

The flux associated with the generalized Lorentz covari-
ant Schrodinger equation, given by equation (445), can be
written as

ih
j=—— (PTVY + 2ixP 1Y), 471
=5 ) (471)
In the above expression, we are using the first quantiza-

tion nonrelativistic normalization —ih/(2m) for the flux for

reasons that will become clear in a moment. If we now use

equation (430), equation (471) becomes
. ih
j=—— @'V,

2m

(472)
which is the incident particle flux we obtain working directly
with the Klein-Gordon equation.

To better appreciate the equivalence of both fluxes, we
explicitly compute j for the two cases of interest here. For
simplicity, we will work at the first quantization level.

For the Klein-Gordon equation and assuming the target
at rest, the plane wave normalized to one particle per volume
representing an incident flux of particles with four-wave
number k" is given by

1 —ikx
xX)=—=e 473
®)= 7 (473)
A direct calculation using equation (472) gives
hk 1
j=ep=2o =2, (474)
m mV VvV

where we have made the identification of #ik with the Klein-
Gordon particle’s momentum and p/m with its velocity v.

On the other hand, the solution to the generalized
Lorentz covariant Schrodinger equation representing a par-
ticle with four-wave number k* is

1 o
Y(x)= ——e™e ™. 475
%)= (475)
Using equation (471), we get
hk hk hk
j=—|¥P=—|0of= —, (476)
m m mV

which is clearly the same flux j we obtain working with the
Klein-Gordon fields, proving thus the complete equivalence
between both theories.

Before closing this section, we would like to reinforce
once more that the above analysis, in particular the equiva-
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lence of the S-matrices, is only true for a Lorentz invariant
Lagrangian. The same arguments given in Section 7.6 apply
here. Therefore, for interaction terms breaking Lorentz invari-
ance, we can have certain types of decay and scattering pro-
cesses that are impossible to happen in the Klein-Gordon
theory (note also that the previous equivalence proof between
the two theories assumed two types of possible interactions:
self-interactions and electromagnetic interactions. It is possi-
ble that whenever we have a consistent quantum field theory
of gravitation, the Klein-Gordon and the Lorentz covariant
Schrédinger theories will show different predictions even if a
fully Lorentz invariant interaction is present. The reason for
such a guess is related to the fact that the mass (energy) and
momentum gap may not be trivially “averaged out” if a consis-
tent quantum gravity theory is built. More intuitively, “nega-
tive” masses will reduce the usual contribution of positive
masses in generating a gravitational field. However, as we
showed in Section 6.3.5, the mathematical framework of the
Lorentz covariant Schrodinger Lagrangian can be adjusted to
accommodate particles and antiparticles attracting or repelling
each other gravitationally, at least at the level of Newtonian
static gravitational fields. Therefore, at our present level of
understanding, the issue of how particles and antiparticles
interact gravitationally in the framework of the Lorentz covar-
iant Schrédinger theory is left as an open problem).

9. Conclusion

The original motivation leading to this work, on the one
hand, stems from the fact that the great majority of physical
observables in the framework of quantum field theory are
bilinear functions of the fields. In nonrelativistic quantum
mechanics, we also have that the experimentally relevant
quantities are almost always functions of the probability
density ¥ (x)¥* (x), a bilinear function of the wave function.
Therefore, working either with ¥ (x) or e/ (x), where
f(x) is an arbitrary function of the spacetime coordinates,
we obtain the same predictions.

On the other hand, in classical and quantum field theo-
ries, one usually defines a complex scalar field as a quantity
that is itself invariant under a given symmetry transforma-
tion: ¥(x) — ¥(x). However, it is clear that whenever
bilinear functions of the fields are associated with observable
quantities, we only need those bilinears to be invariant under
that symmetry operation to obtain invariant physical results.
In other words, by assuming the more general transforma-
tion rule for the fields, ¥ (x) — e/ (x), we should
get in principle an equivalent description for a physical sys-
tem whose observables are bilinear functions of those fields.
Therefore, we revisited the classical and quantum field theo-
ries of complex scalar fields assuming from the start the
more general transformation law for the fields when they
are subjected to a symmetry operation. We wanted to check
if we could consistently develop those field theories to their
logical conclusion, comparing the final products with cur-
rent complex scalar field theories based on the more simple
transformation law, where it is assumed that f(x) is either
zero or a nonnull constant.
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As we showed in this work, we can indeed build logically
consistent classical and quantum field theories assuming the
more general transformation law for the fields under a sym-
metry operation. In particular, we showed that it is possible
to have a Lorentz covariant theory if we assume that the
complex scalar field ¥(x) transforms according to the more
general prescription above under proper Lorentz transfor-
mations (boosts or spatial rotations). With the aid of very
natural auxiliary assumptions, namely, linearity and a wave
equation with at most second-order derivatives, we obtained
the Lagrangian, the corresponding wave equation, and the
function f(x) that give the most general Lorentz covariant
theory in this scenario. We also determined under what con-
ditions the complex scalar field theories here developed
match the Klein-Gordon theory and under what conditions
we may have different predictions. It turned out that for
Lorentz invariant self-interactions and for electromagnetic
interactions, we can make the present theories equivalent
to the Klein-Gordon theory. For interaction terms that vio-
late Lorentz invariance, however, we showed by giving
explicit examples that the present theories are no longer
equivalent to Klein-Gordon’s.

In addition to the formal development of the present
complex scalar field theories, we applied them to describe
several physical systems. This helped us to become familiar-
ized with the new concepts introduced along the logical con-
struction of the theory. Of the many physical systems we
studied, we would like to call attention to our investigations
about the bound states and the scattering cross sections asso-
ciated with two interacting charged particles, where both the
electromagnetic and gravitational interactions were simulta-
neously included to model the interaction between them.
The electromagnetic interaction entered via the minimal
coupling prescription while gravity was introduced via an
external potential. We obtained the exact solution for the
bound state problem and computed perturbatively the dif-
ferential scattering cross section when dealing with the cor-
responding scattering problem. We also estimated the
order of magnitude of the charges and masses of the parti-
cles in which gravitational effects can no longer be discarded.

