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Abstract

Addressing the Issues of Quantum Gravity
in Generalized Quantum Mechanics

by
John Thomas Whelan

Hartle’s generalized quantum mechanics (GQM) is applied to several toy models to
gain insight into issues involved in the quantization of gravity, namely spacetime alternatives,
gauge invariance, and the decoherence of spacetime.

Spacetime coarse grainings are studied in the GQM of a free relativistic particle.
For a simple coarse graining and suitable initial conditions, tractable formulas are found for
branch wave functions. Despite the nonlocality of the positive-definite version of the Klein-
Gordon inner product, which means that nonoverlapping branches are not sufficient to imply
decoherence, some initial conditions are found to give decoherence and allow the consistent
assignment of probabilities.

The GQM of a nonabelian gauge theory is developed, and predictions made for
certain alternatives, with particular attention given to those involving the constraint. In this
way, the theory is compared to other quantum-mechanical descriptions of gauge theories in
which the constraints are imposed a priori. The momentum space constraint is seen to vanish,
both through a simple formal argument and a more careful description of the Lorentzian
path integral as defined on a spacetime lattice. The configuration space realization of the
constraint is shown to behave in a more complicated fashion. For some coarse grainings,
I extend the known result from electromagnetism, that coarse grainings by values of the
constraint either predict its vanishing or fail to decohere. However, sets of alternatives defined
in terms of a more complicated quantity in electromagnetism are exhibited where definite
predictions can be made disagreeing with the assumption that the constraints vanish. The
configuration space sum-over-histories theory is exhibited in a manifestly Lorentz-invariant
formulation.

The question of whether unobserved short-wavelength modes of the gravitational
field can induce decoherence in the long-wavelength modes (“the decoherence of spacetime”)
is addressed using a simplified model of perturbative general relativity, in which the metric
perturbation is replaced by a scalar field. For some long-wavelength coarse grainings, the
Feynman-Vernon influence phase is found to be effective at suppressing the off-diagonal
elements of the decoherence functional. The requirement that the short-wavelength modes be
in a sufficiently high-temperature state places limits on the applicability of this perturbative
approach.
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Chapter 1

Introduction

This dissertation is concerned with the implementation of one formalism, known
as generalized quantum mechanics (GQM), designed to address some of the problems of
quantum mechanics and its applications to gravity and cosmology. After a brief overview,
in Sec 1.1, of the issues motivating the research, this introductory chapter gives some use-
ful background and develops the formalism in general terms before exploring the specific
applications in Chapters II-IV. Secs. 1.2 and 1.3 address some of the interpretational is-
sues in quantum theory which motivate generalized quantum mechanics. Sec. 1.2 considers
one problem which gives a simple mathematical motivation for the form of GQM, and then
Sec. 1.3 describes in more depth the problems with the standard Copenhagen interpretation
of quantum mechanics and gives an explicit general formulation of generalized quantum me-
chanics. Sec. 1.4 turns to the issue of the quantization of gravity, discussing various issues and
techniques involved in attempts to quantize gravity, before describing, on a formal level, the
approach used by GQM to handle the task. Finally, once the background and terminology
have been developed, Sec. 1.5 provides and outline for the rest of the dissertation.

Two appendices are included. Appendix I.A specifies some of the notation and
conventions used in the dissertation. Appendix 1.B reviews a few of the basics of General
Relativity (GR), which successfully describes gravity on the classical level; particular atten-
tion is given to those aspects which are relevant to the rest of the dissertation.

I.1 Motivation

Each of the three chapters is primarily motivated by one issue in the quantization
of gravity; two deal with the implementation of the quantization scheme, and the third is a
physical question to be asked within that scheme.

I.1.1 Spacetime alternatives

One desirable property for a technique for quantizing gravity—the theory of space-
time—is that it treat time and space, equally. Thus traditional alternatives for which quantum



2 CHAPTER I. INTRODUCTION

mechanics predicts probabilities, such as whether a particle is in a given spatial region at a
moment of time, ought to be generalized to include so-called spacetime alternatives, such as
whether a particle enters a spacetime region at any point along its trajectory. Consideration
of these spacetime alternatives in non-relativistic quantum mechanics (Sec. 1.2) illustrates
one of the features of generalized quantum mechanics, namely that probabilities cannot be
predicted for all sets of alternatives, only for those which exhibit a lack of quantum mechanical
interference between different alternatives.

Spacetime alternatives in non-relativistic quantum mechanics are considered in some
depth in [1] and [2]; Chapter IT examines spacetime alternatives in the quantum mechanics of
a relativistic particle, which has the added complications that the path of the particle need
not be single-valued in time, and which exhibits reparametrization invariance. In Chap-
ter II, I exhibit a few simple sets of spacetime alternatives, some of which can be assigned
probabilities, and calculate those probabilities.

I1.1.2 Gauge invariance

General relativity is invariant under a set of transformations known as diffeomor-
phisms (Sec. I.B.3); while the relativistic particle exhibits a reparametrization invariance
which thus makes it more similar to GR than the non-relativistic particle is, the invariance
is not really central to the question of interest in Chapter II.

In Chapter III, however, gauge invariance is the principal focus in my study of the
application of generalized quantum mechanics to non-Abelian gauge theories. (The detailed
correspondence between the diffeomorphism invariance of GR and the reparametrization and
gauge invariances of the theories considered in Chapters IT and IIT is described in Sec. 1.4.6.)
Gauge invariant theories are conveniently described using more degrees of freedom than are
needed to define the physical quantities of the theory, and many quantization methods use the
constraints along with gauge-fixing conditions to isolate the “physical degrees of freedom”.
However, in a generalized quantum mechanics constructed via a sum over histories, it is
possible to predict probabilities for different values of the constrained quantities, and that is
what I do in several different contexts in Chapter III. Treating the constraints on the same
footing as the classical equations of motion allows me to determine to what extent they come
about naturally as a consequence of the quantum theory.

1.1.3 The decoherence of spacetime

Chapter IV addresses the following physical question: we know that measurements
of the gravitational field on large scales produce (classical) predictions, so does general-
ized quantum mechanics allow us to make such predictions? In other words, do sets of
alternatives describing only the long-wavelength modes of the gravitational field exhibit the
non-interference between alternatives alluded to in Sec. I.1.1, known as decoherence? De-
coherence is generally induced when the system of interest is coupled to some environment
which carries away phase information, allowing the squares of probability amplitudes to sum
linearly. In Chapter IV, I examine the question of whether sets of long-wavelength alter-
natives of the gravitational field can be made to decohere via their interaction with the
unobserved short-wavelength modes.
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I[.2 Spacetime alternatives

There are a number of unsatisfying aspects of quantum mechanics which motivate
the development of generalized quantum mechanics, and I will delve, in Sec. 1.3, into the
complex interpretational issues which lead to a desire to generalize quantum mechanics. But
first, I'd like to consider a simple example of a sort of probability one might like to calculate
in an extension of quantum mechanics, and see what modifications it naturally leads to.

Ordinary quantum mechanics can predict the value of an observable A at a time t;
from a relativistic point of view, the surface of constant time ¢ should be generalized to a
spacelike surface 0. However, in a theory which includes quantum gravity, the metric itself
will be behaving quantum mechanically, and the notion of spacelike separation of adjacent
points will not be well-defined. Since we cannot tell if a surface is spacelike without evaluating
(perhaps probabilistically) some of the variables of the theory, we should not restrict ourselves
to the values of observables on spacelike surfaces, but rather attempt to define probabilities
involving general regions of spacetime. This might be the average of a field over a spacetime
region, or, as is considered in this secion, the probability that a single non-relativistic particle
crosses, somewhere along its trajectory, a particular spacetime region S.

Since the sum-over-histories technique for calculating probabilities in quantum me-
chanics works, formally at least, with the entire trajectory of a system, it should be best
suited to describing spacetime alternatives. Before proceding there, however, let us review
the operator formalism of non-relativistic quantum mechanics.

1.2.1 Probabilities in quantum mechanics

In ordinary non-relativistic quantum mechanics [3], the outcome of a measurement is
not generally predicted with certainty, but rather, the probabilities of possible outcomes can
be predicted. Typically, the system is initially prepared in a state described by a wavefunction
U(q',t'), which can be written as a vector |¥(t’)) in a Hilbert space with inner product

(@] ) = / dg B () ¥ (g). (12.1)

An observable A is described by a hermitian operator A with eigenstates! {|a)} normalized
so that {a’|a) = é(a —a’). The probability that a measurement of A at a time ¢; will fall into
a range R is given by

e = /da al (), (1.2.2)

R

1The case considered here is for an operator A with a continuous spectrum, but the modifications for a
discrete portion of the spectrum should be self-evident.
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where the state |¥(t;)) at time ¢; is given by evolving the initial state? |¥(t')) using the
operator H corresponding to the Hamiltonian of the system:

W(t;)) = e H (1)), (1.2.3)

In particular, for the position operator @ we recover the original interpretation of the wave-
function ¥(q,t;) = (q|¥(¢;)) as a probability amplitude.

It is also useful to write the probability (I.2.2) in terms of the projection onto the
range R of eigenvalues of A

P, = /da|a><a|; (1.2.4)
R

the projection of the initial state onto this range is called the branch wavefunction

(Wr(ts) = Pe|W(t:)), (L.2.5)
which is a probability amplitude for A to lie in the range R:

pr = (U (1) |0y (1)) (1.2.6)

Finally, this probability can be written in terms of the density matrix
plt) = [W(E) (W) (12.7)
as
pu = TrlPu p(t:)] = T (¢ /000 H pemiltmOf p(r)ciltmH p et =t0f ) (12,5

The last form will ultimately lend itself most easily to generalization.

1.2.2 Sum-over-histories quantum mechanics

Another formulation of quantum mechanics, equivalent for many cases, was pro-
posed by Feynman [4]. In the so-called sum-over-histories formulation, the transition ampli-
tude between a position ¢’ at a time t' and a position ¢’ at a time t” is given by the sum
over all paths ¢(t) beginning at ¢(¢') = ¢’ and ending at ¢(t") = ¢” of exp(i action):

(q"ei"—H| gy = / Dge'sldl, (1.2.9)

11 ot

q°4q

This path integral can be more explicitly described if the path is skeletonized, i.e., the formal
integral over continuous paths ¢(t) is replaced with an approximation wherein the interval

2] will, unless otherwise noted, be working in the Schrédinger representation, in which the states, rather
than the operators, evolve, as that is more convenient for the sum-over-histories formulation which I will
eventually use. Even when states are written without time labels, they are to be thought of as Schrédinger
states at the “default” times, e.g., |¥) is shorthand for [¥(¢')).
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from ¢ to ¢’ is divided into J + 1 sub-intervals of width 6t = £=t — and the inte-

J+1 JLH’
gral is reéxpressed in terms of ¢™ = q(t' + Mét). In the limit J — oo, the skeletonized
description should describe the integral over continuous paths.> Then the measure Dq will
be proportional to

J
IT da™; (1.2.10)
M=1

the proportionality constant, which depends upon J, is most easily calculated by starting
with a canonical path integral and integrating out the momentum variables. The canonical
path integral has the form

(e~ |y = / DyDpeiSemlar] (L.2.11)
q//q/

in terms of the canonical action

Semlar) = [ dtlpi = Hla.p) (1212)

It has the natural measure

M=0

DqDp = (f[ qu> <f[ d%f) : (1.2.13)

where the skeletonized momenta are given by p™ = p (' + [M + 1]6t).

The probability rule (I.2.8) can be adapted to the sum-over-histories formulation
by replacing the projection operator P with a restriction of the range of integration on the
time slice corresponding to ¢;. For example, if the operator A is the position operator @, the
projection in (I.2.8) is replaced according to

) R =l Rl
R q" qi q:q ( )
e 1.2.14

_ |q//> quzft, dtL(t)<q/|

"1

q 9
¢ ER

and so the branch wavefunction appearing in (1.2.6) can be written

\IJR,(q”,t”):/dq/ / Dgelw (g, 1'). (1.2.15)

"o’

q9 4
i ER

3Some of the stickier issues involved in making this correspondence will be discussed in Chapter III,
especially Secs. I11.3.3-111.3.5 and the discussion at the end of Sec. II1.5.4. For now, however, all that is
needed is the basic concept.
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<
~—

Figure I.1: Defining a set of spacetime alternatives in non-relativistic quantum mechanics.
The path on the left never enters the spacetime region S and is thus in the class cz. The
path on the right spends part of its trajectory in S and is thus in the class cs.

Spacetime alternatives

Equation (I.2.15) describes the construction of a probability amplitude for a non-
relativistic particle to pass through a given region of space R at a particular moment ¢; of
time by restricting the paths summed over to be those in which the particle does so. It is a
short step to consider broadening the construction to produce the probability amplitude for
the particle path to have any property by summing only over those paths which have that
property. For example, as originally proposed by Feynman [4], one could define the branch
wave function for the particle to pass through a spacetime region S at some point along its
trajectory (see Fig. I.1) by restricting the sum to the class of paths ¢s which pass through
the region:

\I/s(q”,t”):/dq/ / Dge' 1w (g, 1"). (1.2.16)
q//csq/

The problem with this is that by the same reasoning, the probability amplitude
that the path never enters S ought to be given by a sum over the class of paths ¢z which
never enter S:

Us(q”,t") = / dq/ / Dge 1 w(q,t'). (1.2.17)
q//cgq/

Since the sum over histories is linear, this branch wavefunction is obviously given by

qjg(q”,t”) _ \]J(q”, t”) _ qjs(qll’ t”) (1218)
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and hence
ps = (Ug|U5) = (U|T) — 2Re(V|Tg) + (U, T,) =1 — ps — 2 Re(T5|Ty). (I.2.19)

On the other hand, simple logic tells us that as the particle either passes through the region
or doesn’t, the sum of the two probabilities must be unity: ps + ps = 1. This can only be
true if

Re (0| 0,) = 0. (1.2.20)

That is always true in the case of a spatial region R at a time ¢; by virtue of the construction
(1.2.5), since PzP; = 0, but for a spacetime region of the sort shown in Fig. I.1, will in general
be true only for some values of the initial state |¥). Evidently (I.2.20) is a prerequisite for
the squared norms of the amplitudes |¥,) and |¥3) to behave as proper probabilities.

1.2.3 Generalized quantum mechanics

The simple demonstration in the previous section that spacetime probabilities can-
not always be consistently assigned has provided the motivation for a more careful consid-
eration of quantum mechanical probabilities and their applicability. I shall now describe the
problem of spacetime alternatives in the language of one formalism designed to do this.

Sets of alternatives

The statement “the particle is in a spatial region R at time t;”, as well as the space-
time alternatives cs and cz considered in the previous section, are all examples of alternatives.
An alternative is in general a statement which is either true or false for each fine-grained
history of the system. In the current example of the relativistic particle, a fine-grained history
is an arbitrary path ¢(t); the sum over histories in (1.2.9) is over the set of all fine-grained
histories. The class of fine-grained histories defined by an alternative is the set of all those
histories for which the alternative is true. It is useful to consider a set of alternatives such
that each history falls into exactly one of the classes (i.e., the classes are mutually exclusive,
and the set of classes is exhaustive). This partition of the histories is called a coarse graining;
we write a given class or alternative as ¢, and the complete set as {cq}.

Requirements on probabilities

One might try to define a probability p, for each alternative ¢, to occur. But
we must require that the probability for a coarser-grained alternative which combines two
disjoint alternatives (cq N cor = P) be equal to the sum of the two individual probabilities:

p(ca Ucar) = p(ca) + plcar). (1.2.21)

This means that if {c,} is a complete set of alternatives for which probabilities {p,} can be
defined, they must sum to unity:

> pa=1. (1.2.22a)
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Also, if {cz} is a coarser-grained set formed by combining classes from the first set (cg =

|J ca), one can assign probabilities to the alternatives in the second set by
aca

Pe= ) Pa (1.2.22b)

aca

These are known as the probability sum rules, and follow from (1.2.21).

Consistent assignment of probabilities

For any alternative ¢, we can define a branch wave function by a sum restricted to
the histories in the class:

wa(q",t”):/dq' / Dge 1w (g, t'); (1.2.23)

q"aq’
however, the requirement (I.2.21) means that we can assign probabilities
Pa = (Va|Va) (1.2.24)
to a complete set of alternatives if and only if each pair of alternatives in the set obeys
Pa + Py = (Yol + (Yor )(|¥a) + [¥ar)) = Pa + par + 2Re(Var | Vo) (1.2.25)

or

Re(Wo [Wa) = 0. (1.2.26)

This requirement (which is a condition on the alternatives and the states together) is called
the condition of weak decoherence by Gell-Mann and Hartle [5], consistency by Griffiths [6]
and Omnes [7] and non-interference by Yamada and Takagi [2].

Under Hartle’s formulation of generalized quantum mechanics for the non-relativisticlj
particle, the question of whether decoherence allows the assignment of probabilities to the
alternatives in a coarse graining, and the values of those probabilities, are both encoded in
the decoherence functional

D(a,a’) = (Wa|W,). (1.2.27)

If the off-diagonal elements of the decoherence functional [which is, in this description, a
hermitian matrix with elements {D(«, a’)}] vanish, then the diagonal elements can be iden-
tified as probabilities for the corresponding alternatives, p, = D(a,a). If not, we cannot
assign probabilities consistent with the sum rules (I1.2.22). Mathematically, this is because
the branch wavefunctions, which are probability amplitudes, add according to linear super-
position, and the only way their squares—the probabilities—can add linearly as well is if the
interference between two branches vanishes. I will return to the physical significance of this
in Sec. 1.3.
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I.3 Formulations of quantum mechanics

Having illustrated the use of generalized quantum mechanics in the practical case
of assigning probabilities to spacetime alternatives, I now consider the interpretational mo-
tivations involved in replacing the Copenhagen interpretation of quantum mechanics with a
more general formalism. Then, in Sec. 1.3.3, I describe GQM in its general form.

1.3.1 The two-slit experiment

The idea that not every set of alternatives can be assigned probabilities is one of
the central interpretational challenges of quantum mechanics. The classic illustration is the
two-slit experiment, wherein an electron gun is fired at an absorbing screen with two holes
in it, beyond which lies another screen made up of detectors which will register the arrival of
an electron. If the lower slit in the first screen is covered, the probability amplitude ¥ (z)
for the electron to arrive at a position x on the screen can be calculated by propagating
the initial wavefunction freely up to the screen, discarding the portion which lies outside the
upper slit, then propagating the remaining wavefunction freely up to the final screen. The
probability density for the electron to pass through the upper slit and arrive at a position z
is thus |Wy(z)|?. Similarly, if the upper slit is closed, we have a probability amplitude W, ()
and density | U, (z)|* for the electron to pass through the lower slit and arrive at a point z
on the second screen.

