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Abstract: A new dynamical paradigm merging quantum dynamics with cosmology is discussed. We
distinguish between a universe and its background space-time. The universe here is the subset of
space-time defined by ¥+ (x) # 0, where ¥+ (x) is a solution of a Schrdinger equation, x is a point in
n-dimensional Minkowski space, and T > 0 is a dimensionless ‘cosmic-time” evolution parameter. We
derive the form of the Schrédinger equation and show that an empty universe is described by a ¥ (x)
that propagates towards the future inside some future-cone V.. The resulting dynamical semigroup
is unitary, i.e., fV+ d*x|¥(x)|?> = 1 for T > 0. The initial condition ¥ (x) is not localized at x = 0.
Rather, it satisfies the boundary condition ¥o(x) = 0 for x € V. For n = 1 + 3 the support of ¥(x)
is bounded from the past by the ‘gap hyperboloid’ £21/T = c?t?> — x2, where / is a fundamental length.
Consequently, the points located between the hyperboloid and the light cone c?t? — x? = 0 satisfy
Y+(x) = 0, and thus do not belong to the universe. As T grows, the gap between the support of
Y+ (x) and the light cone increases. The past thus literally disappears. Unitarity of the dynamical
semigroup implies that the universe becomes localized in a finite-thickness future-neighbourhood
of 12/t = c?t* — x?, simultaneously spreading along the hyperboloid. Effectively, for large T the
subset occupied by the universe resembles a part of the gap hyperboloid itself, but its thickness A+ is
non-zero for finite 7. Finite A; implies that the three-dimensional volume of the universe is finite
as well. An approximate radius of the universe, 7+, grows with T due to A73 = Aorg and Ar — 0.
The propagation of ¥ (x) through space-time matches an intuitive picture of the passage of time.
What we regard as the Minkowski-space classical time can be identified with ctr = [ d*x x0|¥-(x)|?,
so tr grows with T as a consequence of the Ehrenfest theorem, and its present uncertainty can be
identified with the Planck time. Assuming that at present values of T (corresponding to 13-14 billion
years) Ar and r¢ are of the order of the Planck length and the Hubble radius, we estimate that the
analogous thickness A of the support of ¥(x) is of the order of 1 AU, and rj ~ (cty)® x 10~4.
The estimates imply that the initial volume of the universe was finite and its uncertainty in time
was several minutes. Next, we generalize the formalism in a way that incorporates interactions with
matter. We are guided by the correspondence principle with quantum mechanics, which should be
asymptotically reconstructed for the present values of 7. We argue that Hamiltonians corresponding
to the present values of T approximately describe quantum mechanics in a conformally Minkowskian
B

space-time. The conformal factor is directly related to [¥¢(x)|*. As a by-product of the construction,

we arrive at a new formulation of conformal invariance of m # 0 fields.
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1. Passage of Time as a Physical Problem

Copyright: © 2023 by the authors.
Licensee MDPI, Basel, Switzerland. We are taught very early in our education that dynamics in space is equivalent to
statics in space-time. As children, we generally have no difficulty with the idea that a
one-dimensional motion can be represented by a motionless graph (¢, x;). The paradigm is
easily explainable by the metaphor of a filmstrip, where each moment of time f corresponds

to a still frame x;. In a sense, dynamics is not needed in physics.
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On the other hand, it would be difficult to find a physical phenomenon whose nature
would be experienced by us as directly, as suggestively, and often as dramatically as the
passage of time.

The formalism of invariant-time quantum mechanics partly addresses this issue [1-9].
Here, one begins with the family of wave functions, ¥+ (x), defined on (1+3)-dimensional
Minkowski space (or its generalizations [10,11] ), and satisfying a Schrédinger-type equation

iYe =Y, ¥Yr=Urr¥s. 1)
The normalization is [ d*x|¥-(x)[> = 1. The resulting dynamics is no longer an
equivalent of statics in four dimensions. However, does it really match our intuition of the
passage of time, where the past is disappearing and the future has not yet happened?

Therefore, consider the following sequence of syllogisms:

An event cannot happen if its probability is zero. The probability of x is zero if
|¥+(x)|> = 0. An event that could happen at 7y disappears at 1, if ¥ (x) # 0 evolves into
Y, (x) = 0. ¥ (x) describes the passage of time if its support is restricted from the past by
a space-like hypersurface propagating towards the future.

The above postulates should be supplemented by the asymptotic one: For times of the
order of 13-14 billion years since the origin of the cosmic evolution the support of ¥ (x)
should be “practically” indistinguishable from a space-like hyperplane, at least locally (say,
at the galaxy scale).

We will therefore define a universe as a collection of those events x in Minkowski space
M that satisfy ¥+ (x) # 0 for a certain solution to (1), for some 7. We will determine .7’ by
the condition that for very large T the probability density [¥+(x)|? will be concentrated in a
neighbourhood of a hyperbolic subspace of M. This subspace will propagate in M towards
the future. For smaller 7, instead of a space-like hyperboloid, what we find is a finite-
thickness n-dimensional quantum membrane propagating through the Minkowski space
of the same dimension. The membrane simultaneously spreads along space-like directions
and shrinks along the time-like ones. The two processes balance each other, making the
dynamics unitary. Asymptotically, for large cosmic times, the dynamics becomes similar to
Dirac’s point form [12].

Notice that we speak here of a neighbourhood of the hyperbolic subspace, and not just
the hyperbolic subspace itself. What it means is that the asymptotic (empty) universe is an n-
dimensional subset of the n-dimensional M, and not its (n — 1)-dimensional submanifold.
Our membrane resembles a true material membrane of finite thickness, and not just its
idealized (n — 1)-dimensional mathematical representation.

The choice of hyperbolic geometry is motivated by reasons of symmetry, isotropy, un-
boundedness, and homogeneity of the asymptotic universe. Regarded as (n — 1)-dimensional
manifolds, hyperbolic spaces are isotropic homogeneous spaces of constant negative
curvature [13]. For n = 4 they are examples of spatial sections of a Robertson-Walker
space-time [14]. Alternatively, they are spatial sections of a Milne universe [15-25]. Hyper-
bolic spaces are natural candidates for universes that are either completely empty, or filled
with test matter (identified by Milne with galaxies). In particular, a universe filled with
several interacting atoms could be described by a hyperbolic space.

The classical Kepler problem was solved in three-dimensional hyperbolic space in [26].
Kepler’s problem is apparently also the first quantum problem solved in hyperbolic
space [27,28]. A quantum mechanical harmonic oscillator on various spaces of constant
curvature is another example [29]. Eigenfunction expansions on hyperboloids and cones
of various metric signatures can be found in [30], whereas the special case of n = 1+ 3
appeared in [31], and in more complete forms in [32,33]. A more recent study can be found
in [34,35].

It is known that the Milne model fits observational data for Type la supernovae just
as well as the ACDM model [36,37], at least when one considers the Hubble diagram for
distance modulus vs. redshift [21,22]. The differences between ACDM and Milne’s models
become visible if one switches to a ‘model-independent’ scale factor vs. cosmological time
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plots [22,38], but one should bear in mind that the notion of ‘model-independence’ is
referred to here as specific class of models which do not include the formalism discussed in
the present paper. Therefore, we withhold for the time being a final opinion on the possible
agreement or disagreement of our model with the observational data.

A more technical and detailed outline of the construction is given in the next Section.
An example of n = 1 + 1 illustrates our main intuitions. Section 3 is central to the paper.
The construction of Uy = e~/ is given there step by step. Section 4 plays a role of cross-
checking the construction from Section 3. Section 5 is devoted to the spectral properties of
Hyp. Sections 6-8 deal with various properties of the universe which we identify with the
support of ¥+ (x), a solution of the Schrodinger equation.

A very preliminary analysis of such dynamics for n = 1+ 1 can be found in [39].
A disadvantage of the approach from [39] was that it crucially depended on the properties
of (1 + 1)-dimensional Minkowski space, treated as a toy model. The new formalism is
independent of the background space dimension.

In Section 9, we begin discussion of matter fields and justify the form of the total
Schrodinger-picture Hamiltonian. In particular, we point out that what we regard as a
matter-field total Hamiltonian in our present-day universe is essentially an interaction
Hamiltonian. In Section 10, we discuss the link between the averaged-over-reservoir in-
teraction Hamiltonian and the resulting effective geometry of the universe. The geometry
depends on the initial condition for ¥ (x) and is encoded in the structure of the spinor
covariant derivative. We argue in Section 11 that the most natural choice of the derivative
is the one with non-vanishing torsion. We compare our construction with the classic results
of Penrose on torsion and complex conformal transformations. As a by-product we arrive
at a connection that leads to a new perspective on the old problem of conformal invariance
of massive fields. These ideas are explicitly checked on the example of the Dirac equation
in Section 12.

In Section 13, we conclude the paper by a simple toy-model analysis performed in
1+ 1 dimensions. All the essential elements of the construction can be followed once again
step by step.