During our studies, a few unexpected results emerged.
The first one showed up already at the first quantization
level. We observed that the eigenenergies associated with
the plane wave solutions to the Lorentz covariant Schrédin-
ger equation implied that particles and antiparticles no lon-
ger had degenerated relativistic energies and, intriguingly,
we observed that we could only exchange the roles of parti-
cles with antiparticles if, in addition to changing the sign of
the charge, we also changed the sign of the mass for all phys-
ical quantities depending on it. This suggested that we could
assign “negative” masses to the antiparticles. A full under-
standing of this fact was possible when we second quantized
the theory, where it was noted that this interpretation for the
mass sign of the antiparticle is actually necessary for the log-
ical consistency of the theory. This became apparent when
we dealt with the charge conjugation operation. It could only
be consistently defined if, and only if, we extended its stan-
dard definition such that the charge conjugation operator
anticommuted with functions of the mass of the particle.
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In other words, the charge conjugation operation has to
change the sign of the masses when acting upon a given field
operator to be properly defined.

Despite the “negative” masses for antiparticles, we
showed that both particles and antiparticles have nonnega-
tive energies and the same momentum for a given wave
number k. Later, at the last part of this work, when we gen-
eralized the Lorentz covariant Schrodinger equation, we
showed that it is also possible to break the degeneracy in
the value of the momentum. For a given value of k, particles
and antiparticles also have different momenta.

As we already remarked above, the present theories were
shown to be equivalent to the Klein-Gordon one for Lorentz
invariant self-interactions and electromagnetic interactions.
However, by including interaction terms in the Lagrangian
density that are not Lorentz invariant, we showed that this
equivalence with the Klein-Gordon theory is no longer valid.
We showed that certain types of interactions that violate
Lorentz invariance imply that an antiparticle can decay into
two particles and one antiparticle or into a particle and a
photon. The equivalent processes for particles decaying into
more antiparticles than particles were shown to be kinemat-
ically forbidden. This pointed to a second unexpected result,
namely, that very simple Lorentz invariance-breaking inter-
actions could explain the asymmetry in the abundance of
matter and antimatter in the present-day universe.

In order to better understand the nondegeneracy of the
energies of particles and antiparticles, we also second quan-
tized the Lorentz covariant Schrodinger Lagrangian impos-
ing that the energies of particles and antiparticles were the
same and given by the standard relativistic expression. We
observed that this could only be achieved if the fields did
not satisfy the canonical commutation relations anymore.
This led to the violation of the microcausality condition as
well. Albeit this nonlocal character of the noncanonically
quantized theory, we noted that the specific way in which
the microcausality condition was violated resulted in the
emergence of an instantaneous gravitational-like interaction
between the particles of the theory. In other words, particles
and antiparticles could be brought to have the same relativ-
istic energy if they interacted similarly to what Newton’s
gravitational law prescribes. The emergence of this
gravitational-like potential may be just a particularity of
the present theory but it suggests that the assumption that
antiparticles have negative masses with positive energies
might shed a new light in our quest for a consistent quantum
theory of gravity.

Summing up, let us distill and write down the two major
messages that we tried to convey by writing this work. First,
it is possible to build logically consistent and Lorentz covar-
iant classical and quantum field theories assuming a more
general transformation law for complex scalar fields under
a symmetry operation. These theories can be adjusted to
reproduce exactly the Klein-Gordon theory when we have
Lorentz invariant self-interactions and when we introduce
electromagnetic interactions via the minimal coupling pre-
scription. Second, for logical consistency, we have to assume
that antiparticles possess negative masses while still having
positive energies. These two points when analyzed together
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tell us that it is perfectly legitimate, at least at the level of
electromagnetic interactions, to assume that particles and
antiparticles have masses with different signs without con-
tradicting any known experimental fact. When we include
gravitational interactions, it remains an open problem to rig-
orously analyze whether matter and antimatter attract or
repel each other within the present framework (at the level
of static Newtonian fields, we showed that it can be adjusted
to accommodate both possibilities). To solve this issue for
ordinary matter and antimatter, we need to measure with
high accuracy how a particle and an antiparticle interact
gravitationally. We need to know, for example, how an anti-
hydrogen atom responds to the Earth’s gravitational field
[36]. If they repel each other, the Lorentz covariant Schro-
dinger Lagrangian is another possible starting point to theo-
retically understand more fully what is going on [37-40]. If
they attract each other, the present theory is as good as the
Klein-Gordon one to describe this experimental result.

Appendix
A. Proof of the Main Results of Section 7

A.1. Canonical versus Noncanonical Quantization. Our main
goal here is to show how equations (324) and (325) follow
from equations (321)-(323) with the appropriate choice of
f.(|k|) for equation (315). We also want to determine what
values for f, (/k|) make particles and antiparticles have the
same energies, and, then, we want to explore the main con-
sequences of the theory built on this particular choice for
f.(|k[). From now on, we assume we are dealing with the
free field (V =0).

Let us start listing the mathematical identities employed
routinely in all calculations that follow. In the calculations of
either the Hamiltonian, linear momentum, and conserved
charge or in the computations of the several commutators
below, the following representation of the Dirac delta func-
tion is useful:

1 (k'
3 (1_1") = 3, ri(k-k')r
80 (k') (zn)3jdxe .