If both slits are opened, the principle of superposition tells us that the total proba-
bility amplitude for the electron to arrive at a position x on the second screen is Uy (x)+ (z).
This means that the total probability density

| Wy (x) + \I/L(5'3)|2 # |‘IJU(5'3)|2 + |\I/L(ZC)|2 (1.3.1)

is not simply the sum of the probability densities for each slot alone, due to interference
effects. This is true even if the electrons are released from the gun one at a time. Because
of this interference, it is not possible to say that a given electron which lands on the second
screen passed through one hole or the other. If a measurement is made at the first screen
to detect the electron as it passes through one of the holes, the interference pattern is
destroyed, and the probability density for arrival at point x does equal the expression on
the right-hand side of (I.3.1). This means that something more complicated than simple
Schrodinger evolution of the wavefunction must occur when it interacts with the measuring
apparatus. All of these phenomena are confirmed by experiment.

In the language of Sec. 1.2.3, this means that we cannot assign probabilities to a set
of alternatives which includes

e passage through slit not observed/electron passes through upper slit/electron arrives
at position x + Ax

e passage through slit not observed/electron passes through lower slit/electron arrives at
position z + Az,

while we can assign probabilities to the set
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e passage through slit not observed/electron arrives at position z + Ax

e passage through slit observed/electron passes through upper slit/electron arrives at
position z + Az

e passage through slit observed/electron passes through lower slit/electron arrives at
position = + Ax.

1.3.2 The Copenhagen interpretation

The standard method for resolving this issue, and those like it, was developed
primarily by Niels Bohr at the Copenhagen Institute (see Chapter 2, Sec. 6-8 of [3] for more
details), and is known as the Copenhagen interpretation. In the Copenhagen interpretation,
the wavefunction for a quantum system evolves freely according to (1.2.3) until a measurement
is made, say at time ¢;. The measurement not only yields an answer with probabilities given
by (I1.2.5-1.2.6), it also alters the wavefunction. If the alternative corresponding to Py is the
result of the measurement, the wavefunction becomes [cf. (1.2.5)]

| W (t:)) _ Pe|W(t:)) (1.3.2)

V() /W E) P ()

This is known as “collapse of the wavefunction” or “reduction of the wavepacket”.

The Copenhagen interpretation explains the results of the two-slit experiment nicely;Jj
if no observation of the wavefunction is made at the first screen, it propagates freely through
both slits, and the arrival pattern on the second screen exhibits quantum-mechanical inter-
ference effects, while if the electron is observed to go through one slit, the wavefunction is
collapsed by a projection onto that slit. Even if the result of the first measurement is ig-
nored, we cannot recover the quantum-mechanical interference pattern; the probabilities for
different ranges of arrival position z are given by the rule (I1.2.8), where the density martix
involved is now the mixed state

p=Vu)pu(Vo| + [W0)p (W], (1.3.3)

where py, = (¥y|¥y) and p, = (¥, |¥,) are the probabilities for the outcome of the ignored
measurement.

The Copenhagen interpretation is quite successful in predicting and explaining the
results of laboratory experiments, for which it was designed. It cannot, however, provide a
complete quantum-mechanical description of an arbitrary system. Setting aside the aesthetic
objection that the two evolution laws (1.2.3) and (1.3.2) are of markedly different nature, a
major flaw is the fuzzy notion of a measurement. What are the criteria for an object with
which the quantum system interacts to qualify as an observer? There are many metaphysical
answers to that question, but the most conservative one would seem to be that the “measuring
apparatus” is a classical object with many internal degrees of freedom. One possible outlook
is that objects in the classical world are described by classical physics, quantum-mechanical
objects by quantum physics, and the reduction of the wavefunction describes what happens
when the two regimes interact. However, results such as Ehrenfest’s theorem, which show that
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the laws of classical physics are the limits of the laws of quantum physics when the actions
involve become much larger than &, lead us to believe that both the quantum and classical
worlds should be described on the fundamental level by the same set of physical laws. From
that perspective, it is natural to think of the Copenhagen interpretation as an approximation,
wherein the complex interaction between the quantum system and the classical object’s many
degrees of freedom is described simply by the collapse of the wavefunction. (The details of this
question touch on the rich subject of measurement theory, and the reader is again directed
to [3] for a more in depth discussion.)

At any rate, a more general formulation of quantum mechanics is required to predict
probabilities for closed systems without an external classical observer. This could either be a
description of an open system together with an external observer, where both the “system”
and the “classical observer” are combined to produce a single closed system, treated quantum
mechanically, or a system like the early universe, where there is no classical subsystem to
perform the measurements.

1.3.3 The generalized quantum mechanics formalism

One prescription for replacing the notions of “observers” and “measurements” is
generalized quantum mechanics, as described in Sec. 1.2.3 for a system consisting of a single
non-relativistic particle. Probabilities can be assigned to any set of alternatives which deco-
here, which is a mathematical property of the system; an external classical observer is not
required. The formulation given here was codified by Hartle [5], expanding upon earlier work
of Gell-Mann and Hartle [8], inspired by the work of Zurek [9] on decoherence and related
to the previous independent work of Griffiths [6] and Omnes [7].

Fundamental elements

In its most general form, a generalized quantum mechanics requires three things,
which are generalizations of the objects described in Sec. 1.2.3:

1. a specification of the fine-grained histories of the system,

2. a rule defining how one is allowed to combine those fine-grained histories into coarse-
grained classes, and

3. a decoherence functional, which describes both the interference between pairs of those
classes, as well as probabilities of individual classes when the interference terms vanish.

In general, the decoherence functional, whose elements D(a, o) can be thought of as elements
of a complex matrix for each coarse graining, can be constructed in an arbitrary fashion. It
must, however, obey the following rules:

e “Hermiticity”:
D(d/,a) = D(a, ') (I.3.4a)

e positivity of diagonal elements:
D(a, ) > 0 (I.3.4b)
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e normalization:

> > D(a,d)=1; (1.3.4c)

e superposition: If {¢z} is a coarse graining constructed by combining classes in {c,} to

form larger classes (“coarser graining”), i.e., cg = |J c¢a, the decoherence functional
aca
for {cg} can be constructed from the one for {c,} by

D@a)=Y_ Y D(ad). (1.3.4d)

aca o’ ca’

The diagonal elements D(«, «) can be interpreted as probabilities if the coarse
graining {c,} obeys some decoherence condition. The minimal one neccessary to ensure the
probability sum rules (1.2.22) is weak decoherence, i.e., vanishing of off-diagonal elements of
Re D(a, ). In practice, it is useful to impose the decoherence condition only approximately:*

Re D(a, ) & Saa’Pas (1.3.5)

with the diagonal elements then being interpreted as approximate probabilities whose accu-
racy is limited by the size of the off-diagonal elements. Another decoherence condition, more
useful from a mathematical point of view, is the medium decoherence condition

D(a,d) & SaarPa- (1.3.6)

I will adopt the practice of using “decoherence” with no modifier to mean medium deco-
herence. (There are stronger definitions of decoherence [11], but they will not be needed
here.)

The notion of decoherence replaces the Copenhagen idea of a measurement in de-
termining when classical probabilities can be assigned. In the case of a classical measuring
apparatus interacting with a quantum system, it had been shown [12, 9] that the classical
object can carry away phase information and induce decoherence between alternatives of the
quantum system.

Operator generalized quantum mechanics

As an example of how a decoherence functional is constructed, return to the exam-
ple of nonrelativistic operator quantum mechanics discussed in Sec. 1.2.1. The formula for
the decoherence functional should reduce to the probability formula (I1.2.8) for the case of
projections on a single time slice. A more general coarse graining can consist of a series of n
time slices {t;}, each of which has a complete set of projection operators P(ii obeying

Y P =1 (1.3.7a)

Pl Pl =0q,a;PL.. (1.3.7b)

4Readers disquieted by this concept will be reassured by the result [10] that for every approximately
decohering coarse graining, there is a nearby coarse graining which decoheres exactly.
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(The superscript ¢ labels the set of projection operators, while the subscript «; labels the
particular projection within the set.) A class ¢, is now labelled by the sequence of values
{a1,...,a,}, which we abbreviate in the shorthand «, and the place of a projection operator
for ¢, is taken by the chain of projections

C. - e_i(t//—tn)ﬁpn e_i(tn_tnil)ﬁpgn_,ll . Pize—i(tz—h)ﬁpolzle—i(tl_t/)ﬁ' (138)

This is used in the formula for the decoherence functional,
D(a,a’) = Tr[CapCl . (1.3.9)

It is straightforward to show that when the class operator consists of a single projection
(Cy = e i t"=t)H p_e=i(ti=t)H) "the decoherence functional reduces exactly to the diagonal
form in (I.3.6) with the probabilities given by (I1.2.8).

One final generalization can be made, by replacing the initial condition p(¢') with
initial and final states described by p’ = p/(¢') and p” = p” ("), respectively, to give

Tr[p” ap'Cl/]
Tr[p//e—i(t“—t')f{p/ez‘(t”—t/)f{] '

D(a,d) = (1.3.10)
This is construction is most useful when considering the origins of the “arrow of time” [13],
since it provides a time-reversal invariant formulation of the theory. The form (1.3.10) is
recovered as a consequence of the final condition p” = I, known as the condition of future
indifference.

As a consequence of (I1.3.7) the class operator obeys

Cu=Y Co=e =M, (L3.11)

In the sum-over-histories formulation, the chain of projections C, is replaced by a
class operator whose matrix elements are defined via a path integral, as described below.

Sum-over-histories generalized quantum mechanics

In a sum-over-histories formalism, one replaces objects defined by operators on
a Hilbert space with corrseponding quantities defined by functions (or functionals) of the
configuration space coordinates of the system, which are written generically as ¢q. Along
those lines, the initial density matrix p’ is replaced by a set of wave function(al)s® {¥;(¢')}
with corresponding non-negative weights (or “probabilities”) {p’;}. (In a Hilbert space theory
this would mean defining p’ = > ,[W;)p}(¥;|.) Similarly, the final state is now defined by a
set of wave function(al)s {®;(¢”)} and weights {p}}, which replace the density matrix p”.

With these conventions, the definition (I.3.10) for the decoherence functional is

replaced by
2P (®i|Ca| W) (®i|Cor [ W) )
i

D(a,a/): ” ) ) 7
>0 2| Cul5)|” P
7

(1.3.12)

51 have suppressed the labels ¢’ and ¢ here, in part because I wish to describe more general definitions
of the endpoints of histories. For example, the initial state might be attached on a surface ¢’ in spacetime.
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Here the quantity (®,|Cy|¥;) is analogous to a matrix element of the class operator for the
class ¢y, but it is constructed by a sum over the histories in the class c,, with the initial
and final wave function(al)s ¥; and ®; attached at the endpoints of the history (which are
included in the sum). Schematically:

(2i|Cal¥;) = @i(q") o (¢"[|Calld’) 0 ;(q) (1.3.13a)
(['Callgy =D  eSliston], (1.3.13b)
history€a
endpts=q”’q’

The inner product o (which is in general necessary to ensure a non-divergent construction
for cosntrained theories) used to attach the initial and final wave function(al)s must be
Hermitian® but not necessarily positive definite.

This construction satisfies the requirements (I.3.4) for a decoherence functional with
positivity of diagonal elements (I.3.4b) holding as long as the weights {p/;} and {p}'} are non-
negative. Note that the inner product o need not be positive definite to ensure positivity
of the decoherence functional. The superposition property (I1.3.4d) holds because the class
operators are constructed linearly, and thus satisfy their own superposition property:

(¢"ICalla’) = ("I Calld) (L.3.14a)

aca

Y (d"IICalld) = {d"ICulld). (L.3.14b)

(e

It is convenient to refer to a “class operator C,” even in the sum-over-histories
theory, and when I do, I mean the object defined by (1.3.13). C, is the class operator
corresponding to the class ¢, of all paths, which is just the propagator.

Another way of expressing (1.3.12-1.3.13) is to write down the decoherence func-
tional between two classes which are ultimately fine-grained, so that each class contains a
single history ¢(¢). This is then truly a functional of its two arguments, given by

" (¢, ¢ )e' Sl =Slal) /(4] )
[ Dar [ Daap (4, ¢ )e'Slal=Sle2D) p/ (g1, ¢)

where the function(al)s corresponding to the initial and final density matrices are just

Dig1,q2] = (1.3.15)

(d55 45) Z‘If (4P}, (q2) (1.3.16a)
(¢, a5) = Z¢ 4/} ®i(q5) (1.3.16b)

The coarse-grained decoherence functional is then given by (I1.3.4d) as

D(aq,as) :/DQI/DQZD[QhQQ]- (1.3.17)

a1 a2

6By which I mean ® o ¥ = (¥ o ®)*.
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Field theory In the previous section, I described formally the sum-over-histories formula-
tion of generalized quantum mechanics where the configuration space variables of the theory
were either some set of coordinates {¢;(t)} or a field ¢(x, t) on the background spacetime. One
can of course always switch between the two by imagining the (D-dimensional) space spanned
by x to be divided up into a small lattice with lattice spacing dx and using expressions like

(1.3.18)

to make the correspondence
gx(t) & (52)72q(x, 1), (1.3.19)

but it is useful to be explicit about the form of some of the field theory expressions.

The initial condition ¢(¢') = ¢/, formerly imposed at the initial time ¢, is now
imposed on the initial surface labelled by ' as q(x,t') = ¢/(x). The initial wave functional”
Ulg’;t') is a functional of the function ¢'(x). Similarly, the final wave functional ®[¢";¢")
attached to (®|C,|¥) is a functional of ¢’ (x) = q(x,t").

I.4 Quantum gravity

1.4.1 Motivation

We have now come to the main purpose of this dissertation: applying the lessons
learned about quantum theory in Secs. 1.2-1.3 to the quantization of the geometric theory
of gravity, reviewed in Appendix I.B. Two obvious questions arise as to why a quantum
theory of gravity is necessary. Firstly, the classical theory of gravity given by GR has held
up under every experimental test required of it. Perhaps the classical theory really is the
true fundamental theory.

The second question is a practical one. One might ask if a quantum theory of gravity
is relevant to any observable phenomena. On dimensional grounds, we expect quantum effects
to become important at length scales around the Planck length

Gh

— /2
by =G =/ =

, (1.4.1)
which we see from the form with ¢ and & inserted explicitly is the unique combination of G,
c and h with units of length. Since G' and h are so small in practical units, and c so large, /4,
turns out to have the incredibly small value of

£, =1.6x10"*3cm, (1.4.2)

Which is far below the resolution limits of any experimental device. The corresponding
energy E, = 1.3 x 1012 GeV is beyond the range of any conventional particle accelerator that
could be built on the surface of the earth.

"The mismatched parentheses indicate that ¥ is a functional of ¢/ (x) and a function of ¢’; see Appendix I.A.
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Addressing the first question first, there are a number of reasons to believe that there
is a fundamental quantum theory of gravity underlying classical GR [14]. First of all, the
other forces of nature can be explained on a fundamentally quantum level (electroweak theory
and quantum chromodynamics), and it seems odd for one force to be fundamentally classical
while the others are quantum mechanical. This is especially true if one has aspirations
of unifying gravity with the other forces as Maxwell’s classical electromagnetism unified
electricity with magnetism, the Weinberg-Salam electroweak theory [15] unified quantum
electrodynamics with the weak interaction, and a hypothetical grand unified theory might
unify electroweak theory with quantum chromodynamics. To put an even finer point on it,
the Einstein equation (I.B.22) couples the curvature tensor G, = Ry, — %R, which is
supposed to behave classically, with the stress-energy tensor {7}, }, which is generated by
quantum-mechanical matter fields. The straightforward fix to this problem, replacing the
quantum stress-energy tensor with its expectation value in the state |¥) to give

G = 87G(U|T),, | D), (1.4.3)

produces useful results in the field of semiclassical gravitational physics, but still suffers
conceptual problems when {T},,, } describes a superposition of widely differing matter config-
urations [14].

Another reason why classical GR ought not to be taken as a fundamental theory
is its prediction of spacetime singularities [16]. There are theorems which demonstrate that
generic non-singular initial data can collapse into a black hole, which contains a spacetime
singularity at which the curvature diverges; in the presence of this divergence, GR is unable
to predict the subsequent evolution of the system. There is an escape from the problem of
singularities formed by collapse, in that most if not all such singularities predicted by classical
GR will be surrounded by “event horizons”, regions from which no timelike or lightlike signal
can escape to the external spacetime. This means that it doesn’t matter that we don’t know
how to interpret the future evolution of such singularities, as they will not lie in the past light
cone of any exterior observer. However, the same singularity theorems predict that evolving
our expanding universe backwards in time will always lead to an initial singularity, or “big
bang”. This singularity is on everyone’s light cone, and thus General Relativity predicts that
our universe originated in a phenomenon it is unable to describe adequately.

Turning now to the question of whether a fundamental quantum theory of gravity,
if it exists, is of practical interest, the singularity theorems again argue for the affirmative.
As the system evolves towards an infinite-curvature singularity, the curvature will go through
arbitrarily large values, and when it exceeds the Planck curvature £, 2 quantum gravitational
effects should become relevant. Again, GR is probably safe from ordinary astrophysical black
holes, as the curvature at the event horizon of a black hole is of the order of (GMpy)~2 =
my, /Mgy [17], so that it will only reach the Planck curvature in observable regions if Mgy <
m,. Although semiclassical physics predicts that black holes will lose mass with time due to
Hawking evaporation, the time required for a solar mass black hole to evaporate to Planck size

3
will be [14] on the order of (%—S) tp ~ 1.3 x 109 yr, fifty-four orders of magnitude greater

than the age of the universe. However, the initial singularity predicted by comsmology again
compels us to consider quantum gravity, as the early universe must have had curvatures
in the Planck regime, and hence the “initial condition” from which the classical evolution
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of our universe began came about as a result of quantum gravitational phenomena. An
understanding of these phenomena could allow us to explain, for example, the recently-
observered inhomogeneities in the cosmic microwave background radation (CMBR) [18].