The last section summarizes our assumptions and intuitions, both physical and mathe-
matical, and outlines possibilities of further generalizations of the formalism.

2. Outline of the Construction

Consider the Minkowski space M in n dimensions with the metric of signature
(+,—,...,—). We are basically interested in the physical case n =1+ 3,butn =1+ 11is
often needed for graphical illustrations of the construction. Consider an arbitrary X* € M
and its future-cone V; C M, ie., x# € V, if x¥ — X" is future-pointing and time-like or
null. The interior of V is denoted by V., so 0V, = V. \ V4 is the future light-cone of X*.
In what follows, we simplify notation by setting X# = 0, but bear in mind that the origin is
in fact arbitrary and subject to a Poincaré transformation. Therefore, the Poincaré group
(as well as its unitary representations) is implicitly present as a symmetry group of the
background Minkowski space.

We will concentrate on the Hilbert space of square-integrable functions M > x* —
¥ (x) € C, which are assumed to vanish if x* — oo, and if x* € M \ V. Notice that the
wave functions vanish on the boundary 0V, so the arguments of ¥ (x) are effectively
future-time-like. The scalar product is

fls) = [, T sx) = [, df (s (x). @

For x# € V. we denote x> = x,x# = (x9)? — (x1)?> — - - - — (x,4_1)% The boundary
condition means that we consider wave functions that vanish for x,x* < 0, and for
xyx# > 0 but belonging to the past cone xo < 0.

Our goal is to construct a unitary dynamics ¥¢(x) = Ur_, ¥ (x), fulfilling the
following two requirements:
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(1) Z = maxo{|¥c(x)]*} = maxy{|¥(x)|*} for any 7, 9. The condition means that
% is the maximal value of [¥(x)|?, which is both relativistically and dynamically
invariant. In a wider perspective, such a 2 will play a role of a renormalization
constant, while [¥+(x)|?/ 2 will be a cutoff function whose support defines the
region of space-time that will be identified with the universe itself. So, the universe is
a T-dependent subset of the background Minkowski space.

(2) For T — oo the support of |¥(x)|?> becomes concentrated in a neighbourhood of a
proper-time hyperboloid a2 = x,,x, for some ar, limr 0 a7 = c0. We will make the
condition mathematically precise later; the basic intuition behind it is that, for large
times, the probability density on space-time is concentrated in a neighbourhood of
a space-like surface propagating towards the future. The propagating support of
|¥+(x)|? behaves as if it scanned V., by a space-like effective foliation of a finite but
decreasing in T time-like thickness A, lim;_, A¢r = 0. The latter, when combined
with 2 = constant, implies that [¥+(x)|? spreads along space-like directions, a prop-
erty we interpret as expansion of our universe. More precisely, this will be one of
the manifestations of the expansion, not necessarily the observable one. In effect,
the asymptotic dynamics becomes analogous to Dirac’s point-form one [12].

The assumptions will lead to the semigroup [40]

Yo(x) = ¥y ((X () (“T(’)n)l/nx) (3)

= e*i((”T)"*(”To)n)HO/en‘YTg(x)r @)
for (‘h’)n _ (aTo)n < X”, and
Tr(x) =0 ©
fOr 0 S Xi’l S (aT)n — (aT())n/
o 9
_ Y win a9
HO nx”x lay il a(xn)’ (6)

where / is a constant (the Planck length, say). Formula (4) shows that the parameter that
plays a role of ‘quantum time’ is here given by (a;)". It is most natural (and simplest) to
work with

(ar)" = (', (7)
n—1
VE = ix” xH, ayV”(x):Q 9)
P, = —ild,, (10)
n_ g 4o\ V"
¥o(x) = ‘Yro<<xxno> x> (11)
- e*i(T*To)HoqngO(x), (12)

The parameter T is then dimensionless and non-negative. The Hamiltonian H is
dimensionless as well.

Hamiltonian #, is, up to the denominator, a dilatation operator, which is not that
surprising in the context of cosmology [41]. It is clear that, due to the distinguished role
played by dilatations, the resulting formalism has formal similarities to Klauder’s affine
quantization [42—-44]. More importantly, Ho generates translations in the nth power of x,
a fact explaining why the dynamics involves a unitary representation of a semigroup of
translations in R .
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As opposed to algebraic quantization paradigms (canonical, affine, etc.) we do not
begin with a classical theory, find its Poisson-bracket Lie algebra, and then look for its
representations. Our procedure concentrates on the very process of the ‘flow of time’ that we
envisage as a propagation of a wave packet of the universe through background space-time.
There is, though, a classical element that relates our quantum dynamics to more standard
Milne-type cosmology: The support of the propagating wave packet is bounded from below
(that is, from the past) by a typical Milnean hyperboloid propagating towards the future.
As T tends to plus-infinity, the wave function concentrates in a future-neighbourhood of
the propagating hyperboloid.

As we can see, our dynamics is not just statics in space-time. We indeed have a flow of
time, with the past disappearing in the deepest ontological sense, and the future not yet
existing. The notion of ‘now’ is smeared out, but becomes more and more concrete as the
cosmic time flows towards the future.

Continuity equation 9, V¥ (x) = 0 implies that H, is symmetric,

{f[Hog) = (Hof|g)- (13)
Let us note that the support of ¥ consists of those x € V. that satisfy
(ac)" — (ag)" < x". (14)

With growing a. the support of ¥ shrinks, creating a space-time gap between the
region of non-zero probability density [¥+(x)|?> and the boundary aV.. Figure 1 illustrates
the effectinn = 1+ 1, for (7) and ¥+ (x) given by (3), (5), with the initial condition

1 for|x!| <1, (92— (x1)2 <1,x >0
0 otherwise

¥y (x) = { 15)

We tacitly assume that the jumps in (15) approximate some smooth function, so that (4)
is applicable as well.

Figure 1. Plot of (4) with the initial condition (15) at T = 19 = 0 (left), and its evolved version for
T = 1 (right) in a two-dimensional Minkowski space, in units where ¢ = 1. ¥+ (x) at T = 1 is thinner

and wider than ¥ (x) at T = 0. A space-time gap occurs between the support of ¥1(x) and the light

cone. In 1 + 3 dimensions the hyperboloid that determines the gap is given by ¢2\/T = ¢t — &2, in
contrast with c2#> — x> ~ 7% as one might naively expect.
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3. Justification of the Form of U; for the Empty Universe

Let u" = x#/x, u’ > 0 be a future-pointing world-velocity. Assume (¥|¥.) =
(Y, |¥+,) for any 0 < 19 < 7. Explicitly,

(Fo|¥r) = / 4" [¥ o (x / dxx" o (

/ dxx"~ PTo x). (16)

We have introduced the probability density

pex) = [, dul¥c(xn)l? (17)

where du is a measure on the world-velocity hyperboloid.
Assuming the support of pr(x) is contained in [a+, br] C R4 (as in Figure 1), we arrive
at the condition that has to be satisfied by both ¥ (x) and ¥+, (x),

be by
dxx" oo (x) = * dx Loy (x). (18)

ar Az

Changing variables, t = x", and denoting 0 (t) = p(t'/"), we find an equivalent form,

dtQT / dtQTO (19)

Now, it is enough to find another change of variables, t — t(, in a way thata? < t < b2
implies aﬁo <t < b%. Assuming the affine relation,

t = Aty+B, (20)
al = Aa?0 + B, (21)
bl = Ab?0 + B, (22)
we obtain
P b —al o —altby + blak 23)
by, — a%, ay, — by,

Applying the new variables to the left side of (19), dt = byf “T dto, we arrive at

/ dlo i —a-ac( Aty + B) = / o0 (o) )
and
i — a .
MQT(t) = 0qy(to) = QTo(A (t— B)) (25)
0 0

In order to guarantee the dynamical invariance of 2 = max,{|%¥(x)|?}, we demand

bt —az
by, — a%, (26)
The latter implies that
by —ap =by —ay =C (27)
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is a constant, and thus b; = (a” 4+ C)'/". Then
0z (t) = 0g (to) = 0r(t — B), (28)
where
t = t0+B:t0+a¥—a¥O. (29)
It is clear that a? <t < af + C is equivalent to aﬁo <ty < aﬁo +C.
As the final step we note that
pr(x) = er(x") = eg(x" — B)
= 0o ([(x" = B)'"") = py (=" = B)'/") (30)
is equivalent to
du ¥ (xu)?
[, dul¥ ()
1/n 2
= /. du“-I’TO ((x" —ay +ak) u) ‘ . (31)
We will now show that
Ye(xu) = VYo ((x” —al + uﬁo)l/nu> (32)
satisfies all our desiderata.
Firstly, for x* = xu¥ we obtain
Yo(x) = Yy ((x" —al + a’;o)l/nx/x> (33)
n_gh 4 ogn 1/n
v, ((X ) (34
X
which coincides with (3). For al = "1, 7 > 0, and 19 = 0:
x" — i\ V"
\I"T(x) = TO((X”) x> :To(x(T)), (35)
X" — i\ "
x‘u(T> - <Xn) xy. (36)
It is enough if we show that for any analytic function ¥y(x) we can write
Yo(x(1)) = e Ty (x). (37)
We begin with the monomial
11} _ Nl Nk —
o(x) =xy .S, Ni+--+Ny=N (38)
It is clear that
Xy, ()M ... Xy, ()N = e*iﬂ{oxﬁff e x%{k, (39)
holds true if and only if
an N, N,
Tt ()N, (T) N = (—iHo)"xp, ... x5, (40)
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for any m € N. We begin with