With the help of equation (A.1), it is not difficult to
arrive at the following identities:

(21)3 Jd_%xeti(k—k')x _s® (k—k'),
n

(21 )3 Jd3x eti(kJrk,)x _
TT

(A1)

(A.2)

eii(k“ﬁ-kor )x08(3) (k " kl) ,
where k° and k° are given by equation (316). Another pair
of useful identities is

wpwp = k[,

Wy ‘Uk
Wy Wy |k|

(A.3)
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where y is given in equation (319) and wj are defined in
equation (331).

Inserting equation (315) into the normal ordered expres-
sions of equations (260), (261), and (282), we obtain with the
help of equations (A.1)-(A.3)

Ida 2eny {[f+( ) wlﬁ“’k“@ﬁ[f,(k)}zw;wkb{(bk},

(A4)

P [ak2 2 {17, (0 Park o + 7Pk
(A.5)

~ 2
Q= [ @220 17 (0 anafa, - Bt}
(A.6)

Similarly, using the commutation relations for the crea-

tion and annihilation operators given by equations (321)-

(323), the equal time commutation relations involving the

fields and their conjugate momenta (equations (247) and

(315)) become

with the nontrivial ones being

[‘P(t, 0, %' (t, r')} __ {qﬂ(t, 1), ‘P(t, r'>] ¥
- J ke L[f, 0P - [ 0]},
(A.8)

+

[Hw(t,r),n\{/f (t,r’)] =—{Hg,y(t, r), ITy (t, r')}
- [t () 17 07 - 11,007,
(A.9)

{‘P(t, r), [Ty (t,r')] :—{‘I/T(t, r), [Ty (z‘,r')]Jr
- [t (S0 + 15 o
(A.10)

Repeating the above calculations for two arbitrary space-
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time points x and x' and using that x° = ct, we get

[‘I’(x),‘f’(x')} = {‘I’T(x),‘PT (x')} = {Hq,(x),HlP <x’)} —0,
[Hw(x),nwT (x’)] = [lp(x),nw (x’)] = [lpf(x),ny (x')] -0,

(A.11)

(70" (+')] :—{lp*(x),\p(x’)]T
_ stke,k.(ﬂ'){ G t)[f &) - G t)[f_(k)]z})

101 (4] =[]

2
_ 3 ik~(r—r’) Wi
. {eiwk (H)[f,(k)] —e

o} (=) £+ 017 }5

% (=1}
(A.12)

Looking at equations (A.8) and (A.9), we see that they
can only be zero if f (|k|) =+f_(|k|). The only remaining
nonzero commutators with this choice are given by equation

(A.10), and they become equal to id"®) (r —t') = (ih)/[(27)’]
[ ke () i

(A.13)

Solving for f, (k), we obtain equation (326), and insert-
ing it into equation (A.10), we recover equations (324) and
(325) of the main text. Note that strictly speaking, f, (k) =
—f_(k) is also a possible solution. However, all relevant
quantities depend only on the square of these functions
and we choose f, (k) = f_(k), equation (326), for simplicity.
Moreover, inserting equation (326) into equations (A.4)-
(A.6) we obtain equations (328)-(330) of the main text.

We have just seen that the choice f,(k)=f_(k)=

[(hcz)/((Zn)32wk)]U2 leads to the canonical commutation
relations for the Lorentz covariant Schrodinger fields. In this
scenario, the energies of the particles and antiparticles are
not the same. We now look for the values of f, (k) and
f_(k) that lead to particles and antiparticles having the
same energy. As we will see, this can only be achieved if
the fields no longer satisfy the canonical commutation
relations and if the microcausality condition [4] is
violated.
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If we set

hc?

_— A.14
(2ﬂ)32w§ ( )

[/ (k)] =

we can write the normal ordered equations (A.4)-(A.6) as
follows:

_ Jd3khwk (et + bl), (A.15)

Pi= Jd3khkj (“’_‘;a;(ak + w—‘_‘b]ﬁbk), (A.16)
Wy Wy

0= | dkh(Leata, — Pepip, ). A7

Q Jd <wf§ ay Ak wor 1Ok ( )

Looking at equation (A.15), we see that the particle and
the antiparticle have the same energy E; = hw,. If we use
equations (316) and (331), we get

Wy (1 . mc2>

w; hooy;
which gives us the correction to the momentum and charge
as compared to what one traditionally expects for these
quantities. For particles created by af, their momentum
and charge are increased by (mc?)/(hwy.) while for antiparti-
cles created by b], the same quantities are reduced by (mc>
)/(hwy ). This is consistent with considering particles with
mass m and antiparticles with mass —m. Also, we can under-
stand (mc*)/(hw;) as the ratio between the rest energy of a
particle with mass m to its kinetic energy Aw;. Now, if m
——-m, we get (mc?)/(hwf)— (—mc*)/(hwy). This
means that we can interpret the latter as the ratio between
the rest energy of an antiparticle with mass —m and kinetic
energy hwj. Note that we can interchange the roles of parti-
cles with antiparticles in the expressions for the momentum
and charge, leaving them invariant, if g < b and m — —
m, where the latter operation implies wj; — wg.

Let us see now what happens to the equal time commu-
tation relations of the fields. Inserting equation (A.14) into
equations (A.8)-(A.10), the no-trivial commutation relations
become

{‘P(t, r), ¥' <t,r’>] = —rg—ZS(” (r—r’),

(A.18)
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where 1/V? is the inverse Laplacian,

1 . eik-r
—e = — .
v2 |k|2

r

(A.22)

Note that for this particular choice of f, (k), we have that
[Ty (t,v), [Ty (t, )] = (im/h) [P (L, ¥), Ty (t,1")).