In addition, there are the obvious intellectual motivations to pursue a fully quantum-
mechanical theory of gravity. If there is a more fundamental theory of gravity than classical
GR, it is the job of theoretical physics to formulate it. While this is difficult in the absence
of experimental data® to distinguish between competing theories, the inherent challenges in
formulating a consistent theory in the first place (see the following section) provide their
own tests for what is a “good” theory of gravity. And finally, just as special and general
relativity, as well as quantum mechanics, gave physicists new insight into the nature of the
universe, the pursuit of a quantum theory of gravity will lead to new ways of thinking about
the universe. String theory and the loop representation (see Sec. 1.4.4) certainly fall into
that category, as does generalized quantum mechanics itself!

1.4.2 Difficulities in quantizing gravity
The dual role of geometry

The first obstacle to be overcome in formulating a quantum theory of gravity is the
fundamental role played by the spacetime geometry. Replacing the external gravitational
field of Newton with the beautiful geometric theory summarized in Appendix I.B, prevents
a straightforward application of the usual recipies for quantization. For example, [14] the
causality condition

[0 (%), 9ro(2')] =0, x and 2’ spacelike separated (L.4.4)

is difficult to interpret when the geometry itself is behaving quantum mechanically. If the
spacetime metric is now an operator {g,,} rather than a classical quantity with a well-
defined value, what metric is being used to determine whether or not  and z’ are spacelike
separated? Clearly, any fully quantum-mechanical theory of gravity must be constructed
with some deeper insight as to how to quantize geometry.

The problem of time

A related issue is the “problem of time”, namely that the time direction enjoys
a special role in most methods of quantization, inconsistent with the Lorentz invariance of
special relativity and the diffeomorphism invariance of general relativity. States of the system
are defined on constant-time surfaces, as are spaces of eigenstates onto which projections
defining measurements are made. Commutation relations and canonical methods are defined
using conjugate momenta, which also single out a preferred time direction. Even when
surfaces of constant time are generalized in these definitions to include arbitrary timelike
surfaces, there is still a problem, as the question of whether two spacetime points are timelike
or spacelike separated will be ill-defined if the metric is behaving fully quantum mechanically.

It is these sorts of considerations which make the spacetime alternatives of Sec. 1.2
so appealing, and they will be the focus of Chapter II.

8Qther, that is, than the indirect information afforded us by cosmological observations.
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Renormalization

Another problem which faces would-be quantum theories of gravity is that of renor-
malizibility. Interacting and self-interacting field theories are only fully understood at the
perturbative level, where quantities of interest are expressed as perturbation series in the
coupling contant. Unfortunately, terms in the perturbation series beyond zero order will
generally be equal to divergent integrals over the momenta of intermediate particles. If some
sort of artificial cutoff is introduced to remove this divergence, the theory will then depend
on these cutoff parameters (and the values of physical constants will diverge as those cutoffs
are taken to infinity). The dependence on the cutoffs can be cancelled out if additional terms
(“counter-terms”) are added to the action which contain the same divergences. In general,
then, the action will then have a number of arbitrary parameters on which the theory will
depend.

The one way out of this jam is if suitable counter-terms can be constructed which
have the same form as terms already in the action. Then the new parameters can be ab-
sorbed into redefinitions of the old ones. This scheme only works if the coupling constant
is dimensionless, so that the divergent parts of simple diagrams can cancel those of more
complex ones including additional verticies. If the coupling constant has dimensions which
are some inverse power of length (positive mass dimensions), later terms in the expansion will
involve more factors of momentum in the denominator, and won’t diverge in the ultraviolet
limit. However, if the coupling constant has positive length (negative mass dimensions) the
theory should be non-renormalizable.

A simple way to analyze the expected behavior of GR under perturbative quantiza-
tion is to expand the metric about some classical solution, replacing g, by guv + Yu. The
gravitational action in this case is calculated in Appendix IV.A to chapter IV, and is given
by [¢f. (IV.A.41)]

1 1 1
S = M/ \% |g| d4$ |:—Z(V)\’7HV)(V)\’7MU) + Q’YMURHXUG'V}\U + O({Wﬂu}s) . (145)

In order that the lowest order term resemble that of a free field [¢f. (I.B.15)] we need to
quantize the field 7 41 7 Y which means that each additional factor of ~,,
P

1 —
i6nG T
entering the integral brings an additional power of the coupling constant ¢,. This coupling
has dimensions of length and thus the theory is non-renormalizable.

Constraints

Another issue to be considered is the diffeomorphism invariance described in Sec.
I.B.3. The constraints (I.B.30) it implies in a 3+1 formulation require careful treatment.
For example, if one attempts to perform a canonical quantization where the variables {h;;}
and their conjugate momenta {7% } are turned into operators, one must make sure that their
commutation relations respect the constraints. This cannot be done in a straightforward
manner with the Hamiltonian constraint (I.B.30a) [19].
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1.4.3 Quantum cosmology

Related to the issue of applying quantum mechanics to gravity is that of applying it
to cosmology. Since this means in principle treating the entire universe as a closed quantum
system, the Copenhagen interpretation of quantum mechanics (Sec. 1.3.2), with its reliance
on an external classical observer performing measurements on the system is inappropriate
for quantum cosmology. The early universe presumably contained no sentient observers,
and in the vicinity of the Planck time did not even contain any classical subsystems. So a
formalism designed for quantum cosmology must be able to describe the quantum mechanics
of an entire closed system, and ought to generalize the notion of “measurement” to something
defined without reference to an external observer.

1.4.4 Alternate approaches

Before describing the application to quantum gravity of the generalized quantum
mechanics formalism, with which this dissertation is concerned, I will briefly mention a few
other approaches to quantizing gravity and how they address some of the issues mentioned
previously.

String theory

By far the most ambitious of these approaches is string theory [20], which seeks
not only to describe gravity quantum mechanically, but to unite it with the other forces of
nature as well. Its goal is to describe all particles and forces as a result of the interactions
of extended objects. By replacing pointlike particles with one-dimensional strings, string
theory introduces a parameter with dimensions of length which provides a natural cutoff
scale. This provides a way to overcome the ultraviolet divergence of gravity, and indeed,
the theory is perturbatively finite. In addition, since string theory is designed to describe
elementary particles as different energy levels in the string spectrum, it has the laudable goal
of removing the many arbitrary parameters (masses of quarks and leptons, mixing matrices,
etc.) found in the standard model of particle physics.

Ashtekar’s new variables

This is another prescription whose goal is to avoid the problem of renormalizability,
this time by circumventing it altogether and treating gravity non-perturbatively [21]. The
idea is to perform a non-perturbative canonical quantization of general relativity. The pro-
gram avoids some of the constraint problems by working in a new set of variables in which the
constraints are more manageable.” The spatial metric {h;;} and its conjugate momentum
{77} are replaced by variables related to the Christoffel symbols (also known as connection

coéfficients) {I'g,} [¢f. (I.B.6)], whose conjugate momenta are related to a tetrad of four

four-vectors { E|a = 0,1,2,3} which define the spacetime metric via g, = E§E5nq, (where

{Nab} is the Minkowski metric diag{—1,1,1,1}).

91t should be noted that as a fundamentally canonical theory, this approach is susceptible to criticisms
related to the problem of time.
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Recent formulations [22] have taken advantage of the theory’s resemblence to Yang-
Mills theory to reformulate it in terms of an analogy to Wilson loops. This “loop represen-
tation” makes the fundamental objects of the theory loops and knots, thereby providing a
candidate for a more fundamental theory underlying spacetime, just as string theory does.

Euclidean path integrals

This approach [23] applies the path integral quantization methods of field theory
to GR, so that the amplitude to make a transition between one metric on a three-surface
to another metric on another three-surface is given by a path integral over all possible four-
metrics which join the two surfaces. One of the difficulties in performing this path integral
is that the integral of exp(iS) does not converge, but has an oscilatory behavior, and the
euclidean path integral approach circumvents this by analytically continuing the metric to
one with signature (+, 4+, +, +) rather than (—, +, 4+, +).

This is analogous to the sort of continuation performs on a Lorentz metric

ds* = —dt? + dx® + dy* + d2?; (1.4.6)
by defining 7 = ¢, the metric takes the form
ds* = dr? 4 da® + dy? + d2?, (1.4.7)

which is simply a Euclidean metric. This codrdinate transformation is not very useful when
t is real, and thus 7 pure imaginary, but if one performs calculations for real 7, one can
often analytically continue the results back to imaginary 7 (and this real ¢). This is useful
for the integral of " because of the form the action often takes in the new cotrdinates. For
example, the Klein-Gordon action (I.B.15) on a Minkowski background can be transformed

into
Sww =5 [ dtdal-@u) + (V) +me

2

; (1.4.8)
= 5/ dr d*z[(0,0)* + (V)2 + m??| = iSg

where the Euclidean action Sg is positive definite for real 7. This means that ¥ = e~ 5% is
exponentially damped rather than oscilliatory as the action moves away from its minimum
value. Results calculated in this manner can then be analytically continued back to real ¢.

The problem with this as a scheme for quantizing gravity is that a general curved
metric cannot be analytically continued in this way [14], so its usefulness is limited to situa-
tions such as scattering where there is a background spacetime (usually asymptotically flat)
on which this phase rotation can be performed.

1.4.5 The decoherence functional for GR

Generalized quantum mechanics is not really a quantization scheme on the same
footing as the other approaches just described; it is a way to formulate a quantum-mechanical
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theory of the universe, whatever the details of that theory might be. As such, it could be
used as a framework for one of the approaches discussed in Sec. .4.4. For example, one might
construct the decoherence functional between pairs of histories described by string variables,
or use Ashtekar’s new variables to produce a decoherence functional rather than a canonical
operator description.

As a first application, however, it is worthwhile to write down the decoherence
functional for simple general relativity. While we might expect that problems related to
renormalization and constraints will still exist, we can see how generalized quantum me-
chanics addresses the problem of time and the interpretational issues of quantum cosmology
without committing to the details of one specific modification of GR.

In addition [24], it seems reasonable that since the fundamental quantum theory
of gravity, whatever it is, must reduce to GR in the classical limit, there may be some
intermediate regime in which quantum gravitational effects are important, but the differences
between the more fundamental theory and GR are not significant. For coarse grainings
describing that regime (presumably those which consider averages of fields over regions of
Planckian size or larger), we then expect (for suitable initial and final conditions)

Dfundamcntal(a; 05/) ~ unantum GR(aa O/)- (149)

Let us then attempt to write down the decoherence functional for general relativity
coupled to matter fields, which we write schematically as ¢. The sum-over-histories prescrip-
tion is the most generic, at least in its formal form, so it will be of almost exclusive interest
for this dissertation. The decoherence functional is written as

2P (i Cal W) (P Car [V )" D]
]

D(Oz,o/) = m ) ) 3
Zpi [(®i|Cul W) p;
2%

(1.3.12)

The tricky question is how to realize the sum-over-histories prescription (I1.3.13) for the matrix
elements {(®|C,|¥)}. The straightforward answer would seem to be

(@[Ca|¥) = @ [{g,, }, "o ({9 }¢"|Cal{gp }¢") 0 l{gp,}. ¢'] (L.4.10a)
{g, 1" ICal{g }e') = / DOhDOr D NDpei(Sean g H+5o (e (1.4.10D)
{9/, Yedg),. }

with such niceties as the inner product o and the practical realization of the formal sum over
histories yet to be specified. However, that is not quite right because of the diffeomorphism
invariariance of the theory. First of all, for (®|C,|¥) to be diffeomorphism invariant (see
Sec. I11.6) the wavefunctions must actually depend only upon the spatial metric and not the
lapse and shift, so, for example, V[{g},, }, '] is replaced with W[{h];}, ¥']. And secondly, to
avoid an infinite factor related to the volume of the gauge group, we must impose a gauge-
fixing prescription [25] by including a gauge-fixing delta function 6[G] and its associated
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Fadeev-Popov determinant Ag. With these modifications, (I.4.10) becomes

(@|Ca|®) = & [{R];}, "] o ({R]; 1" |Cal {hig}e) 0 U{HI,}, ¢ (L4.11a)
({3 |Cal{hi; ') = f DO ADO 7D NO[GlAq [{gyu Y] (Foon Lo 1+ Sl
{n};yafhl;}
(1.4.11b)

There are still many delicacies involved in this path integral, and my approach will
be to consider them a few at a time by studying the application of generalized quantum
mechanics to simpler theories exhibiting some of the same features.

1.4.6 Toy models

Analogy to the relativistic particle

As discussed in Sec. I.B.3 of Appendix I.B, GR is invariant under diffeomorphisms
a# — T*({z"}). One subset of the diffeomorphism group is the set of time reparametrizations
({z'},t) = ({2%},%(t)). The details of a particular time parametrization are described by
the lapse N and shift {N?} from the 3 + 1 formulation of GR (see Appendix 1.B). The lapse
N describes the spacing of the surfaces, while the shift { N} describes the relation between
spatial codrdinates {x'} and those on a surface dt into the future.

A much simpler parametrized theory is that of a free relativistic particle in Min-
kowski space. There the fine-grained histories are paths through spacetime which can be
parametrized as functions of a parameter A\, namely x()). Since a free relativistic particle
follows a path of maximal proper time, one expression for its action is

1 1 1
dr dzt dzv
S[x]—/o d)\L—m/O d)\a——m/o M - T (1.4.12)

This is a difficult action to deal with since it is not quadratic in the velocities %}. To
obtain a quadratic action with the same extrema, one can convert to canonical form. The
conjugate momenta are

dz” [\ dx,)d\

= y ; 1.4.13
P = M0 =g ™ dr Jax (14.13)
the Hamiltonian
dx*
H = Pu—gy — L (1.4.14)
vanishes, but there is a constraint
" pupt +m* = p* +m? =0 (1.4.15)

obeyed by the momenta, so the canonical action is

1 2 2
dx p°+m
Scan - A d)\ (p . ﬁ - N m ) ) (1416)
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where N () is a Lagrange multiplier. The constraint hamiltonian in (I.4.16) has been ex-
pressed in a form which makes the action quadratic in the momenta. Varying (I1.4.16) with
respect to N gives (1.4.15), varying with respect to = gives the equation of motion

dp

=0 1.4.17
T, (14.17)
and varying with respect to p gives
dz,, [d\
Py = m%. (1.4.18)

Classically, then, the multiplier takes on the value N = %.
The analogy between this theory of a relativistic particle and GR is then as follows:

e A reparametrization A\(\) of the relativistic particle corresponds to a reparametrization
t(t) of GR.

e The lagrange multiplier N of the relativistic particle theory, which classically obeys
dr = Nd)\, corresponds to the lapse function of GR, which obeys, when {N‘} and
{dx'} both vanish, dr = Ndt.

e In each theory, the multiplier imposes a quadratic constraint. For the relativistic
particle, this is the mass-shell constraint ﬁ(p2 +m?) = 0, while for GR it is the
hamiltonian constraint (I.B.30a).

Chapter II is concerned with the generalized quantum mechanics of this theory,
particularly with spacetime coarse-grainings of the particle paths.
Analogy to non-Abelian gauge theory

Another subset of diffeomorphism invariance is that in which the time parametriza-
tion is unchanged and a spatial diffeomorphism ({z*},t) — ({&7({x%})},t) is executed. under
this spatial diffeomorphism the spatial metric is changed according to

5hij = — 3V151171 — 3Vj517j, (1419)

along with changes in the momenta, lapse and shift. These spatial diffeomorphisms are
analogous to the gauge transformations in a non-Abelian gauge theory with canonical action

Sean = /d‘*x(wa A, —H[A, 7] — 0 Ka). (1.4.20)

The infinitesimal gauge transformations under which this theory is invariant change the
vector potential acording to

5Aq = —ViA, — gfS,AbA, = (~DSA), , (1.4.21)

along with changes in the momenta and the scalar potential ¢.
The analogy between GR and a non-Abelian gauge theory (NAGT) is thus
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e The gauge transformations (I.4.21) in a NAGT correspond to spatial diffeomorphisms
(I1.4.19) in GR.

e The scalar potential ¢ in a NAGT is a lagrange multiplier, corresponding to the shift
vector {N'} in 3+1 GR.

e The scalar potential enforces the Gauss’s law constraint K = D -7 in a NAGT, which
corresponds to the momentum constraint (I.B.30b) of GR.

1.5 Outline

The plan for the rest of this dissertation is as follows:

1.5.1 Chapter II: Spacetime coarse grainings in relativistic particle
QM

In Chapter II, I use generalized quantum mechanics to predict probabilities for
sets of spacetime alternatives (see Sec. 1.2) in the quantum mechanics of a single relativistic
particle (see Sec. 1.4.6). In earlier work, Yamada and Takagi [2] considered certain spacetime
coarse grainings in nonrelativistic quatum mechanics, and exhibited such coarse grainings
which decohered for initial conditions with particular symmetry properties. In Chapter II, I
examine similar coarse grainings in the case of the relativistic particle, and find that some,
but not all, of them decohere and allow the consistent assignment of probabilities.

While these alternatives are extremely simple and idealized, they do provide an
example of how generalized quantum mechanics can make predict probabilities for non-trivial
sets of spacetime alternatives in this simple relativistic theory.

1.5.2 Chapter II1I: Non-Abelian gauge theories

Gauge invariance is the primary focus of Chapter III, which describes a sum-over-
histories generalized quantum mechanics of a non-Abelian gauge theory (NAGT) with an
arbitrary gauge group and no matter. [The motivation is not to apply this generalized
quantum mechanics directly to the strong or weak interaction, but to learn more about
the consequences of the gauge symmetry with an eye towards applying these lessons to the
gauge (diffeomorphism) symmetry of general relativity, according to the analogy described
in Sec. 1.4.6.] In a NAGT, because of the gauge symmetry, there are a number of choices
to be made in the formulation of the quantum mechanics itself. A frequently-used tactic in
quantizing gauge theories is to impose a priori the constraints corresponding to the gauge
symmetries, and quantize only the variables in the so-called physical subspace. Since it
generally difficult to isolate the physical subspace, and because giving the constraints special
status breaks the manifest Lorentz invariance of the theory, I instead take the more general
approach of performing a sum-over-histories quantization of the entire theory and observing
in which ways the constraints manifest themselves. This is done with coarse grainings which
ask physical questions corresponding to the constraints. For instance, one can coarse grain
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by the value of the covariant divergence of the non-Abelian electric field. I use a sum-over-
histories generalized quantum mechanics to make such predictions, and compare the results
to those of quantum-mechanical descriptions of gauge theories in which the constraints are
imposed by hand. When the constraint is expressed in the natural way in terms of phase space
variables, it is seen to hold, both through a simple formal argument and via a more careful
description of the Lorentzian path integral as defined on a spacetime lattice. However, if the
constraint is defined using only configuration space variables (the scalar and vector potential,
as opposed to the momentum conjugate to the latter), the situation is more complicated.
For some coarse grainings, I recover the known result from an abelian theory, that coarse
grainings by values of the constraint either predict its vanishing or fail to decohere. However,
sets of alternatives defined in terms of a more complicated quantity in the abelian case are
exhibited where definite predictions can be made which disagree with the assumption that
the constraints vanish. Despite this seeming failure, the configuration space approach is
appealing because, as is shown in Sec. II1.6, it can be formulated in a manifestly Lorentz-
invariant way. In this formulation, the constraints obeyed by the wave functionals are directly
related to the surfaces in spacetime on which those wave functionals are defined.