X — gnp\ N/m N N
Xy (T)Nl cee x}lk(T)Nk = (X") xﬂll ce xﬂkk (41)
N
G AR @)
(Xz)N/z 125 S 0
dm N N N (N N (=" — )N N
lell(T) Loy, (T)7K e = (—fn)m; (n — 1> (n —m+ 1) N2 Xy X o (43)
= oL (1) (G et (44)
N /(N N
= (=" (n — 1) ( —m+ 1) (x2) 7 2k (45)
On the other hand, by Euler’s homogeneity theorem,
. o "
(—iHo)"xpl ... xpk = (nx” xi‘ay> Xl (46)
(—mym (1 "IN NN
= ;xﬂay X—nxm1 Xy (47)
(—emym /1 "2IN(N—-n) N, N
- am ;Tﬂxﬂaﬂ (x2)2n/2 Xpp - X 48
(—mym (1 "I3N(N—n)(N—-2n) n, N
= —xMo, 272 e Xy (49)
N /N N
= (_K")m; (n - 1> <n —m+ 1) (xz)*”’"/zxﬁg1 ...x%{k, (50)

which coincides with (45). So, this step is proven. The Maclaurin expansion ends the proof
for the monomial,

mdm

(e}
N N T N N,
X (D) (T) = ZOWdTm Xy (T) 2y (T) =0 (51)
m= : -
> T N N _i N N,
= ) W(—z’l—[o)mxml Loxf=e ”Hoxml Lxgf (52)
m=0 """

By linearity the proof is extended to any analytic
N N
Yo(x) = ), ‘I”;}l_“’;\’}kxml Xk (53)
Ny...Ng
For 0 < 19 < T, we can write

Yo(x) = e Th0Yy(x) = e (TR0 0wy (x)
e T MY (x) = Up— gy ¥y (%) (54)

Being linear and norm-preserving, U, is unitary.

4. Direct Proof of Unitarity of Ur

To remain on a safe side we have assumed 0 < 1y < T, or more generally 0 < aq, < a;.
However, do we really need a,, < a;? Let us investigate this point in more detail.
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It is instructive to directly verify % (¥+|®r) = 0 for functions ¥;(x) and ®(x) that
vanish outside [az, (a + C)'/"]. Denote

pr(x) = /2 . du¥(xu)Pr(xu). (55)
ut=
Then
A T D (x)
at
d a+oin _ 1
= EA dXXn 1PT0((Xn —11¥+11¥0) n)
— 1 d(“?) d ar+C n n\1/n
- n drt d(ﬂ?) /ﬂ-’} dtpTO((t ar +aT0) )
Employing
d xX+c J
E/x yf(xy)
x+c 2 ,
:/ dy flx y)+f(x,x+c)—f(x,x)
x ox
we find
d 1d(al aa+C g 1/ 1/
getrion = LG [T (0 aran) ") e (€4 a)") pollanb] <0 66
Both C + 4% and a? have to be non-negative for any 7, but (a;)" — (a4,)" can be of
either sign.
One can prove 4 (¥|®;) = 0 also under a slightly different condition. Namely,
assume (5),
Ye(x) = 0 (57)
for 0 < x" < (a¢)" — (ag)". Then
d Y| Y dx <"1 n_n_ m\l/n 58
E< o|®7) = it (u%a%)l/n XX Pro((x _aT+aT0) ) (58)
ld(ay —ay)  d o0 NV
T on dt d(al—a}) /a¥a¥0 4t o, ((t — (ar — ay,)) ) (59)
1d(a‘rrl_a¥0) o d n n 1/n
= T ar | Pw (0) — /[#a% dt 7P ((f — (a} —a})) ) (60)
1d(a —al) 1d(a —al)
= ;%( — P (0) — Py (oo) =+ P (0)> = _;%PTO (oo) =0, (61)
if

Here, a5, cannot be greater than a-. It is simplest to work with a;, = 0.

5. Further Properties of H

In formalisms of a Klauder-type one usually works with coherent states and their
resolutions of unity. We begin with eigenvectors of #( and prove their completeness. Next,
we rewrite H in terms of positions and canonical momenta. The latter form will be needed
when it comes to matter fields and Hamiltonians of the form H = Hg + H1.
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5.1. Eigenvectors

The Hamiltonian
is symmetric. Its eigenvectors are given by

fe(x) = fe(0)e™ /7, (64)

for any E (real or complex). Note that for x> = 0 we find fg(x) = f£(0), so a non-trivial fg
cannot vanish on the boundary oV,.. fg(x) does not belong to our Hilbert space, which is
not surprising.

5.2. Completeness of the Eigenvectors for Real E

In this subsection we set £ = 1. Let x# = xu#, u# uy = 1. Both x# and u! are time-like
and future-pointing. The formula

dan—1y

nv'1+ u?

defines an SO(1, n — 1)-invariant measure du, a natural curved-space generalization of dr—ly.
d3x
V1+a2 /%2

proximation valid for x of the order of the size of the observable universe and x achievable
in present-day quantum measurements. The scalar product

d"x = dxx""1du = d(x") (65)

Our well-known quantum mechanics corresponds to n = 4 and ~ d®x, an ap-
(flg) = [ a2z, ) (66)
+
= / dxxn&/ du f(xu%, xu)g(xu’, xu),
0 u?2=1

can be split by means of the usual separation of variables into two scalar products:

(A]AY) = /()“dxxnflﬁmx) (67)
and
(BB): = [, duBwB () (68)
an—ly — ,
= /R;H 1_'_uzB(u)B (u) (69)

Let us thus consider some basis B; of special functions, orthonormal with respect to

<B]’B]/>2 = (Sjj/, and define

<x|fE,j> = fE’]'(X) = eiEX”Bj(u), E e R. (70)

Wave functions g(x) can be non-zero only for x € V., a condition preserved by U. Therefore,

fefls) = [, d"fe,(ig(x) = [, d"ve ™ Byu)g (o) 7
= /Ooo dx x"~ e X" /u2:1 duB;(u)g(xu) (72)
= % /0 " dte it / - duB;(u)g(t"/"u) (here t = x") (73)
= %Lmdte*iEt /uz:l dqu(u)g(sgn(t)|t|1/”u). (74)
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The inverse Fourier transform,

1 [ . 1 .
Ei/_oodEelEt<fE,j|g> = f/uzzldqu(u)g(sgn(t)|t|1/"u>, (75)

n

implies

LB o [ AR e lg) = [ DB B Wgta) = gG), (76)
] B )

or equivalently,

n

o [" AEY fe () i ls) = 802, o)
]

27T J -

which can be written as the resolution of unity
n 0o
EZLwdE|fE,j><fE,j| =1L 78)
]

We conclude that the spectrum of H consists of R, and fg j(x) form a complete set.
Various explicit forms of B; can be found in the literature that deal with quantum mechanics
on Lobachevsky spaces.

5.3. Cosmic Four-Position Representation
Dimensionless four-position representation is defined by:

Qr = ¥, (79)

P, = —ild,, (80)
1€n—1

v = S, (81)

Ho = VIP, =P,VE (82)

The latter follows from the continuity equation d,,V# = 0. The remaining basic com-
mutators read:

Qu P = igu, (83)
[Qu Ho] = Vi (84)

The coupling of matter to space-time is given by

H = Ho+M (85)
= VFP,+H1(Q). (86)

In an empty universe the wave function ¥-(x) plays the role of a vacuum state.
The space of such vacuum states is infinitely dimensional. The standard arguments leading
to Ehrenfest’s theorem in quantum mechanics are applicable here as well, so the average
Minkowski-space position

(' (1)) = [ e[ ¥e () )

defines a world-line of the centre-of-mass of the empty universe. In a sense, the Copernican
principle is spontaneously broken by the initial condition ¥o(x).

Postponing the issue of matter fields to Sections 9-12, let us first concentrate on further
properties of the empty universe, H1(Q) = 0.
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6. Average Size of the Universe for ¥(x)

Size of the universe is here described by the support properties of ¥-(x). In our
discussion we assume, for simplicity, that the support is given by a compact set, which is
in fact somewhat too strong (we only need the square integrability of ¥+(x)). Moreover,
asymptotically for large 7, the support becomes concentrated in a neighbourhood of a
Milnean hyperboloid x,x# = x?, s0 consists of events that are approximately simultaneous
from the point of view of 7. Obviously, the support cannot be identified with the universe
observable at x/. The latter consists of the past cone of the event x/.