If we use the integral representation of the Dirac delta
function, equation (A.1), and apply the inverse Laplacian,
we get the following integral during the calculations leading
to the commutators (A.19)-(A.21):

Jd3k M) an (A.23)

B © sinu 2
[k|? _|r—r'|J

- .
0 u |r—r’

With the aid of equation (A.23), we get for equations
(A.19)-(A.21)

2
1

{‘P(t, 1'),'1[”r (t,r')} = Ei,,

4 |r—r |

{Hl}/(t, r), [Ty (t,r')} =-m (6(3> (r—r') + 471]5—1‘")

(A.25)

#0011, (11')] = (w (1) + ﬁ)

(A.26)

(A.24)

—

The important messages are contained in equations
(A.24) and (A.26). First, equation (A.24) tells us that [¥(t,
r), ¥¥(t,r')] # 0, which implies the violation of microcausal-
ity [4, 5]. On the other hand, equation (A.26) shows that the
field and its conjugate momentum do not satisfy the canon-
ical commutation relation. In addition to the canonical term,
we have a correction given by ihy?/(4r|r —r'|). This term,
whose origin stems from equation (A.24), can be seen as giv-
ing origin to an instantaneous Coulomb-like potential. Con-
trary to the instantaneous Coulomb potential coming from
the photon propagator [4], here, the “charges” associated
with this interaction are the masses of the particles. What
is intriguing here, however, is that we are dealing with scalar
matter fields not vector fields like the photons. The emer-
gence of this Coulomb-like potential may be just a coinci-
dence but, pushing further the speculation, it may be that a
more general quantum field theory incorporating positive
and negative masses might naturally lead to the emergence
of the gravitational interaction.

A.2. More on the Commutators for the Noncanonically
Quantized Fields. We can repeat the steps followed in Sec-
tion 7.3 using equations (A.13) and (A.14) to obtain that

(W(x), ¥"(y)] = ihc Ag(x - y), (A.27)
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where
Ag(x) = e A(x),
Ax)=A"(x) + A (x),
. —ikx
~Jr(x): 1C3Jd3ke - (A.28)
2(277,') (%
ikx

«~»

with k° = w, /c. We are putting the tilde on top of any
quantity coming from the noncanonically quantized theory
in order to differentiate it from the ones associated with
the canonically quantized theory in the main text.

If we use the Heaviside step function (k"), in which h
(k%) =1 for k° > 0 and h(k®) = 0 for k° < 0, we have

—i

A (x) = Gy Jd‘*k h(+k)e (k) (K + 2uwi/c)e ™
_ Jd‘*k £ h(£k)e(K*)8 (K> - u?)e ™,
@m) ) K - u

(A.29)

where the other quantities above were defined in Section 7.
Noting that h(k°) + h(=k°) = 1 for any k® # 0, we get

(A.30)

~x=_i 4 koso 22 ik
M) = s g (RO (K a2y

If inside the integral sign we add and subtract the term
—pl (K° — ), we can write A(x) in the following illustrative

way:

(A31)

where

Sy T 4, M 0 22 ik
6(x)_(2ﬂ)sjdkko_#s(k)a(k whe™  (A32)

and A(x) is given by equation (352). We can thus under-

stand 8(x) as the correction to A(x) when we deviate from
the canonical quantization path of Section 7.

In analogy to equation (367), we can write A" (x) as the
following contour integral, where k° is considered a complex
variable:

- —ipx" —ikx —iux” —ikx
@2m) e k- (wilc) 2m)* e kTt (2uwi/c)
(A.33)

Here, C" is any counterclockwise closed path encircling

only wi/c and C is any counterclockwise closed path
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Alx)=A"(x) + A" (x). We can
have an integral representation in which A" (x) and A (x)
have the same integrand, differing only in the path of inte-
gration,

encircling —wj /c. Obviously,

K ek

K —uk? - p?

(x)=——7 Lﬁ d* (A.34)

The above paths of integration are defined in equation
(367); ie., C* encircles counterclockwise only wj/c. Note
that we cannot express A(x) with the integral representation
above and using the path C, as we did for A(x) in equation
(368), since now we have a pole in k® = y. If we insist using
the path C of equation (368), we must subtract the contribu-
tion of the latter pole to the integral,

. KO ik - ipe
d’k .
er)tlc K -upk-pr| 2(27) x|

(A.35)

Let us return to the second line of equation (A.29),

which is conveniently written to prove the invariance of A"
(x) under proper Lorentz transformations. Its invariance
under spatial rotations is obvious. The subtle point lies in
proving its invariance under a Lorentz boost and to prove
that we first note that the Dirac delta guarantees that we
are on mass shell and therefore h(+k") and &(k°) are invari-
ant under a Lorentz boost. The other invariants in equation
(A.29) are d*k, k2, p?, and kx. Thus, after a Lorentz boost

! . . .
from reference frame S to S' in the x'-direction, we have

] () e B

y(K + K ) -

( h(iko’)
(o[ -]

(A.36)

If we now make the following change of variables (this is
not another Lorentz boost),

K = y(kO' + ﬁkl'), (A.37)

K = y(kl' + ,8k°'), (A.38)

we get for the right-hand side of equation (A.36),
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. —i K" p p
() = g (o))

af (e -] b

% eikl” [y (x"+[3x°')} +il il .

(A.39)

Note that we still have x' in equation (A.39) since we are
just changing variables in the integral and not performing a
Lorentz boost. Moreover, the change of variables (A.37)-
(A.38) are formally equivalent to a Lorentz boost from the
point of view of k" and this is why [d*k'h(£k® )e(k” )d]
(k')2 — %] is invariant when we go to k'’.

Finally, if we remember that the variables in S’ are con-
nected to the ones in S by the following relation,

x° =y(x0, +ﬁx1’),

x1=y(x1,+[3x0,>, (A.40)

equation (A.39) becomes after we rename the integration
variable k'’ to k

37 (<) = o R )E)08
(A.41)

Comparing equation (A.41) with (A.29), we see that they
are the same, which proves that under a proper Lorentz
transformation, A" (x) is invariant. The invariance of A (x)
and A*(x) also implies that A(x) and &(x) are invariant
under proper Lorentz transformations and that the commu-
tator (A.27) and the Feynman propagator (A.42) are Lorentz
covariant quantities.