The methods for inducing decoherence in Chapters II and I1I are somewhat artificial.
In Chapter I, some sets of alternatives decohere because symmetries of the initial states cause
the interference terms to cancel. In Chapter III, with the exception of Sec. II1.5.4, all the
decohering sets of alternatives have the property that the probability is one for one alternative
and zero for the others. In this sense they are more identities than quantum mechanical
predictions. The process which is believed to result in most real-world decoherence [12]
involves a division into a “system” of physical interest coupled to an “environment” which
carries away phase information, causing coarse grainings describing only “system” variables
to decohere.

1.5.3 Chapter IV: Modelling the decoherence of spacetime

Chapter IV poses the question of when such physical decoherence occurs in the
gravitational field, a phenomenon known as the decoherence of spacetime. Previous work [26,
27] has used an additional field to obtain decoherence of the gravitational field in cosmological
models. In Chapter IV I address the question of whether decoherence can be induced in
the gravitational field itself by separating the field into short- and long-wavelength modes
and allowing coarse grainings to refer only to the long-wavelength modes. In this way one
may model the intuitively reasonable effect that if we examine the gravitational field on
scales long compared to the Planck length, quantum gravitational interference will become
unimportant, and one will be able to make predictions for alternatives defined on those
scales. (And presumably, at large enough scales, those predictions will corrsepond to those
of classical GR.) For a toy model in which the perturbative action for gravity is mimicked
by a scalar field, I demonstrate such decoherence for coarse grainings which have certain
properties. Namely, the short-wavelength modes are taken to be in a thermal state, whose
temperature is higher than that corresponding to the length scale dividing “short” and
“long” wavelengths, and the modes defining the coarse graining have temporal frequencies
lower then their spatial frequencies. Under these circumstances, decoherence will occur when
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the alternatives are sufficiently coarse-grained. The question of decoherence in other regimes
cannot be addressed by the perturbative analysis in Chapter IV.

I.A° Notation and conventions

I.A.1 Units

Except when it is convenient to show factors of ¢ or A explicitly, I will be using
the system of units in which ¢ = 1 = h, so for instance 1ecm = lecm = 3.3 x 107 's =
5.1 x 101" MeV L. Factors of Newton’s constant, will, however, always be explicitly included,

and its value is G = ijQ = 612,.

I.A.2 Sign conventions

In general, I will use the sign conventions of [14] for relativity. In particular, the
spacetime metric has one negative eigenvalue and three positive ones, so the Minkowski
metric is

1.0 0 0
0 100

wt=109 o0 1 o (LA.1)
0 00 1

I.A.3 Vectors and indices
I.A.4 Indices

I will represent spacetime indices with greek letters (u, v, . ..), and such indices take
on values 0, ..., D, where D is the number of spatial dimensions, usually 3. Spatial indicies
are represented by latin letters from the middle of the alphabet (i,j,...) and run from 1
to D. Except in Chapter IV, latin indices from the beginning of the alphabet (a,b,...)
are “other” indices, either labelling the vectors in a tetrad or generator indices in a gauge
theory. Their position as superscripts or subscripts is arbitrary, as opposed to spacetime
indices which are raised and lowered with the metric {g,,} and spatial indices which are
raised and lowered with the metric {h;;}. In Chapter IV, latin indices a,b,... are part of
the abstract index notation described in Sec. IV.3.1. All of these indices obey the Einstein
summation convention in which repeated indices are summed over their entire range. For any
other indices (such as M and N from Chapter IV), summation occurs only where explicitly
stated.

Vectors and tensors

General D or D+ 1 vectors on curved space(time) are written as sets of components
{v'} or {v*}. Spatial vectors on flat Euclidean space are also written in boldface, as in E.
Assorted vectors and matrices, the interpretation of which should be apparent from context,
are written as unadorned letters v. This includes vectors in flat D + 1 Minkowski space.
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When an object such as k or V is to be interpreted as a scalar rather than a four-vector, I
will endeavor to point this out.

I.A.5 Functions and functionals

The argument of a function will generally be written in parentheses, A’(x); the
argument of a functional will be written in square brackets, W[A’]. When an object is a
function of some variables and a functional of others, I will use a mixed-parentheses nota-
tion. For example, [A’;t') is a functional of A’(x) and a function of ¢. In the case of
propagators, I will divide the arguments with a semicolon on each side of the vertical bar,
as in G[A";t"| A’;t). Finally, wherever possible, I will try to distinguish between functions
over spacetime = and functions over space x by writing the latter with a prime, an index,
or the like. So S[y] is a functional of spacetime field configurations p(x) while ®[¢'] is a
functional of spatial field configurations ¢’ (x).

Miscellaneous

The Heavyside step function is given by

o(z) = {o’ zz 8 (LA.2)

I.B General Relativity

Gravitational phenomena at scales ranging from small macroscopic bodies falling
on the Earth to the motion of clusters of galaxies are accurately described by Einstein’s
general theory of relativity (GR). This replaced the Newtonian theory of gravity, in which
the gravitational potential ¢ is an external field which acts upon objects according to

2

d°x
F= My = —mVp (I.B.1a)

and is generated by the mass density p of matter:
V2p = 4nGp, (I.B.1b)

In contrast, the action of gravity in GR is not some external force field, but an alteration
in the geometry of spacetime itself. This formulation has built into it what is a seeming
coincidence in the Newtonian theory, namely that the inertial mass m appearing on the
left-hand side of (I.B.1a) is the same as the parameter m on the right-hand side which
describes how an object couples to the gravitational field, and thus the parameters cancel
out. This is known as the equivalence principle, and means that any object, regardless of its
mass, will follow the same trajectory in a gravitational field. (Contrast this with the case of
electromagnetic fields, where the charge-to-mass ration of the object comes into play.) This
allows the effect of gravity to be described as a property of the spacetime in which all objects
move.
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Among other things, the equivalence principle also means that if an entire system
is falling in a gravitational field, it is impossible, by conducting experiments within that
system, to detect the gravitational field. It is only possible to detect inhomogeneities in the
field, if the system is large enough that the difference between the fields at both extremes
becomes detectable. Then there will be a relative acceleration between different elements of
the system. This also has a mathematical expression in general relativity.

1.B.1 The geometry of spacetime
The spacetime metric

The geometry of spacetime is described by the metric g,,,, which is used to define
the spacetime interval ds? between two points by

ds? = g, datda” . (1.B.2)

In flat (Minkowski) spacetime, it is possible to choose a global set of coordinates {x°, 2!, 22,
23} such that

ds® = —(dz°)? + (dz*)? + (dz?)? + (da®)?, (I.B.3)

but this is only true locally in a general curved spacetime. To see this, consider a general
metric {gzw(x)}, which is a four-by-four symmetric matrix, and thus has ten independent
components which are functions of the position = in spacetime. Under a change of cotrdi-
nates from {z#} to {z"}, application of the chain rule of multivariable calculus to (I.B.2)
and ds? = ggpdadx” gives the transformation law

Oxf Ox¥

Guw = 9w g o (IB.4)

Thus we see that we have sixteen first derivatives {92 /dx#} which can be chosen to set the

ten'? independent components {g,, } to their flat-space values g, = 1, (where oy = —1,
no1 = 0, o2 = 0, mos = 0, 1 = 1, ete.) at a single point, with six degrees of freedom to
99uv

spare. If we move on and try to set the first derivatives } to their flat-space values,

Oz
namely zero, this gives us 10 x 4 = 40 additional values to fix, and we have at our disposal
the 4 x 10 = 40 second derivatives {%} describing the coordinate transformation.
Finally we lose the ability to fix things completely when we consider the second derivatives

{ gy } of the metric. There are 10 x 10 = 100 of these, and only 4 x 20 = 80 third

0z 0z

.. 3,7
derivatives { 3 9

W}' This means that, at least by this simple counting argument, there

should be 100 — 80 = 20 independent components { O guv } which cannot be set to zero by

OxAOx°
a coOrdinate transformation.

4
2

A fully-symmetric three-index object like dztdz” dz> has 4 “diagonal” components, 2! x (

10 A four-by-four symmetric matrix has (411) = 4 diagonal components plus ( ) = 6 off-diagonal components.

;) = 12 components

where two indices are the same and the third is different, and (g) = 4 components where all four indices are
different, for a total of 20 independent components.
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Transformations, tensors and the invariant description of curvature
8gun
Oz 9z
ometry. Equation (I.B.4) tells us that the metric behaves as a second rank covarian
tensor under changes of coordinates; likewise, a spacetime displacement dx is a contravariant
four-vector (first rank tensor) obeying transformation the law dz# = %dwﬁ. These are all
examples of the general tensor transformation law

To see what these twenty combinations of { } are requires just a bit of ge-

tll

5, Oxi OzPm Ox¥1 oz~
V1 VUn l/1
T =T S S S (LB.5)

which is the generalization of the familiar Lorentz transformation law, with the Lorentz trans-

formation matrix {A”} replaced by { } The ordinary gradient (%\T”ll,‘jj; = (97‘(;% of
a tensor does not have these transformation properties, as must be the case in light of our
demonstration that dxg,. can always be made to vanish at a point in some codrdinate sys-
tem, while this is clearly not true for an arbitrary metric in an arbitrary coérdinate system.
(Since the transformation law (I.B.5) is homogeneous and linear, a tensor which vanishes in
one coordinate system must vanish in every one.) Instead, the operation must be converted

to a covariant derivative V which is corrected from 0, as follows:

n
v)\TVl vn _ 8>\TV1 v:n + ZFKJUT:?..U...W ZFAMT:;--UWMn (I.B.G)
The quantity VT2 " will transform as a tensor under codrdinate changes, and can thus
be used to contruct codrdinate-invariant physical laws. The Christoffel symbols {I‘fw} which
accomplish this are given by

g)\cr

Fi\w = T (6Mg<71/ + 6119#(7 - aﬂgﬂ”) ’ (IBG&)
where g are the components of the inverse metric defined by g#*gy, = §*. The Christoffel
symbols {I'},,} are not the components of a tensor (since they can always be made to vanish
at a point by a suitable codrdinate transformation), and are thus a property of the coordinate
system and not of the spacetime geometry alone. In fact, the statement that there is always
a codrdinate system for which, at a particular point, g,, = 7., and I'', = 0 is another
statement of the equivalence principle.

The tensorial object describing the curvature of the geometry is given by considering
the fact that covariant derivatives unlike ordinary ones, do not commute, and it turns out

[14] that given any tensor {71

“Hm

VAV Ty = Vo VAT e = =3 Ragy " Tl + Z R T, (LBT)

H1n the language of differential geometry, a subscripted index is known as a covariant index, while a
superscripted index is called contravariant. The tensor transformation laws are designed so that if all of
the contravariant and covariant indices are paired off and summed over (as in, for example, g, utu”), the
resulting object is a scalar, i.e., is unchanged by a coordinate transformation.
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{Ru\} are the components of a tensor known as the Riemann curvature tensor, and are
given in a particular coordinate system by

Ruwr® = 0,7\ — 0,17\ + FZ,\FSV - Ffj/\Fgﬂ (I.B.8)
These combinations of second derivatives of the metric (and there turn out to be twenty
independent quantities among them) are what describe the curvature of the spacetime. They
have, among others, the following symmetries:

Ruu)\a = _RVM)\U = R)\auua (IBQ)

where we have used the metric and its inverse to “raise” and “lower” indices (Rx7,, =
9°Pgue Rappu®). They are clearly zero for flat spacetime described by the metric (I.B.3) (which
has vanishing Christoffel symbols), but because of the tensorial nature of the Riemann tensor,
they also vanish for any description of the same geometry in another coordinate system, for
example spherical polar coordinates, in which

ds? = —dt? + dr® 4+ r?d6? + r* sin® 0d¢°. (1.B.10)

In this codrdinate system, some of the first derivatives of the metric coéfficients are non-zero
(for example, J,gg9 = 2r), but all of the components of R, 17 still vanish, showing that the
spacetime is still flat.

The motion of particles in curved spacetime

This, then, is how one describes the geometry of spacetime mathematically. Its
effects on the motion of objects are as follows: A particle’s trajectory is given by some path
x(A) through spacetime, where A parametrizes the path. A convenient choice of parameter is

the proper time 7, given by dr? = —ds? along the path. Given that 7 is an invariant (scalar)
quantity, the four-velocity with components u* = % is a contravariant four-vector, and by

the chain rule % = u"d,. Now, a particle moving under the influence of no external forces

in non-relativistic mechanics obeys

d?x

dt?
Keeping in mind that general relativity is constructed so that the action of gravity is not
an explicit force, but a consequence of geometry, the motion of an object moving under
the influence only of gravity must obey a similar, relativistic equation, as dictated by the
equivalence principle. Replacing the time with proper time and the three-vector dx with the
four-vector dz, the left hand side of (I.B.11) becomes d;f”; . This is not quite a contravariant

—0. (LB.11)

vector, since it is equal to dd% = u”d,u”. The obvious modification is to replace the ordinary
gradient with a covariant one to give

A2zt " dz¥ da?
+ -
dr2 YA dr dr

u’V,yut =

=0. (LB.12)

This is called the geodesic equation, and it describes the motion of an object effected only by
the spacetime geometry, just as (I.B.1la) describes the motion of an object effected only by
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the gravitational field. [The effect of external forces is be described by adding terms to the
right hand side of (I.B.12), just as the effect of forces other than gravity would be described
by adding terms to the right hand side of (I.B.1a).]

The geodesic equation also allows one to calculate the relative acceleration described
in the preamble to this section. If two particles are initially moving along parallel trajectories
with a four-velocity {u*} and separated by a small displacement {n*}, their separation will
change with time according to the equation of geodesic deviation [17]

uuV,urVant = — Ry, utn M’ (I.B.13)

1.B.2 How matter generates curvature
The stress-energy tensor

With (I.B.12) describing the effect of the spacetime geometry on the motion of
particles, taking the place of the non-relativistic, Newtonian formula (I.B.1a), the other half
of general relativity describes the way in which matter generates spacetime curvature, which
takes the place of (I.B.1b). The relativistic quantity corresponding to the mass density p
appearing in (I.B.1b) is the stress-energy tensor {7),, }. In Minkowski space, the component
Too is equal to the energy density p, the mixed components {T;o = Tp;} are equal to the
momentum density in the ith spatial direction, or the flux of energy across a surface oriented
in that direction, and the spatial components {7};} are the components of stresses. Given
a matter field with action Sy, the stress-energy is defined'? as the functional derivative of

Sy with respect to the metric:

2 D
T, = Su (1B.14)

_ _\/m Dy

For example, a Klein-Gordon scalar field ¢ has an action'?

S0 =3 / Vigld*zlg" (V,0) (Vo) + m?o%; (I.B.15)

Using the identity

D / Vgl deL(z) = / Vgl d4x%§(i) - @ng (LB.16)

Dgrv
one can calculate

Ty = (Vup) (Vo) — g% [0 (V@) (Vo) + m?p?] (1.B.17)

for the stress-energy tensor.

12There are actually some subtleties in the relationship between this definition of the stress-energy tensor
and the perhaps more familiar definition as a Noether current. See [28] for details.

BSince /|g| d*z = +/|det{guv }| dz°dz'dz?dx? is the invariant volume element, the action (I.B.15) is
invariant.
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Likewise, the action for an electromagnetic field (not including the source terms) is

1 1
S =7 [ Vislatar e = =3 [ VBl e FF, (LB.13)

which leads to the stress-energy tensor

Ti' = 9" FuxFyo — ng”FAUFA". (LB.19)

The gravitational action

The spacetime geometry is coupled to the stress-energy tensor via an action prin-
ciple. Requiring the total action S = Sg + Sps to be stationary under changes of the metric
gives

2 DSq

Vgl Dg+

which is the GR counterpart of (I.B.1b). If we wish to construct the gravitational action Sg
out of the spacetime geometry alone, the only tensors at our disposal are {g,,,,} and {R,,,1?}.
The simplest scalar which can be created from these two is just a constant A, but this does
not lead to an interesting theory by itself. To create a scalar which is linear in the curvature
tensor, we “contract” it with the metric to get first the Ricci tensor R, = R, s and finally
the curvature scalar R = g"” R,,,,. The simplest non-trivial action for the gravitational field
is thus

=Ty, (LB.20)

1 /17 4
which leads (ignoring surface terms in the variation) to the Einstein equation
Ry — %R + Mgy = 87G T, (1.B.22)

This replaces (I.B.1b), and the effects of the theory reduce to those of Newtonian gravity for
small curvature [17].

The constant A is known as the cosmological constant, and has had a long and
checkered history [29], but as current experimental limits [30] set

|A| <5 x107°%cm ™2, (1.B.23)

it will suffice to take A = 0 for the purposes of this dissertation.