Let us now investigate in more detail the time-like thickness of the wave packet for

Ay = (7" < x < ([ﬂT—FC)l/” — b, 8)
Denote
e = (4Ol )
C
B : 90
Y=L (en  C) =1k /n (gng)k/n (90)
C = (Ac+07V/my — it 1)

lim; ;00 Ar = 0 implies that for large cosmic times the wave packet concentrates in a
neighbourhood of the hyperboloid 42 = x,x*. For n = 4 the hyperboloid is given by
02T = A — x%.

In our formalism, the four-dimensional volume V) of the universe is defined in a
T-invariant way,

v

4 2
/V+d x[¥e(x)[2/ 2

/V Px[Fo(0) 2/ 2 = AV =1/ 7. (92)
.

Writing VT(3) ~ r2 we obtain a measure 7 of the space-like size of the support of ¥ (x),
satisfying

A3 = Agri. (93)

Note that both A; and r; are invariant under the action of the Lorentz symmetry
group of V. For 1y = 0 the hyperboloid ¢?,/T = c?t* — x?> determines the gap, depicted
in Figure 1, between the support of ¥ (x) and the light cone ¢?t?> — x? = 0. It is clear that
to, in spite of being relativistically invariant, cannot be identified with geodesic length
computed along the light-cone, because the latter is always zero, while Ag = C'/4 is finite
and non-zero, and thus ry is finite and non-zero as well.

Intuitively, r represents a relativistically invariant average radius of the universe,
an analogue of a half-width of a wave-packet. One has to keep in mind that, at 7 = 19 =0,
the wave packet has a non-trivial time-like profile, as illustrated by Figure 1.

Let us now experiment with some estimates of the parameters involved in the con-
struction. For example, take ¢ = 1.61622837 x 10735 m (Planck length), ty = 4.55 X 10V s

(Hubble time), and ¢ = 299792458 m/s (velocity of light in vacuum), and define the
1/4

quantum/cosmic Hubble time 1y by {7,/ ™ = cty,
Ty = (ctg/0)* =5.07361 x 10%43, (94)
Forn =4,
C = (Mg + 0T — oy = (g +cty)* — (cta)*.
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Assuming A, = ¢, we arrive at the estimate
C ~ 1.64081 x 10* m*, (95)

Initially, at 79 = 0 the universe extends in time-like directions by approximately 1 AU,
Ay = C* ~ 1.13179 x 10" m, that is by around 377 light seconds. Was our universe
created in seven minutes?

At the Hubble time we expect the universe to have the volume of the order of (cty)?;
hence, the four-dimensional volume is of the order of (cty)3¢. Accordingly, we can estimate

v = AV ~ (cty)3e (96)
The result is
VD~ (cty)3/ 8o ~ (cty)® x 1074 (97)

The defined radius changes with T according to

re = cty(t/A)? (98)
(cty)? i 3/4 | (/4 2/40 A \1/4 | (4 17474 \2/4 | (ph3/4) "3
= <(€+CtH)4 L (CtH)4> (B + 0P+ (o + YD)V 4 (B 4+ OV + (C)P4) T 99)

The hyperboloid formula (47 = (x,x#)? = x} leads to
1/3

O(cty)? 1/3
re = ((6 + ctli)f_) (ctH)4) ((xf‘[ FCPA 4 (b 4 Oy 4 (x4 )12 4 xi)

1/3
~ 47173 ((Xflr + C)3/4 + (2 + C)2/4XT + (xi + C)1/4x% + xi) . (100)

Here, x; defines the hyperboloid that restricts the time-like extent of the support from
below (that is, x; measures the space-time gap between the support and oV_.).
For large x, say xr = KT}{/ %, one finds an approximately linear relation between 7.

and x¢,
re ~ x¢ = 0TV4, (101)

Let us stress again that estimates such as (100) deal with the support of ¥+ (x), so they
effectively determine the volume often encountered in quantum optics in the ‘finite-box’
mode decomposition of fields. In our model the volume is finite but its size grows with x ap-
proximately linearly, that is, proportionally to the fourth root of the cosmic/quantum time.

It is clear that such a quantization volume has nothing to do with the observable
universe that should be identified with the past cone of the argument x# in ¥+ (x). The ob-
servable universe here has the same meaning as in the Milnean cosmology.

7. Gap Hyperboloid, £2/T = ®t? — x?

The gap hyperboloid may be regarded as a semi-classical characteristic of the universe.
With the cosmic-time parametrization of V.,

(x°, x1, %%, x%) = £1'/*(cosh &, sinh E cos ® sin 6, sinh & sin ® sin §, sinh Zcos §),  (102)

the Minkowski-space metric g,y of V can be rewritten in terms of (JZO, 71 %2, 323) =

(T/ Er CD/ 9)1
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ds? = gudx'dx" (103)
= (AT (211/4)2( 32+sinh25sin29dq>2+sinh25d92) (104)
1

= PV (dEZ + sinh® Zsin2 0 dD? + sinh? = de2). (105)

The form (104) is the standard Milnean metric, provided one treats /7' /%/c as the
standard (classical) cosmological time (not to be confused with T itself, our quantum cosmic-
time parameter). The corresponding Hubble diagram for distance modulus vs. redshift
is known to agree with the observed expansion of our universe [21,22]. On the other
hand, the form (105) shows that for the present values of 7 (i.e., Ty ~ 10%#3), the time-like
component of the metric is a very tiny number,

1
gre = 72TV~ 107m?, (106)

as if the background space-time was effectively three-dimensional. The latter agrees with the
support properties of ¥+ (x) because ¥+, (x) # 0 only in a narrow future-neighbourhood
of the gap hyperboloid. At the other extreme is the case of T ~ 0, where g is large in
comparison to

82z ~ g ~ ggo ~ 0, (107)

as if the space-time was one-dimensional and consisted of time only.

Of course, the estimates (106) and (107) reflect the asymptotic properties of the metric
tensor of the background space-time and not of the universe itself, identified here with
the set of points x that satisfy ¥.(x) # 0. However, this set is partly characterized by
the properties of the gap hyperboloid, which in turn is characterized by the evolution
parameter 7. The asymptotic properties of (105) agree with the intuitive classical picture of
the universe that evolves from a single point at 7 = 0 into a three-dimensional space for
T — 0.

An exact relation between Minkowskian space-time x* = ct and the cosmic/quantum

7 is implied by the hyperboloid equation ¢2/T = c?t?> — x2, so

ct(t,x) = /T +x2 (108)

Consequently,
62
ct(t+AT,x) = 2T+ AT+ 2 =ct(T,x) + AT+ ... (109
( ) = Ve AN NN (1
= ct(t,x)+ i AT+... (110)

4713/44 /1 4+ (ﬁ)z

Assuming that present-day observers deal with cosmic times of the order of the Hubble
time, /t1/* ~ cty, and systems whose sizes are negligible in comparison to the size of
the universe, x/(cty) ~ 0, we can neglect the square root occurring in the denominator
of (110),

4

14
cHT+AT,x) = ct(T,x)+cAH(T,x) ~ ct(T,x) + WAT. (111)
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The usual At we encounter in elementary undergraduate non-relativistic definitions
of velocity or acceleration are related to our AT by

f4
At = Wm. (112)

It is intriguing that Wiener, in his MIT lectures on Brownian motion (see equa-
tion (1.14) [45]), introduced the notion of a roughness of a curve (measuring the straightness
of a string x(s) passing through a given sequence of holes) by

x(s+ 1) — x(s)

max
1 /4

(113)

Wiener’s ‘roughness’ thus resembles a derivative of x(7) but computed with respect
to t(7) and not just T itself.

8. “Average Radius of the Universe’ vs. Space-like Geodesic Distance

Let us continue with n = 1 + 3. Consider x# and y* that belong to the same hyper-
boloid, x* = x,x# = y,y# = y?. Define (x - y)/x* = cosh¢ (here x - y = x,y"). Then

In ((x-y)/x2+ \/(x-y)z/x‘*—l), ifg >0,
—1In ((x-y)/x2+ \/(x-y)z/x‘*—l), if¢ <o,

so the geodesic distance between x and y, computed along the hyperboloid, is

x|g] = xlnx'y+vi’;'y)2_x4 (115)

(114)

With x — oo the geodesic distance is just the Euclidean distance in R>.
Writing x|¢| = r, we can parametrize Lorentz transformations mapping y* into x/
by means of , the distance between the two points. Taking x; = (T4, y* = (x,0),

x% = (/%% + x2,x), we find
(x-y)/x2 = xo/xr = cosh(r:/xz). (116)
For any unit three-vector n we conclude that
(x0,x) = xc(cosh(r¢/xc),nsinh(r/xc)), (117)

is located at geodesic distance r; from the origin x = 0. The distance is computed along the
hyperboloid ¢2,/T = x,x# = x2. The result is Lorentz invariant, so is typical of any choice
of the origin.