A.3. The Feynman Propagator for the Noncanonically
Quantized Fields. In the present case, equation (374)

becomes
Ay, (x) = h(x*) Aig(x) — h(~x*) Agg (%), (A.42)
with
Arg(x) = 'A% (x). (A.43)
Using equation (A.33), we get
—ikx
Ars(x) = - (2711)4 Lid“k m (A.44)
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It is not as simple as in the canonically quantized case to
write the Feynman propagator as a single complex integral.
The reason for this difficulty can be seen looking at the
denominators of equation (A.33). Instead of the two simple
poles we met when dealing with the canonically quantized
theory, we now have four simple poles, namely, k° = +w] /c
and k° = +wy/c. This means that the path along the real axis
of the complex contour integral defining the propagator is
different whether we have x° >0 or x° < 0. For x° >0, the
clockwise path C; must enclose only the pole k° =w//c,
skirting counterclockwise the other three poles. For x° <0,
the counterclockwise path C, must enclose only the pole
K® = —wy/c, skirting clockwise the remaining three poles.
With this understanding for the path Cj, we have

AF-(X):%J k|3 : toa : e
e (2m)*Je, Kk + (2uwilc) k= (2uw;/c)

L[ ] ] e
emtle, K -4 (k)

(A.45)

The same difficulty above manifests itself when writing
the propagator considering the four variables k¥ real, with
all integrals running from —co to co. In this case, we can cir-
cumvent the four-pole problem using the Heaviside step
function, which allows us to write

S P O IS
(2m)* K+ (2uwiic) +iet K = (2uwy/c) + ie”
(A.46)

e—xkx )

In equation (A.46), the limit ¢ — 0 is understood.
Also, in analogy to the canonically quantized theory,

et = 2”6‘"E, (A.47)
with 0 <« 1, and
K+ (2uwilc) +ie* = (ko)2 = (wile - in)z, (A.48)

where second-order terms in #? were discarded.
Using equations (A.31)-(A.32), (A.42)-(A.43), and
(A.46), we have

AFLS (x) = Ap, (%) +0p (%), (A.49)

where Ay (x) is the propagator for the canonically quan-
tized theory and

_jeibx’ 0 0 )
81; (x) _ je't* d4k u 1 +€(k )8(96 >8(k2 _HZ) efth)
LS (27[)3 kO —u 2

(A.50)
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where £(x?) is the sign function (do not confuse it with the
small & appearing in the denominator of the propagator).

A similar interpretation attributed to &(x) applies here;

namely, §p (x) is the correction to the Feynman propagator
due to our departure from the canonical quantization of Sec-
tion 7.

Building on equation (A.35), we also have

- e

AFLS (x) = (27_[)4

>

J PE K° ekx _iuh (x°
K= (u—ia)k* -2 +ie| 2(2m)[x

)
(A.51)

where a > 0,e> 0, and the limit (&, €) — (0,0) is implied
after integration in k. If we use that limo_h(x°) = 1/2,
we realize that in equation (A.51), the last term is related
to the instantaneous gravitational-like potential that arises
when we noncanonically quantize the Lorentz covariant
Schrodinger equation.

Furthermore, if we use the integral representation for the
Heaviside step function,

h(x%) = [0 e (A.52)
2mi K +ia’ '
with & >0 and « — 0 implied, and that
ik-x
1.2 zjd3ke—2, (A.53)
x| (2m) K]

we have after changing the variable of integration k° — k°
—H

(A.54)

k() e e
2(27)[x| (271)4Jd : (K~ (i) |&[*

Thus, using equation (A.54), we can rewrite equation
(A.51) as

iux”

Ay _ ¢ 'k K “ } —ikx
() (2n)4J {[ko—(y—itxﬂ [ — 12 +ie] ’ [k = (g — icx)] [ K| ‘

ex';mU y 1 kO [
:<2n)4jd4kek" R ot
p—ia) |k —p+ie |k

(A.55)

B. Equivalence with the Klein-Gordon Theory

B.1. The (/\/4)[‘f’(x)‘f”(x)]2 Interaction. The interaction

Lagrangian density

L= ~(M4) [P (x) ¥ ()] (B.1)
does not depend on time derivatives and thus [4, 5]
Him=-Lwm= V[P (®]".  (B2)
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Note that ', is clearly Lorentz covariant since the
phase change induced in ¥(x) by a proper Lorentz transfor-
mation is compensated by the one induced in ¥'(x) (see
equation (18)). Also, since the interaction picture is con-
nected to the Heisenberg picture via a unitary transforma-
tion, we obtain

2
Hiw=-Lw={¥ @]} B3
Inserting equation (B.3) into (386), we get
S=Tex _ i d4x{‘l’1(x) [‘}’I(x)]T}Z (B.4)
=P\ T e ' '
If we now use equation (387), we arrive at
S=Tex _ d4x{<DI(x) [@I(x)]T}z (B.5)
=P\ T e ' '

Looking at equation (B.5), we realize that it is the S
-matrix for the complex Klein-Gordon fields if they interact
according to

= M) 1) [cpf(x)]*}z. (B.6)

This tells us that the S-matrix for the Klein-Gordon and
Lorentz covariant Schrodinger fields is identical if they are
subjected to the same type of interaction (equations (B.3)
and (B.6)). Furthermore, the flux and linear momentum
associated with a particle are formally the same in both the-
ories, as can be seen comparing equations (82) and (329)
with the respective ones coming from the Klein-Gordon the-
ory. Therefore, any scattering cross section (decay rate)
computed for both theories has the same value if the collid-
ing (decaying) particles are assumed to have the same initial
linear momentum.