1.B.3 Features of the gravitational action
Diffeomorphism invariance

Having briefly described GR, I will now discuss one of its salient features, namely
its invariance under changes in codrdinate system.'* This would seem to be little more than

14T will describe this transformation as a change of codrdinates, i.e., a passive transformation in which a
given point in spacetime is relabelled from {z#} to {x* 4+ dz#}. It could, of course, also be described in terms
of an active diffeomorphism which moves the point originally labelled by {z*} to a new location, which is
the point labelled in the original coérdinates by {z# — dz*}.
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a restatement of the fact that since the entire theory is expressed in covariant language, the
predictions of the theory are unchanged when the metric is transformed according to (I.B.4).
However, there is a subtle, if familiar, point to be taken into consideration, namely that since
the left- and right-hand sides of (I.B.4) are supposed to be evaluated at the same point in
spacetime, the values of the codrdinates in the arguments of g, ({z*}) and gz ({z*}) will
not be the same. Thus the effect of an infinitesimal coérdinate change!® z# — T+ = z# 4§+
will be, to first order in dz*

89 = G ({2*}) — g ({27})
=7, ({T'}) + 6220rgu — Fo, {Z 1) (8], + 8,027 (55 + D,,62°) (1.B.24)
= 517)‘(%\9#1, - gAyaﬂéx)‘ - gM&,cSI)‘ = -V, 0z, — V., 0z,

it is under these infinitesimal changes of the function g, ({z*}) that the action (I.B.21) is
invariant.

3+1 and Hamiltonian formulation

The nature of diffeomorphism invariance, and of the conservation laws to which
it leads, is further elucidated by dividing the four spacetime codrdinates {z*} into three
“space” codrdinates {z'} and one “time” codrdinate ¢. The ten metric functions {g,, ({z*})}
are replaced by the lapse function N(t,{z'}), the three components {N*(t,{x'})} of the
shift vector and the six independent components {h;;(t,{z})} of the spatial metric on a
constant-t surface. The metric written in terms of these variables is (see Fig. 1.2 for a
physical interpretation)

ds® = —N?dt? + h;j(N'dt + dx*) (N7 dt + da?). (1.B.25)

In terms of these variables, the gravitational action becomes [14], up to a surface term,

Sa

= /dtd?’x NVh(PR+ KV K,;j — K?) = /dtLG, (1.B.26)
167G

where SR is the scalar curvature of the surface of constant time, calculated from the three-
metric {h;;} just as the scalar curvature R is calculated from the four-metric g,, using
(I.B.8), Kj; is the extrinsic curvature (defining h;; = Ohi;)

1

T

(i = i, = ;) (LB.27)

of a constant-time surface, and 3V; is the covariant derivative on the three-surface con-
structed from the metric {h;;}. Spatial indices are “raised” using the inverse three-metric

151t is now useful to change our notation for the new codrdinates from z# to Z*. This is because in
an infinitesimal transformation it is useful to compare T# to z*. For general transformations, there is no
correspondence between components ¥ and x#, so it is more important to stress that, for example grw and
guv are different component realizations of the same physical object.
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x' = const
N id{ dz?

N dt ds

Figure 1.2: Dividing a spacetime displacement {dz*} into a spatial displacement {dz’} and
a time displacement dt. The spacetime displacement ds consists of a timelike displacement
Ndt where the lapse function N quantifies the separation of two “consecutive” time slices ¢
and t 4 dt and a spacelike displacement N’dt + dz® where the shift vector N* describes how
far the spatial coérdinates have “moved” between the two time slices.

{hi7} (satisfying h"*hy; = &%) to give K% = h"*hI* Ky, and K = h¥K;; is the trace of the
extrinsic curvature.

To convert this Lagrangian formulation to a Hamiltonian one, we determine the
canonical momenta conjugate to {h;;} by'®

3 DI 3 »
7 = 167G —— = V(K" — Kh"); (1.B.28)
j
since the time derivatives N and {N?} do not appear in the Lagrangian, N and {N’} have
no conjugate momenta (they are Lagrange multipliers), and the gravitational action can be

rewritten in the canonical form
_ 1 3 iji i
Seon = To-3 / dtd’s (w hij — NH - N H) (L.B.29)

where 1
H = ﬁ(hikhjé + highjk — hijhkf)ﬂwﬂ'kl — 3R\/E (IB?)O&)
and _
H; =2%;n]. (1.B.30b)

(3V; is the covariant derivative constructed from the three-metric {h;;}.) Variation of the
canonical action with respect to N and {N*} produces the constraints H = 0 and H; = 0.

'6Note that the object with components {h;;j/v/h} transforms as a tensor under changes of the spatial
coordinates {z*}.
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These constraints are used as inspiration for the toy models in the next two chapters: the
mass-shell constraint of the relativistic particle action considered in Chapter II is analogous
to the Hamiltonian constraint (I.B.30a) while the Gauss’s law constraint of the non-Abelian
gauge theory action in Chapter IIT is similar to the momentum constraint (I1.B.30b).
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Chapter 11

Spacetime Alternatives for the
Relativistic Particle

II.1 Introduction

One of the reasons why one expects a standard quantum mechanics, described by
states on a spacelike surface, to be inadequate to describe quantum gravity is that the notion
of “spacelike” should be ill-defined in a theory where the metric itself is behaving quantum
mechanically. Standard quantum mechanics makes reference to spacelike surfaces not only
in its description of the state of the system “at a moment of time”, but also in the very
alternatives for which it makes predictions. A theory which predicts spacetime probabilities,
such as the probability that a particle passes through an extended region of spacetime during
its trajectory, can thus be thought of as one step on the road towards a quantum theory of
gravity. Spacetime alternatives in nonrelativistic quantum mechanics have been considered
in the past by Feynman [4], Yamada and Takagi [2], and Hartle [1].

This chapter considers spacetime alternatives for the quantum mechanics of a free
relativistic particle. This is not meant as a quantum theory of actual relativistic particles
(which are described by quantum field theory) but rather as a toy model for quantum cosmol-
ogy. As described in Sec. 1.4.6, the reparametrization invariance of the relativistic particle
mimics part of the diffeomorphism invariance of GR and makes this a good toy theory.

This chapter calculates the decoherence functionals for some simple coarse grainings
according to the following steps: Section II.2 describes the construction of the decoherence
functional for a set of general spacetime alternatives. Section I1.3 defines a particular simple
spacetime region and solves, for that region, the differential equation involved in the deco-
herence functional. Section II.4 describes how the effect of that solution depends upon the
spacelike surfaces on which the initial and final states are attached. Section II.5 describes a
set of three alternatives defined with respect to the region defined in Sec. II.3. Sec. I1.6 dis-
cusses certain initial and final conditions and their implications, while Section I1.7 calculates
the decoherence functional for the spacetime coarse graining defined in Sec. II.5. For one
class of initial state, the full set of alternatives decoheres and allows prediction of spacetime
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probabilities, while for a wider class of initial state, decoherence can be achieved by a coarser
graining which combines two of the three alternatives into one. Section II.8 summarizes these
results and contemplates their shortcomings.

II.2 Decoherence functional and class operators

11.2.1 General prescription

To construct a generalized quantum mechanics of a free relativisitic particle, I fol-
low the approach of [24] in applying the sum-over-histories prescription of Sec. 1.3.3 to the
parametrized theory described in Sec. 1.4.6. The decoherence functional has the form (1.3.12—
I11.2.17), with the configuration space variables ¢ of the theory realized as spacetime points
z. Although we do not presuppose the existence of a Hilbert space of wave functions (in fact
the inner product we define below will not be positive definite, it is illustrative to think of the
conditions as being described by initial and final “density matrices” as defined in (1.3.16).

We express the action for a free relativistic particle in (D+1)-dimensional Minkowski
spacetime in the canonical form

1 2 2
dx p°+m

Scan = d\|p-—~—-—N——|, 1.4.16

= [ (G - N ) (1.4.16)

where p? = p-p = pip, = —(p°)? + p?; the fine-grained histories summed over are

parametrized paths {p(A\),z(\)} through phase space and multiplier histories N(\). The
multiplier N is a quantity which classically (i.e., for the path of least action) defines the
relationship between proper time and the arbitrary parameter \: N = Z—;. Note that the
paths are allowed to move forward and backward in the “time” coordinate x°. This set of
fine-grained histories is Lorentz invariant, as opposed to a theory which restricts the paths
to move forward in time in a given Lorentz frame.

Note also that the action is invariant under reparametrizations of the parameter
A, if N transforms as the derivative of an invariant quantity. Since only reparametrization-
invariant coarse grainings are considered as being physically meaningful, one may restrict
the sum over histories to those histories which satisfy the “gauge condition” % = 0. In this
gauge, one needs only integrate over a single N, which is the total proper time of the path.
The theory will turn out to have a closer correspondence to field theory if one integrates only
over positive values' of N. The class operator is thus defined by

0o N 2 2
d
<x”||ca||x’>=/ AN / PP+ PPy exp lz/ dr (p-d—x—pQﬂ)}. (IL.2.1)
0 0 T m

[We only wish to consider coarse grainings which restrict the configuration space path z()\),
but it is useful to express the sum over histories in terms of phase space histories because
the measure for the path integral is then naturally defined.]

ISee [31] for some consequences of allowing N to take positive and negative values.
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To specify the inner product o we define an “initial” spacelike D-surface ¢’ and a
“final” spacelike D-surface ¢’ to the future of the initial one, and apply the Klein-Gordon
inner product on those surfaces:

®(2') 0 U(a') = /

o

, dPsr o ()i N W (2 (I1.2.2a)
and

O(z") o U(z") = / ) dPS"ro* (2")i VW (2"). (I1.2.2b)
(Here ¥ is the usual bidirectional derivative: @%\If = oV, ¥ — UV,P) Thus?

@iCalv) = |

[ea

s / P i | Ol )i 0 ). (11.2.3)

Integrating over all paths gives the unrestricted propagator
(@"||Cullz") = 2miAp(z"—2a"), (I1.2.4)

where (" —a')
dD+l eip- ' —x
Ap(x”—:v') _ / p :
(2m)PH —(p? + m?) +ie
is the Feynman propagator, which propagates positive energy solutions forward in time and
annihilates negative energy solutions:

(I1.2.5)

"o "

(@"]|Cy |2y 0 eT it P X = gmeTiwnt gipx (I1.2.6a)

(2" || Cull2’y o vt e®> =0 (I1.2.6b)

assuming ¢’ > ¢ (where wp = /p? +m?). The restriction of the multiplier N to positive
values has given the advertized correspondence to field theory, as our propagator is the
familiar Feynman propagator. This has also led to the bias towards positive energy solutions

(11.2.6).

11.2.2 Spacetime alternatives

As an example of a simple spacetime coarse graining, we define a spacetime region
S, and a set of two exclusive and exhaustive alternatives as follows: c¢; is the class of paths
which at some point enter S, and ¢z is the class of paths which never enter it. (See Fig. II.1.)
If we define

N 2 2
d
(x" N||Csl|2"0) = / DP Ty DPTpexp [Z/ dr (p- d_i — %)] , (I1.2.7)
— 7 O

2We have, of course, treated the class operator (z/||Cql|lx’) as a “matrix” and not taken its complex
conjugate to apply the inner product o.
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Figure II.1: An example of a spacetime coarse graining. The path on the left never enters
the spacetime region S and is thus in the class c¢z. The path on the right spends part of
its trajectory in S and is thus in the class ¢s. (D — 1 of the D space dimensions have been
suppressed.)

so that -
("] Cs]|2") :/ dN (z" N ||Cs]||2’0), (I1.2.8)
0

comparing (I1.2.7) to the path integral expression for a nonrelativistic propagator, one can
show (see [24] for more details) that (x” N||Cs||z’0) obeys a five-dimensional Schrodinger-like
equation

8 _VQ// 2
(—iﬁ + ZTJ”" - iES(:c”)> (@' N||Cs]|20) = 0 (I1.2.9a)
with initial condition ,
(2"0|C||2'0) = 6P (2= 2" e~ Fs (@) (I1.2.9b)

where we explicitly allow for the possibility that the region S intersects the initial slice ¢’ or
the final slice o”. Here

0, x=¢S8
E = 11.2.10
s(@) {oo, rzes ( )
is the excluding potential for the region S. Note that
1 S
e~ Bs@) — b T ¢ (I1.2.11)
0, ze€S.

Equation (I1.2.9) is equivalent to the homogeneous PDE

. 8 —Vi// + m2 1 / "
(_Za_N n T) (z"N|Csllz’0y =0, 2" ¢S (I1.2.12a)
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Figure I1.2: The region S(n) defined by the unit vector n. (D — 1 of the D space dimensions
have been suppressed.)

with boundary condition
(z"N||Cs||2'0) =0, 2" €S (I1.2.12b)

and initial condition )
(2"0]|Cy||2'0) = P+ (2= 2" e Fs@), (I1.2.12¢)

I1.3 Solution by method of images

For a sufficiently simple region, we can construct the class operator Cs by the
method of images. Let n be a constant spacelike unit vector (n-n = 1), and z, = n -z be
the component of x along n. Then define S(n) by z, < 0 (Fig. I1.2), so that e~ Fsm (@) =

O(z,). If we define® the reflection of  through the plane x, = 0 by z. = z — 2x,n,
(" N||Cy||2'0) — (" N||C]|2.0) satisfies (I11.2.12a) (by the principle of superposition) and
(I1.2.12b), and has initial value

(20| C]|2'0) — (2'0||Cy||2,0) = 6P (2" —2) — 6P (2" —2), (I1.3.1)
which is equal to 6Pt (2"—2') for 2/, 2" ¢ S(n). Thus
(@ N[ Csmy12'0) = O(a,)O(a7y) ({&" N[ Cu|2'0) = (2" N Cul|2c0)) (IL.3.2)

solves (I1.2.12), and yields the class operator
(& | Camy 12"} = 2mi0(a!,)O(al) [Ap(a"~a") — Ap(a"~aL)]. (11.3.3)

I1.4 Dependence on initial and final time slices

Since our construction (II.2.3) of the matrix elements {(®;|C|¥;)} from the class
operator (z”||Cy||2’) makes explicit reference to a choice of nonintersecting spacelike surfaces

3To avoid confusion, keep in mind that x,, is just a number, while z. is a (D + 1)-vector.
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o’ and ¢, those matrix elements and hence the decoherence functional could, in principle,
depend on the choice of surfaces, and we would like to determine what, if any, that dependence
is. Observe that for a given surface o with normal vector u, the Klein-Gordon inner product
(I1.2.2) on that surface depends only on the values on o of the wave function ¥ and its
first normal derivative u*V,¥. Thus the construction of the decoherence functional (I.3.12)
depends only on the values on o of ®;(2") and u”"*'V},®;(z") and the values on ¢’ of ¥;(z')
and "V, ¥,;(z'). To discuss the behavior of the decoherence functional under changes of
o’ or ¢”, we need to define how the wave functions ® and ¥ vary off of those surfaces, and
we do so by requiring them to satisfy the Klein-Gordon equation. If ¥ and ® are viewed
as functions over all spacetime, this can be seen as the operator version of the mass shell
constraint (I1.4.15).

Now we can consider how (®;|Cs||2’) = ®;(z”) o (| Cs||’) varies under changes
of 0. As a consequence of (I1.2.9a) the class operator (z”||Cs||z’) will satisfy the following
(for any region S):

2 2

(W) <$H||CgHJ:/> — O7 LL'/ 75 LL‘” ¢ S (1141a)
m

(@"[|Csll"y =0, 2" € 8. (IL.4.1b)

We assume here, as throughout this work, that the surfaces ¢’ and ¢” do not intersect one
another, so that 2’ # z’ holds as far as we are concerned. Thus (z”||Cs||2’) satisfies the Klein-
Gordon equation on z” everywhere except on the boundary 9.5. Since the final wave functions
{®;} are taken to be solutions to the Klein-Gordon equation, the usual demonstration of
invariance of the Klein-Gordon inner product tells us that we can deform the surface o”
without changing (®;|Cs||2’) so long as its intersection ¢” N @S with the boundary of S
stays fixed. Examining the behavior of the sum-over-histories construction (II.2.1) under the
substitutions v = N —7, y(v) = (N —v) and k = —p, we see that the class operator is
symmetric under the interchange of ends of the path ((z”|Cql|z') = (2'||Cq||2”)) so long as
the class ¢, does not distinguish one end of the path from the other. The class ¢z is such
a class.? Thus (z]|Cs||z’) must satisfy the analogous properties to (I1.4.1) with respect to
the other argument x’. Thus changes of ¢’ which leave ¢’ N S unchanged will not change
(@"[|Cs|W) = (2"]|Cs]|2") o W;(a’) either. Since (z"|[Csl[a") + (2"||Csl|2") = (&"[|Cull2’) =
2miAp(z’—2’) by (1.3.14b), and the Feynman propagator satisfies the Klein-Gordon equation
on its (nonvanishing) argument, (z”|Cs||2’) will satisfy the equation whenever (z”||Cs|z")
does, and all elements of the decoherence functional will be unchanged under any change of
o’ and o' which leaves their intersection with 45 unchanged. (Fig. 11.3)

This argument has previously been used [24] to show that the decoherence functional
is independent of the choice of nonintersecting surfaces so long as ¢’ lies completely to the
past and o’ completely to the future of S. The nature of the region S(n) defined in Sec. I1.3
prevents us from choosing initial and final spacelike surfaces which do not intersect S(n).
What we can do without changing the decoherence functional is generate the D-surface o
from the (D — 1)-surface o N 8S(n) via curves everywhere tangent to n. (Fig. I1.4) Then n

4An example of a class which does distinguish one end of the class from the other is one which refers to
the first time in its trajectory that a particle crosses a surface or enters a region.
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Figure I1.3: Varying the surfaces ¢’ and ¢” on which the inner product (I1.2.2) is imposed does
not change the decoherence functional, as long as their intersections with 0 are unchanged.
(D — 1 of the D space dimensions have been suppressed.)

Figure I1.4: Generating the surface o from its intersection with 9S(n) by projecting along
n. (D — 2 of the D space dimensions have been suppressed.) If D =1, 0 N 9S(n) is a point
and o generated in this fashion will always be flat. With two or more space dimensions, o
will only be flat if 0 N 9S(n) is; if 0 N IS(n) is “wavy”, ¢ will be translationally invariant
along n, resembling a sheet of corrugated metal.
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Figure I1.5: The regions S(n) (“left”) and S(—n) (“right”) defined by the unit vector n,
along with their common boundary, the “wall” z,, = 0. (D — 1 of the D space dimensions
have been suppressed.)

will lie in the surface at all points, and n“dDEM = 0. ® This will later prove crucial.