Let us now consider points separated by geodesic distance 7 on hyperboloid x,
but assume that the distance coincides with the ‘average radius of the universe’ r; given
by (100),

1/3
IO S S 471/3<(XA;+C)3/4+(xi—i—C)z/‘LxT—i-(x‘%—O—C)lMX%—I—X‘;’) /x7. (118)

Asymptotically, lim_,o r¢/xr = 00, limr_ ¢ /% = 1. For large T the world-vectors
whose geodesic distance from x = 0 equals 7+ ~ x; = £1!/* are located on straight and
time-like world-lines (Figure 2)

T+ x¢(cosh1,nsinh1) = ¢71/%(1.543,1.175n). (119)
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oL e ey
0 1 2 3 4

Figure 2. The hyperboloid x,x* = A%, in units where Ag = 1 (dashed) and the light-cone (dotted).
The full line represents the world line (117), plotted in the half-plane spanned by (1,0) and (0, n).
When 7 tends to 0, the curve escapes towards future-null infinity. The wide-dashed straight line is
the asymptote (119), T+ x¢(cosh1,nsinh1).

Such world lines may be regarded as quantum analogues of generators of an ex-
panding boundary of our universe. Interestingly, asymptotically, for late cosmic times the
resulting boundary does not expand with the velocity of light, but rather with v = ctgh1 ~
0.76 c. It is intriguing that tgh 1 is a neutral element of multiplication in the arithmetic of
relativistic velocities.

9. An Empty Universe as a Reservoir for Matter Fields

Until now, we discussed an empty universe. Matter fields should be included by
means of (86). Leaving a detailed discussion of explicit examples to a separate paper, let us
outline the construction of H1(Q).

We are guided by the asymptotic correspondence principle with ordinary quantum
mechanics and quantum field theory in our part of the universe, formulated as follows.

We assume that after some 13-14 billion years of the cosmic evolution the matter fields
within our Galaxy should evolve by means of a matter-field Hamiltonian

Hl(TH) ~ QO/V@) dBXToo(CtH,x). (120)
H

where VT(S) is the effective volume of the universe at T = 1y, as implied by Equation (92), £

is a renormalization constant, and T,y is an energy-momentum tensor of some matter field.
Introducing the characteristic function Xy (x) of Vg), as well as the approximation

H
of the measure,

3
Pr~ X (121)
1 + .”Cz/(CtH)2

we can write

d’x
Hi(tn) =~ 5/ — =X, (*)Too(ctr, x)
R3 1_|_x72 H
ct

géw v d4x5(X2 _ (CtH)Z)XVI%) (x)Too(x). (122)
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A constant 2 should be chosen so that
dBx
7 [ e (0 =1 (123)
R3 2 Ve
V 1+ (CZCH)2 "
Equivalently,
1 = 7 d4x5(x2 — (ctH)z))( 3 (%)
Vi Vi
= d*x (Yo, (0) 2 = [ d*x ¥ (%)% (124)
Ve I’a

A comparison of formulas (122)—-(124) leads to the conclusion that an exact expression,
valid for all 7, should read

() = /V d4x (W (x) P xV Ty () /2 (125)
- /V dx ¥ ()2 Ha (x) (126)
=[x (FolUEx) (x| Ue | ¥0) P () (127)

where we have used the fact that x#/(cty) ~ (1,0) for x* in a small (say, galaxy-scale)
neighbourhood of our labs.

One concludes that what we regard as a total Hamiltonian that governs the time
evolution of matter in the present-day and our-part quantum universe looks like a partial
average over the reservoir of an interaction-picture Hamiltonian

Hi(Q:) = /V dx Ut ) (x| U @ Hy (x). (128)

The full Schrédinger-picture Hamiltonian thus reads

H = Ho+H (129)

— vay®u+/ dx |x) (x] @ Ha (%) (130)
Vi

= V'P, @1+ H(Q). (131)

The presence of [¥+(x)|? in (126) can be also interpreted by means of a certain weak
limit N — oo, if one replaces the single projector I(x,1) = |x) (x| in (130) by the frequency-
of-success operator

I(x,N) = (I(x,1)RI® - @I+ +I® - - @IxI(x,1)) (132)

N

z| =

employed in weak quantum laws of large numbers [46-50]. Operator (132) occurs also in
commutators of field operators if fields are quantized by means of reducible representations
of the oscillator algebra [51-55]. The free part then takes the form of a free N-particle bosonic
extension of Ho(1) = V¥Py, i.e.,

Ho(N) = Ho(1)@I® @I+ +1®---@I® Ho(1). (133)

It is then a standard result that at the level of matrix elements the limit N — co is
equivalent to the replacement I(x, N) — |¥+(x)|?, where |¥+) is interpreted as a vacuum
state, which agrees with the intuition that a cosmological vacuum corresponds to an empty
universe. Moreover, parameters such as %, related to [¥+(x)|? by formulas (122)~(124), can
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be shown to play the role of renormalization constants in exactly the same sense as the one
employed in quantum field theory.
Accordingly, operators of the form (126) will occur as weak limits N — oo of

H(N) = Ho(N) @ T+ . d*x I(x,N) @ Hq(x), (134)

if the limit is taken in the interaction picture. Hamiltonian (134) for a finite N describes
an N-point universe, an analogue of an N-particle state, where each of the particles is
point-like and bosonic. For large N the universe becomes a Bose-Einstein condensate of
point-like objects, whose probability density in space-time is given by [¥+(x)|?. Let us stress
that these point-like entities should not be treated as matter-field particles, but as points of
the universe itself. For various technicalities of the weak limits see [47-55], but a detailed
exposition of the approach is beyond the scope of the present paper. The model which is
formally closest to what we encounter here is the case of a classical current interacting
with quantized electromagnetic field, discussed in detail in [54]. Readers interested in
generalization based on (134) should first understand the construction from [54].
Let us note that the choice

Hi(x) = x”x"Tw(x)/x2 (135)

is motivated by isotropy, uniformity, manifest covariance and, first of all, the correspon-
dence principle with Ty for large T ~ 7. We do not need the usual argument based on the
continuity equation VT, = 0, because (130) is independent of xy and . This is why the
issues such as the non-vanishing trace of T, or transvection of T, with Killing fields are
irrelevant in this context. The transvection with u# = x# /x can be postulated regardless of
its property of being or not being a Killing field of some symmetry.

Schrodinger-picture Hamiltonian describes the evolution of the entire “universe plus
matter’ system. The average energy of the whole system is conserved but, of course,
the energy of matter alone is not conserved. However, at large T the averaged-over-reservoir
matter Hamiltonian is essentially the standard Hamiltonian but evaluated in a finite and
growing with time ‘quantization volume’.

The structure of the Hilbert space associated with #; also resembles the one occurring
in the ‘quantum time” formalism of Page and Wooters [56,57].

10. Effective Conformal Coupling of Matter and Geometry

The universe is defined in terms of [¥+(x)|?> which effectively determines coupling of

matter and space-time by means of the formula for the averaged-over-reservoir interaction
Hamiltonian (or the weak large-number limit of (134))

Hi(t) = /V ) a3 [ (x) 24y (). (136)

There are two natural ways of interpreting (136) as a representation of coupling
between matter and geometry.
The first one is based on the identification

(¥ ()2 = \/Ig=(x)] (137)

In four-dimensional background Minkowski space M with metric g,, we can
write [58,59]

gTHV(x) = |QT(x)|2gW, (138)
so that

ge(x) = —|Or(x)° (139)
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and [¥-(x)|?> = |Q(x)|* Here, we again have two options. Firstly, we can employ the
usual strategy and demand that (), (x) be real and non-negative; hence,

Qc(x) = [¥c(x)[V?, (140)
gruw(x) = \‘YT(x)\gW, (141)
g (x) = [¥e(x)| g (142)

Recall that the universe is identified with x € M fulfilling ¥-(x) # 0.
Secondly, we can write

Yo (0)¥(x) = Qc(%)2Q(x)?, (143)
so that
Qe (x) = ¥e(x)/? (144)

is complex. We know that complex Q«(x) will lead to a connection with torsion [59].
However, for Hamiltonian densities

Hi(x) = Hi(Ppa(x), Voa(x)) (145)

which are quadratic in matter fields ¢ 4 (x), there exists yet another theoretical possibility.
Namely, we can demand

i) = [ a0 (9a(x), T9a(x) (146)
= [, @M [¥ega(0) D(¥epa(x))], (147)
where D and V are spinor covariant derivatives related by [58,59]
Viué(x)pc =0, D,¥(x)é(x)pc = 0. (148)
Spinor &(x)pc is unspecified as yet. Typically, either V or D has non-vanishing torsion.