The preceding analysis can be easily extended to any
interaction of the type

T = 9,[¥ (¥ ()], (B.7)

with # a real number and g, the associated coupling con-
stant. Since ¥ and ¥ have the same exponent, we can use
equation (387) and the same arguments above to prove the
equivalence between the Klein-Gordon and the Lorentz
covariant Schrodinger theories.

On the other hand, the requirement for Lorentz covari-
ance forbids interactions given by

T =gV O [P'(0)]", withn#i  (BS)

Indeed, for different values of n and #, we have after a
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proper Lorentz transformation
P[] — O ) [P ] (B9)

which clearly shows the lack of Lorentz covariance if n # 7.
When we have two (or more) types of particles with dif-
ferent masses, similar arguments forbid interaction terms

proportional to ¥ (‘I"I)ﬁ“f’gz(‘l’;)hz, for n;#n;, j=1,2.
Here, ¥'; corresponds to the field associated with the particle
of mass m;. For Klein-Gordon fields, interactions given by
terms similar to those of equation (B.8) are possible since

they remain invariant under a proper Lorentz
transformation.

B.2. Scalar Electrodynamics. The proof of the equivalence
between the Klein-Gordon and the Lorentz covariant Schro-
dinger quantum scalar electrodynamics is more subtle.
Before presenting this proof, we need first to develop the
classical scalar electrodynamics of the Lorentz covariant
Schrodinger fields. After obtaining the classical Hamiltonian
density describing all fields and the interactions among
them, we are ready to proceed to its canonical quantization
and give the proof of the equivalence of both theories.

Applying the minimal coupling prescription, equation
(165), to the free Lorentz covariant Schrodinger Lagrangian
density, equation (244), we get

Z = (D¥)(D*¥F)" +iu[¥" (D¥) =¥ (Dg¥)*| = Zis + Line
(B.10)

Here, the free field and interaction Lagrangian densities
are

P15 =0, 0" +ip¥ 0,7, (B.11)

. 2
g . 9" 248 e 40
Fim = (FTOP) A+ P AN - SEEEA,

(B.12)

Equation (B.10) is invariant under a gauge transforma-
tion, namely, if

¥(x) — eliam) XN (x),

(B.13)
A, — A, - 0,x(x),

we have that

L —Z. (B.14)

In equation (B.12), the third term at the right-hand side
is characteristic of the Lorentz covariant Schrédinger
Lagrangian, while the first and second ones are formally
equivalent to what one would get by applying the minimal
coupling prescription to the Klein-Gordon Lagrangian.
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If we use equation (108),

¥(x) = & D(x), (B.15)
which connects the Lorentz covariant Schrodinger and

Klein-Gordon equations, we get after inserting it in equation
(B.10)

Z1s— Zro (B.16)
Z _>-i_q(<1>*a D)A¥ + q—2®®*A A (B.17)
int h u hz uer '

Here, &g is the Klein-Gordon free-field Lagrangian
density and the right-hand side of equation (B.17) is exactly
the interaction term one gets by applying the minimal cou-
pling prescription to L.

We should also mention that similarly to &, the inter-
action Lagrangian density &, equation (B.12), is invariant
under a proper Lorentz transformation. This is proved via a
direct calculation using equation (18), the transformation
rule for ¥(x) under a proper Lorentz transformation, and
the respective covariant and contravariant transformation
rules for the vectors 0, and A¥.

The complete scalar electrodynamic Lagrangian density
also has the electromagnetic (EM) free-field term Zpy,
which is a function of the four-potential A* (the four com-
ponents of A¥ are considered independent variables) [4, 5].
Therefore, the total Lagrangian density for the scalar electro-
dynamics (SED) becomes

ZLsip = L5+ L + Line- (B.18)

In order to carry out the canonical quantization of the
scalar electrodynamics, we need the Hamiltonian density
associated with Zpy. Since the interaction term &, does
not contain time derivatives of the fields A, the canonically
conjugate fields related to them are the same as those of the
free-field case. As such, after the Legendre transformation
leading from the Lagrangian to the Hamiltonian density,
we have Zp\; — #py> Where Zpy is the standard free-
field Hamiltonian density for the electromagnetic field [4,
5]. However, &, contains terms involving time derivatives
of the fields ¥ and ¥*. This means that their canonically
conjugate fields are different from the free-field case, which
ultimately implies that %, is no longer simply —-<,,.

The new conjugate field to ¥ is

_ 0Zgp 0L 0Z,

- = + i _ (o e g p0
YT R0,)  @(0,¥)  co(a,w) c\ T T ‘

(B.19)
In a similar way, the conjugate field to ¥~ is
1 . lq 0 *
Iy = — (¥ ~ ip¥ + 2 WA | =T}, (B.20)

Using equations (B.19) and (B.20), the Hamiltonian density
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H =140, + 0¥ - L1g— Ly + e (B21)
becomes

H =g+ e+ H o> (B.22)

where 7| and # 'y are, respectively, the free-field Hamilto-
nian densities for the Lorentz covariant Schrodinger and elec-
tromagnetic fields, while

= % (I 9" — [T, ¥)A° + %(‘P*aj‘f’)
7 7 (B.23)
A - SWWRA AR+ WP AAS
h &

Equation (B.23) is formally the same as the one we would
get if we had worked with the Klein-Gordon Lagrangian [5].
Here, however, the expressions for I1,, and IIy- are given by
equations (B.19) and (B.20) while in the Klein-Gordon case,
we do not have the terms iV and —iy¥ in equations (B.19)
and (B.20), respectively.