II.5 Owur chosen set of alternatives

We can take advantage of the fact that for a given normal vector n, the regions
S(n) (n-z <0)and S(—n) (—n -z < 0) are on opposite sides of the same boundary z,, = 0.
(Fig. I1.5) Loosely calling S(n) the “left” side and S(—n) the “right” side of the “wall”
x, = 0, we can define a set of alternatives by the answers to the two questions “does the
particle ever enter S(n) (x, < 0)?” and “does the particle ever enter S(—n) (z, > 0)?” The
class cz(n) Nes(—p), corresponding to both answers being “no”, is empty. The three nontrivial
alternatives are: ¢y = c4(n) N C5(—n) = C5(—n), in which the particle is on the left side of the
wall throughout its entire trajectory; ¢, = cg(m) N Cs(—n) = Cs(n), in which the particle is
always on the right side; and ¢, = cg(n) N €5(—p), in which the particle spends some time on
each side of the wall, and crosses it in between. This set of three alternatives, illustrated in
Fig. I1.6, is exhaustive and mutually exclusive, and is thus a suitable coarse graining. The
class operators for ¢, and ¢, were calculated in Sec. I1.3, and are given by

(@"||Cellz") = (&"||C5—nyl|2") = 2miO(—x;,)O(—x)) [Ap(z"—2") — Ap(2"—2l)] (IL5.1a)

n c

(@1Crlla") = ("l Cs ll2") = 2miO(a7,)O(a7,) [Ap(2"—2") = Ap(z"—a)],  (IL5.1b)

where we have used the fact that z_, = —n -2 = —z,, [and also that z. is defined the same
way with respect to n and —n: z. = x — 2nx, = ¢ + 2nx_, = = — 2(—n)x_,]. The class

5Note that in 1 + 1 dimensions, this allows us to choose our surface to be a surface of constant time in
the reference frame where n° = 0.
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Figure II.6: The coarse graining described in Sec. II.5. The three paths shown are repre-
sentatives of, from left to right: the class ¢, of paths which lie completely to the left of the
wall; the class ¢, of paths which spend some time on each side of the wall; and the class ¢, of
paths which lie completely to the right of the wall. (D — 1 of the D space dimensions have
been suppressed.) Compare Fig. 3 of [1].

operator for ¢; can be calculated from the superposition law (1.3.14b):

@"[[Colla") = (2" [|Cull2’) = (=" [|Cella’) — ("l Cr]12")
= 2mi{[0(x;,)0(=27) + O(=27)0(z7))] Ap (2" —2)
+[0(27)0(x7) + O(=2,)0 (=) Ap (¢"—()}.  (I15.1c)

II.6 Properties for certain initial and final conditions

I1.6.1 Pure initial state

If we specialize to a pure initial state ¥(2’), it becomes useful to define the branch
wave function

1 1
1 — 1 _ 1 / / II .
Wale) = o (o[ Cal®) = o (a" | Caa') o ¥(a), (1L6.1)
so that the decoherence functional (I.3.12) has elements
Py 0p’ oW,
n—
D(a, ') = T oy o Ut (I1.6.2)
Here U™ is the positive energy part of ¥ [see (I1.2.6)]:
1
U (2") = iAp(z'—2") o U(2) = 2—(17”HCM|\I/>, (11.6.3)
m

and is the branch wave function corresponding to the class ¢, of all paths. The superposition
property (1.3.14) for class operators and the definition (I1.6.1) of the branch wave function
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imply an analogous superposition law for branch wave functions:
UEDIRNCD: (I1.6.4a)
aca

> W(a) = TH(a"). (11.6.4b)

We postpone for the moment discussion of the final condition p”.
The branch wave functions for the classes ¢y, ¢, and ¢, can be given in terms of the
branch wave functions W4, by

\Ifg(.%'”) = \Ifg(,n) (.’L'/I) (II.6.5a)
U, (2") = Ugy (2) (11.6.5b)
Uy(2") = U (2") — y(a") — U,.(2"). (I11.6.5¢)

Using (I1.3.3), we write Wy(1,(2") as
Us(an) (@) = @(:l:xx)/ APy e(+2)) [iAp(x"—2') — iAp (22, zv U(z'). (11.6.6)

As described in Sec. I1.4, we can, without loss of generality, choose ¢’ to satisfy n,dP%" =

0, which allows us to move the ©(£x) to the other side of the ij [since V,O(xx)) =
+n,6(z!), which is orthogonal to dP¥'¥] and get

Us(an) (@) = @(:txx)/ dPY" [iAp(2'—a') —iAp(2'—2, z? O(+z),)¥(2"). (11.6.7)

If we change the integration variable from 2’ to 2/, in the second term of the integral (which
we can do because the construction of ¢ ensures that z/, € ¢’ if and only if 2’ € ¢’), we
obtain

Us(an) (@) = @(:l:xx)/ dPS"iAR (22 zv YO (+x),) — ¥(zL)O(F),)] (11.6.8)
Without an additional restriction on W(z'), it is quite difficult to proceed any further.

Antisymmetric initial state

If we choose our initial state to be an odd function of z,, (which we write as T to
distinguish it from the generic initial state ¥):

Y(z.) = —T(x), (1L.6.9)

we have Y (2/)O(%a)) — YT(2,)O(Fz)) = T(2'), and (I1.6.8) becomes

Ts(an)(@”) = O(Fa)) // dDE/V’L.AF(,TN—SC/)i?LT(,T/) = O(+a!)TH(2"). (I1.6.10)
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Thus the branch wave functions for this initial state are

To(z") = Ts_py (@) = O(—ap) YT (2") (I1.6.11a)
T (") = Tsin) (@) = O(x) Y H (") (I1.6.11Db)
Yy(z") = 0. (I1.6.11c)

Note that we can construct a Klein-Gordon state satisfying the antisymmetry prop-
erty (I1.6.9) throughout all spacetime by taking any Klein-Gordon state Q(z) which is not
symmetric about @, = 0 and defining Y(z) = § [Q(z) — Q(z.)], and note also that both the
positive and negative energy parts of T have the antisymmetry property as well.

Initial state with restricted support

Another technique for simplifying the branch wave functions, used on the nonrela-
tivistic particle by Yamada and Takagi [2] is to choose an initial state which vanishes either
in or out of the region S. Since we attach the initial state with the Klein-Gordon inner
product, we need to go a step further, and require that both the initial state U(z') and
its normal derivative V! ¥(z’) vanish on the appropriate part of the initial surface. For
brevity’s sake, we define the “support” of a wave function to be anywhere where the wave
function or its normal derivative is nonvanishing. Thus we want to construct a wave function
whose support on the initial surface o’ is confined to (say) the left side of the wall (z,, < 0).
It is always possible to construct a solution to the Klein-Gordon equation ¥(x) which has
an arbitrary value f(z') and normal derivative g(z’) on a surface ¢’, but it will in general be
necessary to construct it out of both positive and negative energy components.®

If we construct an initial state (which we call =) whose support on the surface ¢’
is confined to the left side of the wall:

E(@)=0=u"-V'E(2') when 2’ € 0 and z], > 0 (I1.6.12)
(see Fig. IL.7), then ©(z},)=(2’) and its normal derivative vanish and (IL.6.7) gives
Er(2") = By (&) = 0. (I1.6.13a)

Turning the tables and considering the effect the semi-infinite support property
(I1.6.12) has on Z; = Zg_,), we see that ©(—x,)=(z') has the same value and normal
derivative on ¢’ as = itself, and we will be able to drop the ©(—z/,) from (I.6.7), and obtain
Ee(a") = Eg_py (@) = O(=al)) [ET (2") —ET(=))] . (I1.6.13b)
[We have used the easily proved result that Ap(a’—2.) = Ap(z/—2').]
The wavefunction Z; can again be found by superposition, and is given by:

Zp(z”) = O(@)ZT (") + (=)= (2). (I1.6.13c)

n c

6] am indebted to R. S. Tate for pointing this out to me.
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A E(Xﬂ)

Xn

. S(n)

PR 2

— S(-n) ——

Figure I1.7: Schematic plot of a wave function Z whose support on ¢’ is confined to x,, < 0.
This is a plot of = as a function of x,, for fixed x on the surface ¢’. Note that u'"V,=(z")
must also vanish on the “right” half of the surface o for = to have semi-infinite support as
defined in Sec. I1.6.1. [See (I1.6.12).]

I1.6.2 Future indifference

In order to evaluate the decoherence functional (I1.6.2) we need to consider the
final condition p”. In analogy with our observations that the universe has a preferred time
direction, we would like to abandon the time-symmetric construction of (1.3.12) and choose
a condition of future indifference, i.e., a completely unspecified final condition. In most time-
symmetric formulations of quantum mechanics, this condition is implemented by replacing
the final density matrix with the identity operator, so that ¥, o p” o ¥, — W, o ¥, but
this cannot be the prescription here, since it is not manifestly positive when o = o/, as our
initial construction was.

To see why this fails, construct completely unspecified density matrices for the
positive and negative energy sectors of the theory:

pi(xo, 1) = /ﬂeﬂwp(tz—h)eip'(?(z—m). (I1.6.14)
’ (2m)P2wy

They have the following property under the Klein-Gordon inner product:
pa(xg, 1) 0 U(2)) = £TF (), (I1.6.15)

where ¥(z) is any solution to the Klein-Gordon equation, and ¥ (z) and ¥~ (x) are its pos-
itive and negative energy components, respectively [¥(z) = UT(z) + ¥~ (z)]. The “identity
operator” with respect to this inner product is thus py — p_. It is unsuitable for a final
condition p”, since some of the weights {p}} it implies are negative, in violation of the rules
set out in Sec. 1.3.3. Instead, we take our condition of future indifference to be

pi = p+ + p—, (11.6.16)

so that”
WUy opgoW, = \Iljl‘/ o \I/;r -V oW, . (I1.6.17)

[e3%

TTechnically speaking, we should not talk about the positive and negative energy components of the
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This is equivalent to the result we would have gotten if we had used the positive definite inner
product for Klein-Gordon wave functions, and then chosen the identity as our final density
matrix. This inner product is nonlocal in the spacetime codrdinate x, so, for example, wave
functions which do not overlap can still have a nonvanishing inner product.

Note that we can replace the normalization factor ¥ o p” o U in (I1.6.2) with
Ut o Ut if we use the final condition (I1.6.16). It will therefore prove useful to normalize
our initial wave function so that

TtoUt =1. (I1.6.18)

The decoherence functional is then

D(a,a) =W, 0 pg o Uy,. (11.6.19)

II.7 Results

I1.7.1 Results for antisymmetric initial state

Using the antisymmetric initial state T from Sec. I1.6.1, the branch wave functions
for the three classes are

Yo(2") = O(—2)Y T (z") (I1.6.11a)
T (z") = O T+ (") (IL6.11D)
Ty(z") =0 (I1.6.11c)

The elements of the decoherence functional (I1.6.19) are calculated in Appendix II.A, and
found (when the final surface o’ is taken to be one of constant time t”) to be

D((,0)=1+AD D(,r)=-AD  D((,b)=0
D(r,0) = —-AD D(r,r)=3+AD D(r,b)=0 (I1.7.1)
D(b,0) =0 D(b,r) =0 D(b,b) =0

where®

dk1ndkondP? kL w1 + ws ~ A ATy
AD =2 TH (ko) YT (k 1 .
/ (2m)2 2, /w1 (k2) (k) Fin—Fan  \ws — kan
(IL7.1a)
Aside from D(¢,r) = D(r,£) = —AD = Ty 0 pg o T, all of the off-diagonal elements vanish

(this is true for any final condition, in fact). D(¢,r) = D(r,{) generally does not vanish,

branch wave functions {¥}, since we showed in Sec. II.4 that the class operators (and hence the branch
wave functions) are guaranteed to satisfy the Klein Gordon equation only when z’” ¢ 85, and the branch wave
functions are thus not in the space of solutions to the Klein-Gordon equation. However, a more careful analysis
(see Appendix II.A) shows that, defining U+ by (I1.6.15), ®o¥ = dToUt +d~ oW~ = (Ot 4+&)o(TT+T )
(where all inner products are taken on the same surface), even if ® and ¥ are not solutions to the Klein-
Gordon equation. The division into positive and negative energy parts is thus well-defined for our purposes.

8We use here several pieces of notation defined in Appendix II.A, namely v, = v — vpn and w, =

\/ K2 +m? (so that w = 1/k2 +w?), and also that Y+ is the Fourier transform (IL.A.7) of the positive

energy part of Y. We are also working in a reference frame where n has no time component.
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despite the lack of overlap of the branch wave functions, because of the nonlocality of the
positive definite inner product induced by the final condition in section I1.6.2. Note that
whenever the alternatives do decohere (AD = 0), the probabilities are given by p(¢) ~ 1/2 ~
p(r), p(b) = 0. [Symmetry arguments make it clear that we must have p(£) = p(r).] Note
also that while the decoherence functional depends on the time t” of the final surface, it is
completely independent of the initial surface o’.

To determine whether or not we have decoherence, we need to consider further
properties of the initial condition T (or equivalently its Fourier transform ).

Let T be given by a Gaussian wavepacket peaked at kg, x¢ and tp, minus its
reflection through k,, = 0. That is to say

T(k) — Oeiwrto (efik-xoef(kfko)2/4(6k)2 B efikc-xoef(kcfkg)2/4(6k)2)

_ Cefikj_-xgeiwktoef(kj_7k01_)2/4(5k)2 Z geﬂ'gknmonef(kn751%”)2/4(51@)27 (IL7.2)
e==£1
where the normalization constant is given by
2 1
ICI" = (I1.7.2a)

2(6k\/2m)D [1 — e *8./2(00)% c=af, /2(62)? ]

with dxdk = 1/2. We then have

AD = |[C|? / dklndendD R w1 @2 (i, ko120
2‘/w1w2

% efi(wlfwz)(t”fto) In (wl — kln)
wa — kop

—i&1k1nTon 67;52 k2nTon

kln - k2n

% Z Z €1 €pe (Fin—61kon)?/4(0K) o= (kan —E2kon)* /4(5k)* €
=+1&=

—2|CP? / dklndkzndl) TRL w1 W (1 ko) /200002 o (ki hon)? /405K
2‘/(,01(,02

x ¢~ Can—b0n)?A(0R)? il —en) (¢ —t0) =il —han)oon 5 2 ( w1 — kin ),
ey Fin = Ekan - \w2 — Ehan

(11.7.3)

where the final form has been arrived at by changing the variables in the integrals ki, —
&1kin, kan — &2koy, and then making the substitution & = &;&s.

In the limit that 6k — 0, we can replace k1, and ko, with kg, and k; with ko,
everywhere except in the Gaussian factors and perform the integrals. We can do this because

1 w1 — kln 1
li 1 =—— 11.7.4
Kin—ko Kin — ko (wo - kOn) wo (IL7.4)
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is finite, and we obtain

fﬂ )2 o)1 1 in wo — kon 2

AD = 2 (0kv/4m)? (3kV/2r) 2{ oo T ! <7um ﬂ + O([0k]?) .
_g Ok L 1 (w0 kon >
- (27‘1’)3/2 |:w0 kon 1 < wol >:| + O([ak] )

Thus we have approximate decoherence to lowest order in dk. Note that the first order
correction to the decoherence functional is independent of the time " of the final surface.

For a generic antisymmetric initial condition Y, (I.7.1a) has no reason to be small,
so the current set of alternatives will probably not decohere. However, consider a coarser
graining in which ¢, and ¢, are combined into a single class ¢,, consisting of all paths which
stay on one side or the other of the wall, and never cross it. We can use the superposition
property (I.3.4d) to construct the decoherence functional from the finer-grained one (I1.7.1).
D(o,0) = D(¢,¢) + D(¢,7) + D(r,£) + D(r,r) = 1, etc.

The elements of the decoherence functional are given by

D(o,0) =1 D(0,b) =0
(D(b, 0)=0 D(bb) = o) (IL.7.6)

so we have exact decoherence, and probabilities of 1 for ¢, and 0 for ¢,. This corresponds
to the definite prediction that for a pure initial state antisymmetric about x,, = 0, the
particle path will not cross that surface. Since the antisymmetry property holds throughout
all spacetime, this result is independent of the choice of initial and final surfaces.

This last result can be seen from another point of view, allowing a slight generaliza-
tion. Using the superposition property for branch wave functions (I1.6.4), we can construct

To(z") = To(z") + Tp(2") = TH(2"). (I1.7.7)

Recalling that
Ty(z") =0, (I1.6.11c)

we see that all branch wave functions but one vanish. Examination of (I1.6.2) shows that
whenever this is the case, the only nonvanishing element of the decoherence functional will
be the diagonal one corresponding to the alternative with the nonvanishing branch wave
function, and we will have decoherence, and a definite prediction of that alternative. This will
hold for any final condition [except of course for pathological cases when the final condition
is inconsistent with the initial condition (¥ o p” o ¥ = 0), in which case the denominator of
(I1.6.2) vanishes, and the decoherence functional is ill-defined].

I1.7.2 Results for initial state with restricted support

With the initial state = from Sec. I1.6.1, which vanishes, along with its normal
derivative, on the surface ¢’ N .S(—n), we find that the branch wave functions for the three
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classes are

Eo(2") = O(=2!)[ET (2") — ET (2] (I1.6.13Db)
(2" = (I1.6.13a)
Ep(2”) = O(@)ZET(2") + O(—z)=T (2). (I1.6.13c¢)

Now the wave functions =, and Z; overlap, so we do not expect decoherence, even naively,
unless we coarse grain so that only one of the branch wave functions is nonvanishing. This
amounts to recombining ¢, and ¢y into c(,), so that the decoherence functional is

D(s(n),s(n)) =1 D(s(n),5(n)) =0
(D(E(n), s(n)) =0 D(3(n),s(n)) = 0) (11.7.8)

which decoheres, with probabilities of 1 for c,(,) and 0 for cg,). Here we have a definite
prediction that the particle will at some point in its trajectory be found in S(n). This result,
however, depends very much on the choice of the initial surface o’.

II.8 Discussion

For our simple coarse graining (see Fig. I1.6), we were able to calculate explicit
expressions for the class operators Cy(4p) and Cg(+,,), and hence for Cy, C; and Cp.

To calculate branch wave functions for a pure initial state, we chose the state to
satisfy special conditions.

e If the wave function T was antisymmetric under reflection through x,, = 0, the branch
wave function Y vanished, while the nonvanishing branches Y, and T, had no overlap.
This result held no matter what the initial surface o’.

e If the wave function = and its first normal derivative vanished on that part of the initial
surface ¢’ which was outside of S(n), the branch wave function Z, vanished, but the
other two branches, 2, and Z;, overlapped. This held only for one specific choice of o’

We could not simply take the inner product of branch wave functions to calculate the
decoherence functional, since that would have been tantamount to choosing a non-positive-
definite final density matrix. Thus even for the initial state T, the alternatives ¢, and ¢, did
not automatically decohere just because the branch wave functions did not overlap. If we
restricted the final surface to be flat, we could calculate explicit expressions for the elements
of the decoherence functional. For some choices of initial state, the off-diagonal elements were
small, but in general they could be appreciable. Whenever the alternatives did decohere, the
probability for each was 1/2, which we would have predicted on symmetry grounds.