Equation (147) suggests that D = 9 is the usual flat torsion-free covariant derivative in
Minkowski space, and thus

Yo (x)&(x)pc = epc (149)

is the usual flat Minkowski-space ‘metric” spinor. Hence,

&(x)Bc Yo(x) tepc = Qc(x)epc, (150)
8(x)BC = ¥i(x)efC = Oe(x)” 1e5C, (151)
é(x)B’C’ = ‘PT(X) 1€B’C’ = (X EpIcty, (152)
8(x)PC = Y (0P = Qr(x)ePC (153)

We have skipped \/|g>| in (146)—(147) because now the conformal transformations
are not regarded as changes of coordinates on the same space-time, but as modifications
of the space-time itself. The lack of square root in (150)-(153) is not a typographic error.
The construction leading to (150)—(153) is not equivalent to the one that has led to (144).

V and D can be chosen in many different ways. The standard paradigm is to assume
conformal invariance of field equations satisfied by matter fields (which excludes massive
fields), and demand that connections be torsion-free. However, a complex conformal
transformation naturally introduces non-vanishing torsion. Moreover, the formalism should
not crucially depend on the mass of matter fields. In what follows we discuss a connection
which has the required properties.
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Our discussion is based on the Minkowski-space background. However, the same
analysis can be performed in space-times that are conformally flat, which includes FRW
cosmologies [60-62].

11. Conformal Covariance of Arbitrary-Mass Matter Fields

Typically, conformal covariance is associated with massless fields or twistors [58].
In the present section we will take a closer look at the standard construction of the spinor
covariant derivative, leading us to a simple form of connection that does not require m = 0
for the conformal covariance of matter fields. We switch to the standard spinor notation
with space-time abstract indices written in lowercase Roman fonts (in the previous sections
we avoided formulas of the form x* because a could be confused with the scale factor).
The conformal factor Q) can denote either ¥+ (x)!/2 or ¥ (x) . By 9, = 44/ we denote the
flat torsion-free covariant derivative in four-dimensional Minkowski space with signature
(+,—,—,—)- ap is the Minkowski-space metric.

We begin with
VaQSBC = 0, (154)
V.Q 1eBC =, (155)
anEB/C/ = 0, (156)
v.Q 1 = . (157)

When comparing our formulas with Equation (5.6.11) in [58], keep in mind that
our d, is denoted in the Penrose-Rindler monograph by V,, so our V, stands for their Va.
Practically, the only consequence of this conflict of notation is in the opposite sign of the
torsion tensor.

Spinor connection is denoted by

Vafs = 0afp— 0" fc (158)
Vafg = Oufy —OupC for. (159)

Equations (154)—(157) imply

1 __
Oapc = Oq(pc) + 510 19,0 epc, (160)

®11B’C’ = ®IJ(B’C’)+ Qilauoﬂglc/. (161)

N =

The torsion tensor is given by

(ngb - Vth)f = ( - ®IIBCEB’C’ — @gB/C/SBC + @bACeA/C/ + ®bA’C’€AC) ch (162)

= TapcVSf (163)

(note the sign difference with respect to Equation (4.4.37) in [58]). The study of complex
conformal transformations was initiated in [59] with the conclusion that T;j 7 0 may be
an interesting alternative to the usual choice of T = 0. Although we generally agree here
with Penrose, we will not exactly follow the suggestions from [59]. However, before we
present our own preferred spinor connection let us first recall the results from [59].

11.1. The Case Ty = 0
Assume that T,;. = 0 in addition to (154)—(157). Then (cf. (4.4.47) in [58])
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@us = illep” + Ypaen© (164)
= }L(Q*laan—(‘)*aﬂ())sgc+sACaBA/1n|Q|, (165)
@upC = —iTLepC + Yapen© (166)
- —i (Q*laan - Q*laao)eg,c’ +eaCaapIn|Q. (167)

The world-vectors I, and Y, are real. The particular case () = el || =1, leads to

i
Oupc = §3a9€Bc (168)

and was discussed by Infeld and van der Waerden in their attempt to derive electromagnetic
fields directly from spinor connections (168). Connection (168) bears a superficial similarity
to the antisymmetric connection we discussed in Section 11.3. However, the essential
difference between (168) and (181) is that the latter can be real.

Transformation
®p,B,..B, = 0%7%07%7%%132...&, (169)
implies
Qi%+%0%+%vuq’3132...3n = 049B,B,..B, (170)
—(0aIn Q) @B, B,...B, — (9B, 4 In[Q)paB,..B, — - = (9B, 4 I |Q) @B, B,..4
If B, ..., is totally symmetric then
— (044 In[Q]) @B, B,..8, — (98,4 N [Q|)PaB,..B, — -+ — (9B, 4 IN|Q]) @B, B,.. 2

is totally symmetric in ABj...B,. Transvecting A with any B; we obtain a conformally
covariant formula

Qi%+%0£+%ijA/(I)Bl...Bi..‘Bn = aBjA/(l7Bl...Bj...Bn' (171)
The massless-field equation
aB/A/GDBl...Bj...Bn =0 (172)
thus implies
ijA’q)Bl...Bj...Bn =0. (173)

Conformal transformation (169) was introduced in [59]. If Q) = |Q)| then (169) takes
the well-known form

®pp,.B, = QO 'PB5,. B, (174)

For Q) = |Q |, the massless fields are conformally invariant with conformal weight —1,
which is the standard result. For a complex () the weight is given by (169).

11.2. Penrose Connection for Tpp, # 0

If one insists on (174) for a complex (2 one may follow the suggestion of Penrose [59]
and assume that T,;, # 0, with IT, = 0in (164)—(166),
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Oup* = Ypaea, (175)
Y, = O719,0, (176)
@p.p,.5, = O @B B,. B, (177)
Then
QV,PpB,..B, = 0aPB,B,..B,
—(0,In Q) @B, B,..B, — (9B, 4/ IN Q)P aB,..B, + - — (9B, 4/ IN Q) @B, B,...4 (178)

which is analogous to the right-hand side of (170). Symmetry ¢p, ..p, = ®(B,-By) implies

QijA’CDBl...Bj..ABH = aBjAIQDBl...Bj...Bn (179)

so that the massless field is conformally invariant with weight —1, as in the real case
Q = |Q)|, but for the price of non-vanishing torsion.

11.3. Alternative Connection for Tpp. # 0O

Once we decide on non-zero torsion, we may go back to (160)—(161) and take the
simple case of connections whose symmetric parts vanish,

®agcy = 0= Ou(pcr).- (180)
Then,

Oupc = %Q*laaa €BC, (181)
Oupcr = %Q*laa() el (182)

leads to covariant derivatives
Vafs = (da+3,InQ73)fp, (183)
Vofy = (da+0.InQ72)fp, (184)

with non-trivial torsion tensor
Tape = —0aIn|Q|gpc + 95 In[Qgac. (185)

Infeld—van der Waerden connection satisfies |()| = 1, so its torsion vanishes and we
are back to Section 11.1 with Y, = 0.

The main advantage of our new form of connection can be seen in the formula linking
V with o,

n—k = m—1 n—k = m—I
O 720 2V,(Q72 Q7 ¢p.3, B, B}, Cr- Gy "'C;) = 04¢B,..B, Bi...g;ncl'”c"q“'cl/. (186)
Equation (186) just links V 4 4+ with d 4 4» and does not involve transvection of A with a

field index. For this reason, (186) holds true independently of field equations fulfilled by ¢.
This is why this type of covariant differentiation may be employed in the particular case of

m # 0 fields.
Formulas
C1..GCh..C) ok = mol C1...GxC}...C,
Pp,..BuB..B), N = QT2 @ g, T, (187)
00" Y. ® CGClCl = C1..CC}...C) 188
a“By...BuBy..-B) = ©a9B,..BuB} B}, ’ (188)
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when compared with the complicated expressions (170) and (178), show the degree of
simplification and generality we obtain. Of particular interest is the case where () relates
background Minkowski space with the universe defined by ¥-(x) # 0.

In the next section we will discuss the free Dirac equation with non-zero mass, but first
let us cross-check some important special cases. For e 4 wehaven =2, m =k =1=0,
and we indeed obtain

Q7 'V, (Qep,,) = Oapp, =0 (189)

because ¢ is independent of x. Analogously, for é4® we havek =2andm =n =1=0,

OV, (Q71e52) = 9,4 =0. (190)

Of particular interest is the case of the world-vector field x* itself (n = m = 0, and
k=1=1),

2) = x0TI 49,00 + 209, In QA (191)
= 9ux! = gl (192)

NI

Q_

Nl
NI—

0202V, (Q"

A similar calculation yields

N—=

01071V, (020%) = ga. (193)
The formulas are valid for any (), complex or real. Actually, in the next section we will
see that the case () = || is particularly interesting when it comes to massive fields.

12. First-Quantized Dirac Equation

Let us consider the first-quantized free Dirac’s electron with mass m as a test of the
proposed description of conformal properties of massive fields. For large T we expect the
bispinor field (y*(x), A (x)), x € M, which is scanned by the subspace of M, defined by
Y:(x) # 0. This subspace looks “almost like a hyperplane” propagating towards the future.
If we assume that a single Dirac electron does not influence the evolution of ¥+ (x), we can
treat ¥ (x) as a given solution of an empty universe Schrodinger equation that determines
the flow of quantum time.