In order to quantize equation (B.23), the independent
field variables ¥, ¥*, Ily, Ily+, and A¥ are promoted to
operators, satisfying the usual equal-time commutation rela-
tions. The commutation relations for the scalar fields are
given in equations (324) and (325), and the commutation
relations for the four-vector potential can be found in refs.
[4, 5]. Also, to avoid ordering ambiguities among the opera-
tors as well as to eliminate nonphysical vacuum contribu-
tions, we normal order all products of operators.

Going to the interaction picture, we have

H' =K+ H g+

int> (B 24)
where the operator O in the Heisenberg picture is connected
to its representation in the interaction picture by the follow-
ing unitary transformation:

o' =U(t)oU" (1). (B.25)
The unitary operator above is [4, 5]
U(t) = engt/he—th/h’ (B.26)
with
Hj = H;g + H;y, (B.27)

being the total free-field Hamiltonian in the Schrédinger
picture. Note that H]S- = fd3x ?f}s(t, x), j=LS or EM. The

quantity H = fd3x% (t,x) is the complete Hamiltonian,
having the same form in the Schrédinger and Heisenberg
pictures.

In order to apply the Dyson series, we have to write the
interaction part of the Hamiltonian density in terms of oper-
ators in the interaction picture. Using equation (B.23), the
unitarity of U(t), and that U(¢) does not depend on the
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spatial variables, we obtain with the help of equation (B.25)

H, = h [n () - Iy (a7) + ’F‘j[( )0
(Al) - ZZ vl () AL (A" + %wl(qﬂ)ug(y)(’.
(B.28)

We now eliminate the conjugate fields IT}, and IT,, in

favor of the time derivatives of the fields 9,%’ and 9,(¥’ )
. To that end, we note first that

00" =0,(UYU") = (0,U)PU" + U(0,¥)U" + U¥ (3,U").

(B.29)

Using the definitions of U(t) and U'(t), a direct calcula-
tion leads to

(B.30)

h Hlnt UT

Moreover, 0, is obtained from the time evolution of ¥
in the Heisenberg picture,

o,U" = (B.31)

Ly m).

0¥ = — B.32
0 th ( )

Inserting equations (B.30), (B.31), and (B.32) into (B.29),
we get

3, ﬁ ' UlH,, YU,

(B.33)
where
Hy=Hyg + Hpy,. (B.34)

Since Hgy; has no dependence on the matter fields, it
commutes with ¥ and equation (B.33) is reduced to

' UH,, WU

' Z
% hc

(B.35)

The commutator above, with the aid of equations (252),
(324), and (325), is given by

[Hyo ¥(t, %)) = Jd3x' [%Ls(t,x’), w(t, x)]

- [l (o) o] o)
Jd3x zyc‘I/(t )[Hw(t x) ‘I’(t,x)}

= —ihc ITy: (1, X) + pch¥ (t,X).
(B.36)
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Inserting equation (B.36) into (B.35), we finally get

00" = cITy, + i’ (B.37)
An analogous calculation leads to
9, (") = cITh, — iu(¥")". (B.38)

Equations (B.37) and (B.38) are what we need to elimi-
nate the conjugate fields in equation (B.28). Remembering
that we are adopting the normal ordering prescription (we
can freely write, for example, (¥' )T‘I’I instead of ! (¥’ )T),
we obtain

%I _ gl

L=~ ) WAL (01" (8.39)

(B.40)

Note that 311m is invariant under a proper Lorentz
transformation while the so-called “normal-dependent
term” (qzlhz)(‘I’I)T‘I’IAé(AI)O is not [5].

Equation (B.39) differs from the one we would obtain if
we worked with the Klein-Gordon fields by the last term in

equation (B.40),

249 gyt (41, (BA1)

h

However, the extra term (B.41), together with the rest of
¢! ., will not lead to different physical processes that are not
contained in the Klein-Gordon theory.

To see this, we rewrite equation (B.39) as

' = {[1 )’ qﬂ} ne +2M(qﬂ)*w(Af)°}
;; () wraf(ah)’ - (#1) WAl (4)].

(B.42)

In equation (B.42), we have grouped terms proportional

to the charge g and those proportional to ¢°.
If we now insert equation (B.15) into (B.42), we obtain

T~ { [i(@f)*aﬂd} (AI)"} + Z_z [(@’)TcpfA{)(A’)o
- () 0l ay (4)"].
(B.43)

Note that terms proportional to q and ¢* in equation
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(B.42) are respectively mapped to the ones proportional to g
and ¢’ in equation (B.43).

Furthermore, equation (B.43) is exactly the interaction
Hamiltonian density we obtain when dealing with the
Klein-Gordon theory and it is not difficult to see that the
free-field Hamiltonians are all transformed to the ones of
the Klein-Gordon theory after equation (B.15). Therefore,
the S-matrix of the Klein-Gordon and Lorentz covariant
Schrodinger theories is the same. This implies, using the
same arguments given in Appendix B.1, that in the frame-
work of scalar electrodynamics, both theories lead to equiv-
alent predictions when it comes to scattering and decay
processes.

C. Transformation Law for ¥ (x) under Finite
Proper Lorentz Transformations

After an infinitesimal counterclockwise spatial rotation of a
reference frame about its x*-axis, the original coordinates
x# describing a four-vector are related to those in the new

frame (x*) as follows:

X0 =Y, (C.1)

x =x" —ex?, (C2)
=x" +ext, (C3)
o =x, (C.4)

where ¢ is an infinitesimal angle of rotation.