If we coarser grained either example so that only one branch wave function was
nonvanishing, we of course found decoherence and a definite prediction (probability 1) of the
other alternative, viz.:

e For the initial condition Y, if the alternatives were chosen to be ¢, and ¢, = ¢, Uc¢,-, we
found decoherence for any nonpathological final condition, with probabilities of 0 and
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_/\/\ g

Figure I1.8: Dividing up a path which avoids a compact region S. The path from ¢’ to the
last crossing of the intermediate surface ¢; is in the class of paths from o’ to t; which avoid
S. The path from the last crossing of ¢; to ¢’ is in the class of paths from ¢; to ¢” which
do not cross back over t;, and can be defined without reference to S. (D — 1 of the D space
dimensions have been suppressed.)

1, respectively. This was a definite prediction that the particle did not cross x, = 0,
given an antisymmetric initial condition.

e For the initial condition Z, if the alternatives were chosen to be cs(,) = ¢ and cy(n) =
ceUcy, we found decoherence for any nonpathological final condition, with probabilities
of 0 and 1, respectively. This was a definite prediction that the particle spent part of
its trajectory in S(n), given an initial condition which had no support outside of S(n).
This is hardly surprising, and it only holds if we attach the initial wave function on the
correct hypersurface.

Finally, let us observe that many of our complications were a result of the fact
the region which we considered intersected with our initial and final surfaces. If we had
considered a region S bounded in time, we could have chosen our initial surface to lie to
the past and our final surface to the future of it. As was discussed in Sec. I1.4, this would
make the decoherence functional necessarily independent of the choice of surface. It would
also have eliminated the complications in the choice of the final condition, since the branch
wave functions would have been positive energy solutions to the Klein-Gordon equation. The
proof is straightforward: construct an intermediate surface of constant time ¢; to future of
S but the past of o”. (Section 11.4 always allows us to deform the surface o” so that such
a constant-time surface will “fit” in.) By a construction analogous to that of Halliwell and
Ortiz [32], the propagation from ¢’ to ¢’ avoiding the region S can be broken up (at the last
crossing of t;) into propagation from ¢’ to t; avoiding S followed by propagation from t; to
o' which does not cross back over t;. (See Fig. I1.8.) The class operator can thus be written
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(") Cs]|z"y = /dD:riAlti(x”,:171-)<X1-ti|\05||:17/> (I1.8.1)
where Aj4, is the Newton-Wigner propagator:

D
Ay, (z,2;) = d_peip'(x—xl-)e—iwp(t—ti) (I1.8.2)
1t1 b2 (27T)D . .

Since Ayy, is constructed from positive-energy solutions of the Klein-Gordon operator, the
branch wave functions Uy and Uy will each be positive-energy solutions themselves. Thus
Uyop_oW,=0,80VyopzoW¥, =V, o0py oV, =V, oW, and we really do simply
calculate the inner product of the branches.

However, it was the simplicity of the region S(n) which allowed us to solve the PDE
problem analytically in the first place. Solution of (I1.2.12) for finite regions of spacetime
cannot be accomplished through straightforward method-of-images or separation-of-variables
methods. In the nonrelativistic case, this problem is circumvented for example in the case of
a region which extends from ¢; to to by propagating from ¢’ to ¢; with the free propagator,
from ¢; to to with the restricted propagator calculated as though the region existed for all
time, and then from ¢, to ¢ with the free propagator. Since our paths are not single-valued
in time, we cannot “turn off” the restricting region before and after we reach it, since we
have to include in the sum paths which double back into a previous regime.

I1.9 Conclusions

Using the generalized quantum mechanics formalism described by Hartle for the
quantum mechanics of the relativistic worldline, we have examined one particularly simple
coarse graining. For a suitable choice of initial conditions, albeit a more restrictive one than
for the nonrelativistic theory, we were able to assign approximate probabilities to some sets
of alternatives.

II.A  Appendix: Calculation of T, o pgo T,

To calculate the elements of the decoherence functional for Sec. I1.7.1, we first
expand our notational convention for the branches to include Y1 = Ty and T, = T, so
that we can write Ty(x) = ©(\z,)Y (), where A> = 1. The nonvanishing elements of the
decoherence functional are now

D(Ai, M) =Ty, 0pr 07Ty, (IL.A.1)

where the inner product is on the surface o”.

If ¥ is a solution to the Klein-Gordon equation, we know that (p; — p—) o ¥ =
VU, + W_ = U. This will not be true for T, because it is not a solution. However, for the
purposes of the Klein-Gordon inner product on the surface o”, we only need the value and
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normal derivative of each function on ¢”. We can thus replace T by Y), a Klein-Gordon
wave function? which matches T and its normal derivative on . This gives us

Tr,oYx, =Tr,o0Yy, =Ty, 0(pr —p_)oYy, =Ty, 0(pr —p_)oTy (II.A.2)
We thus have
DM, 22) =Ty, 0(pr+p-)oTx =T, 0Ty, +2Ty, 0p_07Ty,. (II.A.3)
The first term is simple enough to calculate:

Ty, 0Ty = /“ dDE”“@()\gxx)TJr(x”)*i?ﬂ@()\lxx)TJr(:C”). (IL.A.4)

again, since we can choose ¢’ to satisfy n,dP%"# = 0, we can move the step functions
through the derivative to get

Ty, 0Ty, = / 4510 oz O (M) T+ (2") i 1T+ (2"

(ILA.5)
= Baine / ) P2 O (el TH (") NV T ().
The symmetry of ¢’ and antisymmetry of YT tell us that Y,0 Y, =Y, 0T, so
YTtoYt 0
T, 0 Ta, = Oapng o = 1Az (ILA.6)

22
To calculate the correction term Yy, 0p_o7Yy,, we first define the Fourier transform
of YT by!®
dPk
TH(z) = / oDz
(27m)P/2\/200
The inner product of two positive energy states is expressed in terms of the Fourier transform
by

kXt P+ (k). (ILA.7)

T ot = /de O (k)* U (k), (IL.A.8)

so the normalization condition (II.6.18) is written as
/ dPk TR =1 (ILA.9)
In a reference frame where n is has no time component, we can split the spatial

part v of a vector v into components along n: (v, =n-v = n-v) and perpendicular to n:
(vi =v—uv,n). In analogy to v, defined in Sec. I1.3, we define v, = v—2v,n = —v,n+v.

91t is straightforward to show that such a wave function exists, and is uniquely given by Yy = (p+ —p—)o
Th.

10Note that the requirement that Y+ be a positice energy solution to the Klein-Gordon equation means
that the temporal frequency wy of a mode Y (k) is determined by its spatial frequency k.
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T+ is determined from Y+ by

dPx

-+ _ iwict
T (k) = v2wie™™ S

e~ kXYt (), (I1.A.10)

so T obeys an antisymmetry property similar to (I1.6.9):
TH(k.) = -T*(k) (IL.A.11)

To proceed any further, we would like an explicit form for the surface o”. The
simplest would be that ¢’ is a surface of constant time ¢””. However, that condition would
not be Lorentz invariant, as it would pick out a reference frame in which the final surface
was one of constant time. We know from Sec. I1.4 that we are only restricted in the choice
of ¢” by the form of the (D — 1)-surface o” N9S(n). If we restrict our attention to choices of
0" NS (n) which are flat (a suitably invariant condition), we can always work in a reference
frame in which ¢’ is a surface of constant time. Since we construct ¢’ so that n lies in it,
this allows us to assume that n has no time component.

Subject to the condition of ¢ being flat'!, then, we can work in a reference frame
where it is to be a surface of constant time, so that

Ayna
Dol = /dD:v (x,t)*i 9y W (x,t) : (IL.A.12)
t=t
The definition (I1.6.14) of p_ means that

dP ) . ) ) N
Tr,0p-—0Ty = / (27)%2“ (ePXe™Pt oYy ) (ePXe™P o Ty,) . (II.A.13)
P

Now,
dPk

erxetsnt oty = [l TR wple et [ i,

(IL.A.14)

b=15P=1(k, — p,), and the integral over x,, gives

the integral over x, gives (2)

[e%S) Aoo [e'S)
/ Az, O Az, )e!Fn—Pr)Tn :/ A d2y, O (i, ) e Fn —Pr)Tn :/ da,, e Fn=Pn)Tn
0

—o00 —Aoo
7 A
= = 0(kp — pn).
/\(kn_pn)'i_ig kn_pn—i_ﬂ-( p)
(ILA.15)
Substituting into (II.A.14) gives
o dk,, . - , "
P Xeiwnt o Ty = ) / O (9m)P/271YH (k) | K TR ) i)t (ILA.16)
Wk kn —pn

"' Note that if D = 1, ¢’ N dS(n) is a point, so this holds trivially.
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Figure I1.9: The contour on which the integral in (I.A.17) is calculated to give (1I1.A.19).
The radius R of the quarter-circle arcs is to be taken to infinity.

with k; = p. We thus have

dk1,dko,dP~
T _oTy, = MA
Ao op_o A1 1 2/ 2\/@(271_)

x/ dp, (wp—w1)<wp—w2>
—oo 2WP pn_kln pn_an ’
where k1, = koy = p. so that w; = /A%, +w? and wy = /A3, + w? where w; =

/P2 + m?. The integrand of the p,, integral,

Flpn) = —— (w" — ) (w" — 2 ) (ILA.18)

2Wp Pn — kln Pn — an

pJ_ T+( )*T+(kl)e—i(w1—wﬂt”
(ILA.17)

is analytic (since the singularities at p, = ki, and p, = ko, are removable) except for
branch points when wp = 0, namely at p, = iw, and p, = —iw,. We can thus deform the
integration contour to the one shown in Fig. I1.9. The contributions from the quarter-circle
arcs cancel, and the contributions from the branch cut give

.2
/ f(pn)dpn = s by + W] — K7 (T1.A.19)
wl _wl (ik — k1n)(ik — kap)

With the substitution x = w, sec@, this becomes

/”/2 cos f(wiws + w? — w? sec? )
o

db 11.A.20
iw) — kipcosO)(iw) — kopcosf) ( )
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which can be evaluated to give

> /2 w1 + w w1 — k
2 )dpn = 0do L2 (22— ), I1.A.21
/_oo J(pn)dp /0 see * kin — kan " <W2 — kan ( )

The first term is a constant, and is thus even in ky,. The rest of (IL.A.17) is odd in ki,
because of (II.A.11) so the constant term gives no contribution to Yy, o p_ o Ty,, and

Tr,0p—o0Ty,

dkindkondP 1k | w1 + ws ~ ~ e ilwi—w2)t” w1 — kin
! 2/ (27)2 2,/wiws (k) (k) kin — kan " w2 — kon
(IL.A.22)

This gives us (I1.7.1).



Chapter III

Non-Abelian Gauge Theories

I11.1 Introduction

As discussed in Chapter I, General relativity (GR) possesses the symmetry of dif-
feomorphism invariance. In the 3 + 1 formulation, this divides into time reparametrization
invariance and the non-Abelian gauge group of spatial diffeomorphisms [33]. A technique for
formulating quantum gravity, such as a generalized quantum mechanics defined by a sum
over histories, will have to address the issues raised by these invariances, such as how (or
whether) to enforce the constraints which the invariances imply. It is thus useful to examine
proposed quantum formulations of GR by considering simpler theories exhibiting a subset of
these invariances or similar ones. As described in Sec. 1.4.6, the theory of a single relativistic
particle exhibits reparametrization invariance similar to that of GR, while the spatial gauge
transformations of GR are modelled by those of gauge theory. Previous work has applied
the generalized quantum mechanics program to Abelian gauge theory [24]. In this chapter,
I formulate a generalized quantum mechanics of a non-Abelian gauge theory, and examine
the predictions for some sets of alternatives. That is to say, I construct exhaustive sets of
mutually exclusive classes which partition the possible histories of the system, and for each
such set of classes (or alternatives), I construct a decoherence functional. From this decoher-
ence functional I determine whether probabilities can be defined for the set of alternatives,
and if so what those probabilities are.

The role of this work with regard to the vast body of knowledge on Yang-Mills or
non-Abelian gauge theories (see [34] for a review) is twofold: First, this is the first application
of a “decoherence functional” or “consistent histories” method to their quantization.! As
such, the focus is not primarily upon using such a theory for the practical consideration
of the strong or weak interaction, but as a toy model which exhibits some features of GR.
However, even as a quantization of a non-Abelian gauge theory itself, both the generalized

IRecent work [35] considers decoherence effects in the quantum cosmology of massive gauge fields, How-
ever, that work differs from the present enterprise in that the gauge fields are there seen as a model of matter
coupled to gravity, while I consider massless gauge fields as a toy model for vacuum gravity itself. Even more
significant is that while they study decoherence effects, it is in the context of a WKB quantization scheme,
rather than a generalized quantum mechanics or consistent histories approach.
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quantum mechanics formalism and this implementation thereof deal with different aspects
of the theory than are usually considered. The alternatives for which generalized quantum
mechanics predicts probabilities are not limited to projections onto eigenstates of operators
at a single moment of time, but include alternatives defined by field averages over spacetime
regions, which are inaccessible in a theory based on states and wave function reduction.
This broader class of alternatives is especially of interest in connection with GR, where it
is undesirable to single out a particular time variable for a conventional quantization. In
addition, the considerations herein are predominantly nonperturbative, as contrasted with
the usual perturbative scattering problems addressed in most practical treatments of Yang-
Mills theory. On the other hand, the rich subject of topological aspects of non-Abelian
gauge theories is not considered, and any potential global properties are in fact ignored by
our assumptions about the behavior of fields at spatial infinity.

A second accomplishment of this work is that technical aspects of the path inte-
grals involved in quantizing a non-Abelian gauge theory are more carefully considered than
in the standard literature. Delicate issues involved in the time slicing of an explicit (“skele-
tonized”) construction of the Lorentzian path integral (sections I11.3 and I11.4.3 are dealt with
which are described only formally or implicitly in standard treatments such as [25]. Also,
section II1.6 exhibits a formal description of this quantization scheme which is manifestly
Lorentz invariant.

The plan of this chapter is as follows: The review of non-Abelian gauge theory
(NAGT) in Section III.2 establishes the perspective and notational conventions for the rest
of the chapter, and describes the heuristic recipe for a generalized quantum mechanics of a
NAGT.

Section III.3 describes the explicit implementation of that application, both as a
formal path integral and in a spacetime lattice approximation? to the path integral. Technol-
ogy is developed therein for handling the lattice expressions (in particular the time slicing)
explicitly, which should be of use in other treatments of path integrals as well. In the latter
half of the section, we verify explicitly that the implementation is gauge invariant. We also
show there that our sum-over-histories expression agrees, in its description of the propagator,
with the results of a reduced phase space canonical operator theory in which the constraints
(Gauss’s law) are enforced before quantization. In our generalized quantum mechanics for-
mulation, the constraints are not enforced identically—as they are in a reduced phase space
implementation—but are quantities whose values must be predicted by the theory. Thus the
prediction of probabilities for the values of the constraints occupies most of our attention in
the remainder of the chapter.

Section II1.4 considers one subset of all possible alternatives which defines a “phase
space” realization (as defined in section ITI1.4.1) of the physical gauge fields. The predictions
of such a theory are found to be consistent with the vanishing of the constraints for nearly
all such sets of alternatives, and thus to agree with those of a reduced phase space canonical
theory. In section III.5 we consider another subset of the allowed alternatives in which the
gauge electric field is realized in terms of the potentials rather than their conjugate momenta.
Since the momenta are then not restricted by the alternatives, we perform the integrals over

2This is not in the sense of lattice gauge theory with its Euclidean lattice, Wilson loops, etc., but simply
a means to provide what Hatfield [36] calls a constructive definition of the path integral.
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them and reduce our theory to a “configuration space” one. Now, defining the constraints by
their configuration space realizations, we find the two most significant results of the chapter.
In section II1.5.3 we see that for some quantities which vanish when the constraints are
satisfied we recover the result of [24] for electromagnetism, namely, either the quantities
vanish with probability one or quantum mechanical interference prevents us from assigning
probabilities to possible outcomes. We also verify that there are coarse grainings which fall
into the first category. However, the result does not necessarily hold for all quantities which
vanish in the presence of the constraints, and in section II1.5.4 we exhibit such a quantity
in the Abelian theory of electromagnetism for which we predict a nonzero probability of an
alternative inconsistent with the constraints. Since this set of alternatives involves averages
of fields over time, it is not accessible in less general quantum Yang-Mills theories. From a
spacetime point of view, it is sensible that the constraints do not have a special status in
this theory, being just one component of the equations of motion.

Finally, section III.6 verifies that the configuration space theory is Lorentz-invariant
by casting the formal path integral in a form where that invariance is manifest, even in the
attachment of the initial and final states.

I11.2 Formulation

II1.2.1 Non-Abelian gauge theories
Fields

In this section we set out the conventions used herein to describe a non-Abelian
gauge theory (NAGT) in flat spacetime with the metric diag(—1,1,1,1).