Obviously, we do not discuss here the full dynamics with Hamiltonian (130) and
second-quantized energy momentum tensor of the Dirac field (cf. Sections 5.8-5.10 in [58]).
Instead of discussing the influence of matter fields on the wave function of the universe,
we try to understand why and how the concrete choice of ¥+ (x) may look like a conformal
modification of the geometry of space-time.

A two-spinor form of Dirac’s equation for an electron of mass m is given in the
background Minkowski space by [58]

pap® = —Myu, (194)
Iapy? = —Myy, (195)

where M = mc/(hv/2). (186) implies
QIV,(Q729%) = 3,0, (n=m=1=0k=1), (196)
O3V, (A 29%) = 3,95, (m=m=k=0,1=1), (197)
so Dirac’s equation is transformed into
Vep (0729F) = —MO iy, (198)
Vep (Q29F) = —MQO iy (199)

If O = |Q)] then (198)—(199) is just a conformally transformed form of (194)—(195).
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The link between conformal invariance and mass crucially depends on torsion of the
connection. The result seems interesting in itself and deserves further study.

The most natural choice of () then corresponds to (150) if we additionally assume
that the wave function of the universe ¥ (x) is real and non-negative. Reality and non-
negativity are preserved by (3).

The conformally rescaled Dirac equation now reads

Vep (V¥yP) = —MV¥yp, (200)
Ve (VIPP) = —MV¥rys, (201)
with covariant derivatives
Vafg = (0240 InvV¥7)f5, (202)
VafB/ = (aa + aa In vV ‘YT)fB// (203)
and torsion
Tope = 0gIn¥rgpe —pInYrgac. (204)

Covariant derivatives (202)-(203) may be easily confused with standard modifications
of 9, by alocal U(1) electromagnetic gauge transformation. The main difference is that the
connection in (202)—(203) is spin-dependent, i.e., depends on the spinor type of the field.
Therefore, this is a true spin connection, unrelated to the notion of charge. Generalization of
spinor connections to charged fields is described in Chapter 5 of [58]. The same construction
can be adapted here.

Let us note that the spinor indices have been raised and lowered by means of
Minkowskian ¢8 and e 4. This can be regarded as a logical inconsistency, which leads
now to an alternative interpretation of (198)—-(199).

Indeed, we have introduced V, by demanding (154)-(157). Returning to (198)—(199),
but rewritten as

Vep? = —MQ 20720 29 Qecrp, (205)
Vep? = —MQ 2072 Q 29 Qecp, (206)

we obtain Dirac’s equation with spinor indices lowered according to the rules of the
universe, and not the ones of the background Minkowski space,

Vegd® = —Mgp, (207)
Vep$? = —Mis. (208)
Here,

§' = iy, (209)
§F = QP (210)
écp = Qecs, (211)
top = Qecp, (212)
$5 = ¢ ecs=0%ys, (213)
by = oy = Qlyy, (214)
M = MO0z (215)
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The last term is Higgs-like. Indeed, squaring the mass and employing (150), we find
M2 = MOt = MR (216)

Possible links between conformal rescalings and Higgs fields have been investigated
in [63,64], but typically with the implicit assumption of zero mass. The present construction
sheds new light on the problem and requires further study.

Q) can in principle be complex, but Q = |Q) = ¥ ! is again the simplest choice:

P = V¥P, (217)
P = V¥, (218)
tcp = Yi'ecs (219)
top = Y:leow, (220)
eCB = ¢ OB, (221)
L (222)
P = ¢ ecs =9/ V¥, (223)
by = ¢ eop =ypp/VYy, (224)
Sap = ‘TT|72gabr (225)
PO (226)
M = MY:=MVZx-. (227)

% = max,{|¥+(x)|?} is a renormalization constant. Effectively, the mass of the elec-
tron, as seen from the interior of the universe, becomes renormalized and multiplied by a
cutoff function.

13.1 + 1 Revisited

This section summarizes all the essential steps of the construction on toy models in
(1 + 1)-dimensional Minkowski space. Calculations are performed in hyperbolic coordi-
nates but, as opposed to [39], do not crucially depend on their properties.
13.1. Scalar Product

In hyperbolic coordinates,

x" =xcosh¢, x' =xsinh§, (228)

the scalar product reads
(FIG) = /V P2x F(x0, 1) G (20, x1) (229)
= [Tax [ dexflr g0 = () (230)

where f(x,&) = F(xcosh{, xsinh§), etc.

13.2. Dynamics of Empty Universe

The dynamics is given by
Yo, (\/Xz — (a7)? 4 (ag,)? cosh g, \/xz — (a7)? + (ag)? sinh §> (231)
P (\/X2 — (ac)* + (ag)%, 5) = ¢(x,8), forx® — (ar)*+ (ag)> >0 (232)


http://mostwiedzy.pl

A\ MOST

Universe 2023, 9, 188 26 of 32
and
¥r(x,&) =0, forx®— (ar)* + (ag)* <O0. (233)
The empty-universe Hamiltonian
02 .o 0

Ho = —1@357‘8# =—il 3D (234)

implies that the dynamics acts by displacement in the x? variable,
l,br (X, é) e—i((ﬂr)z_(ﬂro )Z)HO /fz lPTg (X, é-) (235)

e*((“T)Z*(”TO)Z) a

), (Vi2, ) = Y (sz — (ac)? + (45,2, é:>, for x* > (ar)? — (ar,)?,  (236)
and
P(x,8) = 0, for X% < (aT)z - (aTO)Z. (237)

The parameter that plays the role of ‘quantum time’ is given by (a.)2. The simplest
parametrization is (a;)? = ¢*1.

13.3. Group vs. Semigroup

The dynamics is unitary for any initial condition ¢4, (x,¢) if 9 — T is equivalent
to translation by (ar)? — (a,)? to the right in the space of the variable x> € R.. This is
equivalent to (ag)? — (aTO)2 > 0.

Our dynamics is effectively given by a unitary representation of the semigroup of
translations in R . If the translation ¢, (x, {) — P-(x, ) is to the right, the inverse trans-
lation to the left, ¥+ (x,{) — ¥, (x,¢) is unitary as well (evolution is locally reversible).
However, although all translations to the right are unitary, this is not true of all translations
to the left. The latter property automatically introduces a global arrow of time, in spite of
local reversibility. Figure 3 illustrates these properties.

\
w

Figure 3. All translations to the right and some translations to the left are unitary, as opposed to those
translations to the left that decrease the area under the curve. The disallowed translations cannot
bring us to the negative axis of R, yet they influence the norm of the state vector. Any shift to the
right is unitary and reversible (local reversibility). In this sense, the global arrow of time coexists
with local reversibility of time evolution. Note that the shifted variable is not x but %2 (forn =1+41),
and x" for arbitrary n. The shift in x" shrinks the time-like width of the membrane when plotted in
plain x-coordinates.

13.4. Unitarity of the Semigroup
For simplicity assume (ar,)? = ¢>19p = 0. One begins with

(felger = [ ax [ dexfilngeln 0. 239
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The dynamics is given by,

fo(x,8) = {fO(V (ac) C) for (ar)? < x* (239)

for 0 < x> < (a)?

(and analogously for gr(x,¢)). Inserting (239) into (238), and then changing variables

y? = x> — (a¢)?, we find

lge) = 5 [0 [ a2 g (V- @e) a0
= 1 [a [T aen( e )n(yVe) =t e

It is clear that the vanishing of (239) for 0 < w2 < (ar)2 is essential for the proof of
(frlgc) = (fx|gw)- Therefore, disappearance of the past becomes a sine qua non-condition
for unitarity!

13.5. Time-like Width of the Membrane

Now assume an initial condition satisfying
$o(x,§) = 0, forx > A, (242)

for some Ay > 0. Accordingly, the initial wave function can be non-zero, {9 (x, ) # 0, only
for 0 < x < Ag. Formula (236) implies that (x, ) # 0, only for 0 < \/x2 — (a¢)? < Ay,
ie.,

lac] <x <y/(ac)* + (B0)* (243)
The time-like width of the membrane shrinks to zero with a; growing to infinity,

(Ag)?

V(@) 2+ (Bo)? + |ac| P

In n-dimensional Minkowski space the effect is even more pronounced as the shifted
variable is x".