To simplify the notation in the following calculations, it
is convenient to use ct, x, y, z to label the coordinates of the
above contravariant four-vector. Also, the inertial frame
before any rotation is implemented is called S, and the iner-
tial frame after » infinitesimal rotations is denoted by §,,.
The coordinates of a four-vector in S, is given by ct,, x,, y,
,Z,. Therefore, according to equations (C.2) and (C.3), after
n spatial rotations about the z-axis, we have
(C.5)

X1 =Xy =€V

V-1 = €%, +yn' (C6)

After N infinitesimal rotations, we end up at the frame
Sy Solving the system of recursive relations (C.5) and
(C.6) with the “final conditions” x and y,,, we get

x, = % [(1-ie)N" + (1 +ie)""xy = = [(1-ie)N " = (1 +ie) "]y

(C.7)

NI

¥, = % [(1—ie)N7" = (1 +ie)V " xy + % [(1-ie)"™" + (1+ig)" "] yy-
(C.8)

According to equations (414) and (419), after an infini-
tesimal rotation about the z-axis, the wave functions in
S,_; and S, are connected to each other according to the fol-

55

lowing transformation law:

p  =e () (C.9)

To arrive at equation (C.9), we used that &2l = —¢!? =¢,

with all other &*¥ being zero, and renamed «' and «* to «,
and «,,.

Using repeatedly equation (C.9), we obtain after N infin-
itesimal rotations ¢ about the z-axis that

N N
ie <Ky z X, K, zyn>
Yy=e n=l1

n=1

. (C.10)

If we now employ equations (C.7) and (C.8), the sums in
equation (C.10) become

Y x,= _zie [(1+ie)N - (1—ie)N]xy — 2% [2-(1-ie)N = (1+ie)"]yy

(C.11)

N .
Zly” - % 2= (1= i) = (L i)y = o [(1+ )" = (1= )y
(C.12)

Inserting equations (C.11) and (C.12) into (C.10), we
obtain

= exp {5010+ DY ) - 20 g(6) - 1) L,
(C.13)
where
fle)=2-(1-ige)N - (1 +ie)", (C.14)
ge)=(1+ie)N - (1-ig)". (C.15)

A finite rotation ¢ can be split into N infinitesimal ones
such that
e=@IN. (C.16)

Inserting equation (C.16) into equations (C.14) and
(C.15) and taking the limit for large N, we get

Jim f($/N)=2(1 - cos §), (C.17)
N@mf(¢/N) = 2i sin ¢. (C.18)

If we identify ¥, as the wave function in the rest frame S
before the finite rotation ¢ is implemented, limy_, ¥y as
the wave function at the rest frame S’ after the rotation,
and if we go back to the four-vector notation, equations
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(C.17) and (C.18) when inserted into (C.13) give

W (x) = /| (43" 025 ) (1mcos ) (a7 =20 s ] 1 ().

(C.19)

Equation (C.19) is nothing but the transformation law
given by equation (423) for a finite rotation ¢ about the x°
-axis. By similar calculations, we can get the transformation
laws for ¥(x) when we rotate about the x> and x'-axes.

Let us now show how the transformation law for finite
boosts can be derived for ¥(x). To that aim, we write a finite
boost along the x'-axis as a rotation in a hyperbolic space.
The coordinate transformation is thus

x"=x" cosh & + x' sinh £, (C.20)
x'=x" sinh & + x'' cosh &, (Cz21)
2er, (c2)

*=x, (C.23)

where the “hyperbolic angle” £ is called the “rapidity” and is
given by

tanh & = B=v/c. (C.24)

Here, v is the speed of frame S’ with respect to S,
directed along the x'-axis. Note that cosh &=y and sinh &
=Py

Expressed as given by equations (C.20) and (C.21), two
successive boosts along the x'-axis with rapidity £ and &'
give x*=x"" cosh (£ +&') +x! sinh (£+£&') and x' =x°"
sinh (£ + &) +x!" cosh (£+&"), where x*" are the coordi-
nates of the four-vector x* in the frame S'’. This is formally
equivalent to spatial rotations if the hyperbolic sines and
cosines are changed to the usual trigonometric ones. There-
fore, the calculations above leading to the transformation
law for ¥(x) after a spatial rotation can be readily adapted
to a boost if we note that for an infinitesimal boost (£ < 1),
we have

! !
K =x" &,

) , (C.25)
x=xt + 80
The analog to equations (C.5) and (C.6) is
ct,; =ct, +&x,,
b (C.26)

x,, =&ct, +x,,
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whose solution is

=5 [0+ (1= ety 5[0+ - (1-8 "y,

N = ) =
N = o -

X, =

[(1 + E)N—n -(1- E)N—n} cty + {(1 + g)N-n +(1- {)N—n] .

(C.27)

Repeating all the steps of the previous calculation, we get

N N
i€ (xx Z ct,—K. Z xn>
Yy=e n=1 =y, (C.28)

ian: 1 [(1+E)N—(1—E)N]ctN— zig [z—(1+5)N—(1+5)N]xN,
(C.29)

ixn:_z_lg {2— (1 +E)N— (1 +E)N]ctN+ 2% [(1+£)N—(1 —E)N}xN.
(C.30)

Inserting equations (C.29) and (C.30) into (C.28), we
arrive at

e {510+ TN g0 5 ) - P50 e
(C.31)
where
fE=2-1+5"-1-5", (C.32)
g&) =1+ -1 -9~ (C.33)

To go from successive infinitesimal boosts to a finite one,
we set

(C.34)

and take the appropriate limits in equations (C.32) and
(C.33),

Nlim f(EIN) =2(1 - cosh B), (C.35)
Nhgr)nmf(:/N) =2sinh E. (C.36)

Noting that coshZ=y and sinh 5=y, equations
(C.35) and (C.36) allow us to write (C.31) as

W (x) = LD 1B (D | g <x’) . (C37)

To arrive at equation (C.37), we have reversed to the

usual four-vector notation, namely, cty=x",xy=x",%,
=«% x,=«', and identified ¥, with ¥(x) and ¥, with
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¥'(x"). Equation (C.37) is the transformation law for ¥
(x) when it is subjected to a finite boost along the x!
-axis, namely, equation (425) given in the main text.
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