Ac = y/(a2)*+ (80)* — lac| = — 0. (244)

13.6. Spectral Properties of the Hamiltonian

The eigenvalue problem is

528(?{2)fg(x) = Efe(x), (245)
fe(x) = fe(0)eE/E (246)

Scalar product (230) implicitly involves integration fooo d(x?), over the same variable
that occurs in (246). Spectral theorem reduces here to the Fourier analysis of wave packets
whose supports are subsets of R, . Fourier transform artefacts at 0, such as the Gibbs
phenomenon, do not occur because we consider wave packets as continuous (and vanishing)
at x = 0. Eigenvectors of Hg (plane waves) are complete. Eigenvalues E are given by
arbitrary real numbers (the Hamiltonian is unbounded from below). The same discussion
applies to Minkowski spaces of any dimension 7.
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13.7. Interaction with Matter: Shape Dynamics as an Example

Let us consider some toy model of a universe filled with matter. For illustrative
purposes, the matter content can be described by a discrete degree of freedom A. The wave
function is ¥ (x, ¢, A), with total Hamiltonian

ipr(x,5,A) = Hy(x,¢ A) (247)
= —i£28(axz)¢T(x,¢,A)+2H1(X,§)AB¢T(X,5,B). (248)

B

Following Barbour’s shape dynamics [65], let us assume that interaction depends
solely on the shape variable ¢,

ipe(x,§,A) = —if? 52 )w( %, A) +§’H1<C>A3¢T<x, ¢ B). (249)
Our shape dynamics involves a interaction Hamiltonian analogous to the one from (130),
H=le [ dgle o) (250)

Separating variables, {r(x, & A) = f(x)g<(&, A), we obtain
ifrle) = i fele), 51)
ig-(,A) = Z% ) a8+ (&, B). (252)

The solution

VX2 — 027 ) e—iTH 2 2
1)[]1' (X/ g/ A) fO ( x g T) ¢ 1g0 <€’ A) for g t SZX 2 (253)
0 for0 < x* < f1
represents an entangled shape-matter state,
v = [ Cexh@R el [ anEanela) (254)
while matter alone is described by the reduced density matrix
Y [ dege(@ A)ge(E B)A)BI (255)
AB”—®

The wave function of the universe is influenced by the presence of matter. The proba-
bility density of the universe alone is given by ¥_ 4 |- (x, &, A)|%, and depends on the form
of H1(¢). With the initial condition analogous to (242),

fo(x) = 0, fOI‘Xon, (256)

we obtain the probability density that vanishes for x € [(\/T, /(2T + A3].

It should be emphasized that the evolution parameter T is huge—it counts out cosmic
time since T = 0. The parameter we are dealing with in physical applications corresponds
to an infinitesimal increase T +— T + AT (even if ‘infinitesimal” means in this context a
million years). It is therefore justified to write

Plac = ot —int 2 [ de (H(0)acse(6 COpEB) — ge(C AR E O E)cs) ) BL - @57
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M
pT+AT

Assuming that the influence of a small material system (a molecule, say) on the wave
function of the universe is negligible, we can untangle ¢ and A, (¢, A) = g-(&)¢<(A), so
that o' = [§r) (¢, and

oM —int T [ e g (@F (1) acoe(C)p(B) — 9r(A)pe (O (D)) [A)BI (258)

ABCY ™

ot —int[HY, o], (259)

where we have introduced the effective matter Hamiltonian
MY = [ alge@PHi@) = [ Px ¥ ). (260)
e a

This is precisely the Hamiltonian (126) arrived at by heuristic considerations. The evo-
lution equation that represents the evolution of small amounts of matter thus takes the
usual von Neumann form

oM = [HM, M. (261)

HM is T-dependent (integration is over a time dependent domain), but at time scales
available in quantum mechanical experiments it can be treated as time-independent,
Hﬁ A X HM

What we regard as a total Hamiltonian in our standard quantum mechanics or field
theory turns out to be an interaction of part of a true total Hamiltonian that includes the
universe itself. From the point of view of matter alone, the wave function of the universe
appears in a role of a ‘cutoff function’, regularizing integrals over matter fields. The fact that
time-like thickness A; associated with |¥+(x)|? shrinks to 0 is responsible for the effective

3D forms of 4D integrals occurring in (126) for late Ts.

14. Assumptions in a Nutshell

Similarly to Cortdzar’s Hopscotch, our article can be read according to two different
sequences of sections. The present one could become Section 2, while the previous one could
play the role of Section 3 (or the other way around). We will first concentrate on the physical
intuitions behind our construction, and then sketch possibilities of some generalizations
beyond the simple Minkowskian framework.

14.1. Physical Assumptions

We treat (1 + 3)-dimensional space-time as an exact analogy to three-dimensional
configuration space in non-relativistic quantum mechanics. A point in a universe can
exist in superposition of different locations, described by a T-dependent wave function
Y. (x). A true universe may be regarded as a collection of N such points, analogous to
N-particle systems in non-relativistic quantum mechanics. What we do in the paper is
essentially a one-particle description, but an extension to ¥+ (x1,...,xn), Xj € Vi C R4,
based on (134), is worthy of further studies. A similar formalism in momentum space was
discussed in [51-55], with the conclusion that two types of N — oo limits are physically
meaningful. One plays the role of a weak law of large numbers, the other is interpreted as a
thermodynamic limit. Such a perspective is conceptually close to the idea of a causal set
of discrete points in space-time [66], with space-times as their continuum limits, but in a
version involving wave packets instead of points (instead of a classical point we have a
wave packet that represents a point-like object, such as in a matter-wave interferometer).

The coupling (130) between space-time and matter is analogous to Hamiltonians
occurring in the formalism of quantum time as proposed by Page and Wooters [56,57]. In
addition, a momentum-space analogue of such a ‘quantum-time” structure can be found
in [51-55].
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The universe wave packet ¥(x) is extended in time-like directions by a non-zero
width A:. A similar case occurs for the Chern-Simons time [67,68], although technically
the Chern-Simons formalism is completely unrelated to what we propose.

Popular explanations of general relativistic expansion of the Universe often employ
a metaphor of an inflating balloon, meant to represent an expanding three-dimensional
submanifold of four-dimensional space-time. The main intuition behind our formalism
is similar, only the purely mathematical three-dimensional submanifold is replaced by
a finite-thickness membrane which resembles a true balloon. As the balloon expands its
density decreases; however, by density we mean the density of probability. The fabric of
our universe is completely quantum.

In the systematization proposed by Rovelli [69], what we discuss is neither a global pre-
sentism, nor a static eternalism. At late Ts, when A; ~ 0, we can speak of an approximately
global approximate presentism.

Another important guiding principle behind our formalism is the correspondence
principle with the usual quantum mechanics and field theory. At “late times’ (of the order
of 13-14 billion years) our new theory should reduce to something more standard, at least
within sufficiently small neighbourhoods of our labs (here ‘small’ means ‘of galaxy size’). We
expect that matter Hamiltonians should be approximately time-independent, at least at time
scales At negligible with respect to 13-14 billion years. Only the full Hamiltonian is exactly
independent of T. At corresponding size scales, the volume of integration of the matter-field
Hamiltonian densities should be approximately flat, due to negligible corrections to d3x
arising from the curvature of the proper-time hyperboloid at very late times.

We based the whole analysis on flat Minkowskian backgrounds, but it seems that
an analogous discussion could be performed in space-times that are only conformally
Minkowskian, simply by augmenting formulas (140)—(142) and (150)—(153) by additional
conformal factors. Alternatively, a conformally Minkowskian space-time should be first
conformally transformed into the Minkowski space, then the construction would follow
the lines discussed in the paper, and finally the result should be conformally transformed
back. The formalism that seems especially suitable from our perspective is Barbour’s shape
dynamics [65] due to its natural separation of the ‘time” and ‘space’ variables discussed at
the end of the preceding section.

Coupling between matter and ‘geometry’ is described by the total Schrodinger-picture
Hamiltonian ‘H = Ho + H1 that involves a free part H responsible for the expansion of
the empty universe. The more standard form of matter—geometry interaction occurs only at
an approximate level, if we treat ¥+ (x) as a background field which is not influenced by
matter. Therefore, all the considerations involving formulas such as [¥+(x)|? = /| (%)]
or similar, should be regarded as semi-classical.

14.2. Mathematical Assumptions

First of all, a universe is represented by a subset of space-time defined by ¥ (x) # 0.
The world-vector x? belongs to the future-cone of some fiducial world-vector X? = 0,
in some n-dimensional Minkowski space with signature (+, —, ..., —). In principle, one
could replace the fiducial world-vector X? by a point X in some manifold. The field ¥ (x)
would then belong to a fibre over X. The boundary condition is: ¥+ (x) = 0 if x? is not
future-time-like. In all the examples we assume that the support of ¥ (x) is compact,
which can be weakened if needed. We assume that ¥ (x) is a complex scalar field, square-
integrable with respect to d"x, but any spinor field would do as well. The dynamics is
given by a semigroup of translations in x”, where 7 is the dimension of the background
Minkowski space and x? = g,,x"x".

This is one of the points that can be easily generalized beyond Minkowskian back-
grounds. Indeed, it suffices to replace the Minkowskian g,; by a more general g,;, provided
a global foliation parametrized by x exists. The shape dynamics is a natural candidate for
such generalizations. The dynamical semigroup would still be the translations of the nth
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power of x. The links between shape dynamics and the new framework are intriguing and
worthy of a detailed study.
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