The gauge group is described by Hermitian generators {T,} with real, totally anti-
symmetric structure constants {f&}: [To, Tp] = i f5, T

A gauge transformation is described by a matrix U = e?9%(*)Ta The connection is
a four-vector A%(z) with components {Af,(z)}, which transforms under infinitesimal gauge
transformations according to

§AL = =V, 60, — gf5ALON". (I11.2.1)
If we define a covariant derivative
D,=V,+ igAZTa, (I11.2.2)

it transforms according to
D, —UD, U (I11.2.3)

This means that if ¢ is an isovector, i.e., a vector in the same space as the matrices {T,}
which transforms under gauge transformations according to ¢ — U1, the covariant gradient
of ¢ will transform the same way:

Dy(x) — UD,a(x). (IT1.2.4)
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The field strength tensor is

Dy, D))
G T, = ——"—7. II1.2.5
) 7 (111.2.5)

In a particular Lorentz frame, we divide the connection A® into scalar and vector
potentials ¢p® and A%:

0o = A2 (IT1.2.6a)
A, =Ale; (IT1.2.6b)
and the field strength tensor into gauge electric and magnetic fields E* and B*:

B! =GY (IT1.2.7a)

1
B = 56”’“6'{1’“ (II1.2.7b)

where €% is the Levi-Civita symbol. The gauge electric and magnetic fields can then be
expressed in terms of the scalar and vector potentials as

E,=—-A,— Voo, - gfS5A0 (I11.2.8a)
1
B, =V x Aq + 50/ Ac X Ay (II1.2.8D)

The gauge electric and magnetic fields can be shown to transform under gauge
transformations as follows:

E.T, - UE, T, U " (I11.2.9a)
B.T, — UB,T, U !, (IT1.2.9b)

which becomes, for an infinitesimal transformation,

0E, = —gf50 M Ee (II1.2.10a)
0B, = —gf5,0AB.. (I11.2.10b)
This is the transformation property of an isovector in the adjoint representation [37], in which
the generators are represented by (T°)qs = —ifS;, so we will often drop the index from E or
B and consider it to be an isovector in the adjoint representation. The connection A% has

an inhomogeneous piece in its transformation law (II1.2.1), so it is not a true isovector, but
we will represent it as one notationally. Thus the gauge electric field can be written as®

E=—A — Dy, (I11.2.11)
where we have realized D in the adjoint representation as

D =0V + gfgbAc. (111.2.12)

3Neither A = 9; A nor Dy alone is an isovector, but their sum —E is.
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Classical equations of motion

The action for a NAGT in the absence of matter is
1 1
S = /d4a:£ = —/d‘*xZG@;"GﬁV = /d4x§(E2 - B?). (IT1.2.13)

The conjugate momenta in a particular reference frame are found by differentiating the
Lagrangian density £ with respect to A* = 0, A":

DL

Ty = Do 0 (II1.2.14a)
DL .
m=—=A+Dp=-E. (I11.2.14b)
DA
The Hamiltonian density is given by
. 1 1
HA T =A - 71— L= §7r2 + 5B2 —7m-Dy=H[A, 7] -7-Dy (IT1.2.15)
and Hamilton’s equations of motion are
A=m—Dy (I11.2.16a)
Diwr=DxB (I11.2.16b)
D.-w=0. (II1.2.16¢)

Equation (I11.2.16¢) involves no time derivatives, so it is the constraint of this NAGT, which
wecall K =D - .

I11.2.2 Generalized quantum mechanics applied to a NAGT

To formulate a NAGT in generalized quantum mechanics, we follow a procedure
similar to the one described in [24] for electromagnetism (E&M).

To ensure that the theory is sufficiently general to allow coarse graining by values
of the constraint, we work in the sum-over-histories formulation described in Sec. 1.3.3, in
which the initial state is described by a set of wave functionals {¥;[A’]} with corresponding
non-negative weights {p’} and the final state by a set of wave functionals {®;[A”]} and
weights {p/'}, and the decoherence functional is given by

2 P (@i CalW;)(®i|Car [V )" p)
2,J

> P (@] Cul W)
i,

D(a,d) = (1.3.12)

The quantity (®;|C,|¥;) corresponding to a matrix element of the class operator for the
class cq, is constructed by a sum over the histories in the class c¢,, weighted by the initial
and final wave functionals ¥; and ®;. Schematically (see (1.3.13)):

(®i|CalT;) = > @;[endpt”)e’ Mo, fendpt']. (I11.2.17)

history€a
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The wave functionals* are taken to be functionals of scalar and vector potential
configurations on an initial or final surface of constant time, as appropriate. They are
assumed to obey the operator form of the constraints 719 = 0 and D - w = O:

D

B VAGE) =0 (I11.2.184)

D2 WA t) =0 (IT1.2.18b)
VA 2.

and likewise for ®[A”;¢""). (Since the wave functionals are independent of the scalar potential
¢, we will henceforth write the first argument as the three-vector A’ rather than the four-
vector A’.) Continuing the analogy between GR and a NAGT begun in Sec. 1.4.6, (IT1.2.18b)
is analogous to the momentum constraint in GR, while (II1.2.18a) corresponds to the lack of
dependence of the wave functional for quantum GR on the shift vector {N*}.

Having described schematically the construction of the decoherence functional, we
now specify the other two elements which describe the generalized quantum mechanics. The
fine grained histories summed over are complete field configurations A(z) [and also 7 (z) if
we are considering a phase space formulation] in the region between the initial and final time
slices. The allowable coarse grainings are limited to gauge invariant partitions of the fields.

III.3 Class operators in the path integral formulation

I11.3.1 Overview

This section describes in detail how to implement the sum over histories heuris-
tically described in (IT1.2.17). In section III1.3.2 we express this as a formal path integral.
Section II1.3.3 contains an explicit realization of this integral on a discrete spacetime lat-
tice, where the lattice spacing is to be taken to be infinitesimally small.> The following
two sections demonstrate that the particular details chosen in section II1.3.3 were suitable
by showing that the path integral has desired properties. In section I11.3.4, the sum-over-
histories expression for the class operator ), corresponding to the class ¢, of all paths is
shown to equal, up to a constant multiplicative factor, the propagator e*fra7 in a reduced
phase space canonical theory. In section II1.3.5 the path integral is shown to be unchanged
under the discrete equivalent of a gauge transformation, in the limit that the lattice spacing
goes to zero.

4Recall that the conventions defined in Sec. I.A indicate that U[A’,#) is a functional of field configurations
{A’(x)} and a function of time ¢'.

51t should be stated once again that we are not doing lattice gauge theory in anything like the usual sense.
The action is expressed directly in terms of fields defined at each lattice point and not in terms of the “links”
defining a “plaquette”. In addition, our spacetime lattice is Lorentzian rather than Euclidean.
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I11.3.2 Formal expression

We express the sum over histories (II1.2.17) via a path integral which is formally
written as®

(D|C, | W) = / DD n®* [A”;1") §[G)Ag|A, et eanATITAL 1), (I11.3.1)

where the gauge condition is G = 0 and Ag is the corresponding Fadeev-Popov gauge-fixing
determinant. It was originally defined in [25] in terms of the Poisson bracket:

Ag = |det{G, K}|. (I11.3.2a)
Other useful (and equivalent) definitions are (see e.g., [36])
DG*
Ag = |det 111.3.2b
o = foet | 5t | (11L3.2b)
and .
— = /DA s[GM - @), (I11.3.2¢)
Ag

where A is the parameter defining a gauge transformation which takes G into G,
Finally, the canonical action is

. , 1 1
Sean = /d% (A.ﬁ _H[A,w]) - /d% (A-w - 5772 - 5BZ‘ +r- Dgo) . (IIL3.3)

If we assume’ that ¢ vanishes at spatial infinity, we can integrate by parts® to
obtain

2 2

The expression (II1.3.1) involves the full set of phase space variables, but we will
also use it as the starting point for the configuration space formulation. If our coarse graining
makes no reference to the conjugate momentum 7, we can work in a gauge which does not
restrict r and integrate it out to obtain

Scan = /d4:17 (A m—ip2_lpe ¢D - 71'> : (I11.3.4)

(D|C, | W) = / DDA 1")5[G)Ac[Ale WA 1), (I11.3.5)

where S is the (configuration space) action (II1.2.13) and for the purposes of this formal
expression, a constant factor has been absorbed into D*A.

6For those wondering what has become of the generic inner product o from (I.3.13a), the inner product
necessary to produce states with finite norm is one which includes a gauge-fixing mechanism, as in (II1.3.9).
In the expression (I11.3.1), the gauge-fixing factors 6[G']Ar; and §[G"]A¢, have been absorbed into the factor
6[G]A¢ pertaining to the entire path.

“Throughout this chapter we will neglect any global issues such as the Gribov ambiguity [38] and assume
that fields can be taken to vanish at spatial infinity.

81t is worth pointing out once explicitly that the covariant gradient D behaves like the ordinary gradient
under integration by parts. Examining aDf = aqaVBa + f5ycafBpAc, we see that the first term integrates
by parts as usual, and the second term also picks up a minus sign under the interchange of o and 5 due to
the antisymmetry of f$,. Thus aDB = V(af) — SDa.
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I11.3.3 Lattice realization

To give a concrete meaning to the formal path integral in (II1.3.1), we imagine
it to be defined on an arbitrarily small lattice; the spatial volume is divided into lattice
elements of volume 6 and the time interval from ¢’ to ¢ is divided into slices of separation

ot = tJﬁT’f = JL—H The lattice expression for the class operator is then

<(I)|Ca|\11> _ /D4AJ+1(I>* [AJ+1;t/I) «
0
( 11 / DAM DI M exp {iét / & (AM My [KM,TFM} - @MﬁM-wM)})
M=J

J+2
x <f[ 5 [GM] AgM> U [A%t) eq [A 7], (IIL3.6)

M=0
where the “barred” quantities indicate temporal averages:

—v  AMAL L AM

5 , 0<SM<J (I11.3.6a)
D,y = 6V + gfS, AL (I11.3.6b)
and the lattice expression for the “velocity” is
. A]W-i—l _ AM
AM — —— 0sM<J (I11.3.6¢)

The expression (II1.3.6) reflects the fact that since the “velocity” AM ig naturally associated
with a point halfway between the coordinate lattice slices labeled M and M + 1 by (IIL.3.6¢),
it is sensible to associate the conjugate momenta ™ with those points as well, in light of the
term AM .M This means that to maintain manifest time reversal symmetry we should not

associate w7 with AM or AM*1 but instead with A" The gauge-fixing expressions GM

. M
and Agam are also assumed to be expressed in terms of the averaged fields {A } whenever

their complexity prevents an unambiguous definition in terms of the {AM} alone.”

The factor of e, is a functional of the paths which is unity for any path in the class
co, and vanishes for any path not in c,.

The remaining functional integrals {D4AM } and {DBWM } are over functions of the
spatial coordinate x. We leave consideration of the spatial dependence somewhat formal,
because all of the complications involved in describing the gradients on the lattice basically
appear, and more seriously, in the temporal direction. We will thus be speaking as though

9The reason why there are J + 3 gauge conditions {GM} is most easily seen in the temporal gauge ¢ = 0.
On a lattice this corresponds to the J + 2 conditions {goM =0,0<M<J+ 1}. However, there is residual
gauge freedom in the temporal gauge, since a gauge transformation by a parameter A(x) [see (II1.2.1)] which
is independent of the time t will preserve the temporal gauge condition ¢ = 0. To completely fix the gauge,
then, we would need to specify one other quantity over all space at a particular time. This is the last of the
J + 3 gauge conditions.
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the spacetime function A(z) is broken up into a series of functions of a continuous spatial
variable x: {AM (x)} However, we can ultimately consider the following lattice resolutions
for the functional integrals and delta functions:

DAMI = T NadA}™(x) (I11.3.7a)
DMt =[] Nadr )" (x) (IIL.3.7b)
5 [AMH] =TT s(AM* (x)) / Na (I1L.3.7¢)

o [7M7] = [T o(x2" (%)) / N, (I11.3.7d)

where N4 and N, are arbitrary normalization constants which obey

3
NN, = 2% (I11.3.8)

27
{This definition is chosen to give the desirable properties (I11.3.27) for potential and momen-

tum eigenstates in the corresponding operator theory. See also equation (6.228) of [39].}

Since (II1.3.8) only defines a relation between N4 and Ny, there is still an arbitrary
factor in the definitions of the measures (II1.3.7). It is reassuring to verify that the class
operator matrix elements (®|C,|¥) defined by (I11.3.6) are independent of that arbitrary
factor so that for instance if we double N4 (and thus halve N.), they are unchanged. To
do this correctly, we must also keep in mind that the wave functionals U[A’] and ®[A"] also
depend on the value of N4 as follows. Let the wave functionals be normalized according to'®

/ D3A'S[G[A]| AG[A] | [A])? = 1. (111.3.9)

Since there is a factor of N3 (where Ny =[], Na and N =[], Nx) associated with

the measure D?4’ and a factor of N; ' associated with the gauge fixing delta function §[G'],
there must be a factor of J\/:;2 associated with the square of the wave functional so that
the factors all cancel out. That is, if we double A4, we must halve W[A’] to maintain the
normalization (II1.3.9). Considering the expression (I1I1.3.6), if we multiply together all the
normalization factors (N4 for each DAMH N for each Dr™i N ;' for each 6[G ], and
N ! for each wave functional) we have

NN VAN (W) HN = AT — T ( (111.3.10)

a,x

3J+3
53:10)

2r

and the arbitrariness of the normalization N4 does indeed cancel out of (II1.3.6).

10The presence of the O[G']Ay, is necessary to produce a finite inner product ¥ o ¥; see footnote 6 on
page 65.
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I11.3.4 Relation to reduced phase space theory

To illustrate why the details of (IT1.3.6) were chosen, we show in this section that
it gives the same expression, up to a normalization constant, for the propagator C, as would
be obtained from a canonical theory working with only the “physical degrees of freedom”.
[Comparisons of (I11.3.6) to the reduced phase space results for particular coarse grainings
will be considered in later sections.] This derivation is essentially the one given in [25], taken
in reverse order and with more attention paid to the details of the lattice.

First, we observe that there are J + 2 codrdinate variables {AM (x)} but only J+1
averaged variables {ZM (x)} We can define 47" to be a linear combination of the {aM}

independent of the J+1 other {ZM}, normalized so that the change of variables from {AM }

—M
to {A } has unit determinant and

J+1 J+1 o
[T dai"x) = T] dA, " ). (IIL3.11)
M=0 M=0

{One such choice is AT Z gy [A7+1 4 (—=1)7+1A°].} Since neither the velocity term A - 7
nor the initial and final wave functionals depends on the scalar potential ¢, it only enters

(IT1.3.6) through the “genuine” averages {@M, 0<MC< J}, and thus the class operator is

independent, of /1. Tt is then natural to choose 3/ *1(x) = 0 as one of our J + 3 time slices

worth of gauge conditions. The corresponding Fadeev-Popov determinant is
A¢J+1 = det[Dt]Lp:o = det[@t], (111312)

which is a constant. Overall constant (i.e., the same for all «) factors in the class operator
(®|C,|¥) will cancel out in the expression (1.3.12) for the decoherence functional and will
not affect the physics.

For this demonstration, it is simplest to choose as the bulk of the gauge conditions
the axial gauge, in which the component of A along some fixed unit vector e,, vanishes:
e, A(z) = A,(x) =0. (I11.3.13)
The Fadeev-Popov determinant of this gauge condition is
Aa, = det[—Dy]|a, =0 = det[—0,], (I11.3.14)

another constant. The remaining components of the vector potential are

AL =A—Aye,. (I11.3.15)
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Thus the class operator becomes

H /D2AMD(PMD3 M
M=J

X exp {iét/dgx (Aﬂ‘_/[ - H [Xf, TI'M} —gMDM. ﬂ'M) } det[—@n])

x U [AY;t) eq[A, w]. (IIL3.16)

(®|C, | V) = / D2ATH & [ATT;¢”) det[0,] det[— (

To specialize to the propagator C,, which is defined by a sum over all paths, we
set e = 1. We can perform each of the @ integrals to obtain

/D@M exp (—i&t/d%@MﬁM- 7rM>

—H/NAdSOa exp[ zétéwcpa ( )( M'TrM)a(x)}

= T sl (DM M _s[pM. M| st
- a| x| Na 5%&5( (D x )a (x)) ) [D T } sT™Y, (IIL3.17)
where we have defined the infinite constant

o7 =[] ot. (IT1.3.18)

In a reduced phase space theory, the gauge component (here A,,) of the coordinate is
taken to vanish, and the corresponding component of the conjugate momentum is restricted
to the value which causes the constraint to be satisfied. [Since the Lagrange multipliers
(here the scalar potential ¢) multiply identically enforced constraints, they do not appear
in the Lagrangian.] In the axial gauge, this means that m, has the value which ensures
K=D-w=0,or

D,m, =0pm, =-D| -7,. (I11.3.19)

We define a functional which accomplishes that:

o [A 7 %) = / da), (=D, -7’ )(xL + ena),) = — (0,'D’ -« ) (x).  (II1.3.20)

Returning to the sum-over-histories expression, we observe that the delta function
from (II1.3.17) enforcing the constraint can be rewritten

3B ] = o e [A1 2]

Recalling (I11.3.2a) we identify the determinant in the expression above as the reciprocal of
the Fadeev-Popov determinant, since

D M
det [Dl@f] ‘ . (I11.3.21)

= |det[{A,, K}]| = det B_K

Tn

} = det[Dy,). (I11.3.22)
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Thus we can combine the Fadeev-Popov determinant with the ¢ integral producing the delta
function (II1.3.21) to obtain

5[2,1” } A / DM exp (—iét / d3wMﬁM-7rM> - 5[2,1” } 5[w,¥ T [Kf M } ]5T—1,
(I11.3.23)
which means we can rewrite the propagator as

0
(®|C, | W) = / DA O [ATH 1) det[0;] det[—@n]éTl( 11 / DAV D2
M=J

X exp {i&t/d% (A% T {Kf, Trﬂ)})\lf [AQ;#), (IT1.3.24)
where Hyoq is the reduced Hamiltonian density
Heal A, ] = H[AYL 7, + e[ A, 7 ]]. (IIL.3.25)

To convert (II1.3.24) into a canonical operator form of the propagator, we consider
eigenstates of the “physical” codrdinate and momentum operators:

ALA)) = AL A, Fofal) =a 7)), (II1.3.26)
normalized so that

(ATIA]) =o[A] — Al)] (I11.3.27a)

i/d% fl -ﬂ), (I11.3.27b)

(Al [m) = exp

7N

which implies, via (II1.3.7)-111.3.8), that
(w' |7’ ) = d[n" — =’ ]. (I1.3.27¢)
A state vector corresponding to each wave functional is then defined by

|¥) = /D2A1|A1>W[A1]. (IT1.3.28)

The operator form of the reduced Hamiltonian density has an ambiguity because

of the operator ordering of the term & (m,[A’ , 7’ ]). A natural'® choice is Weyl ordering

HDifferent choices of operator ordering will typically lead to different lattice realizations than the one
in (II1.3.6), although no systematic description of the correspondence is known to the author. Two simple
examples of alternate operator ordering are one in which all the A’s are placed to the right of all the 7’s and
one in which the #’s are to the right of the A’s. The former will lead to a lattice expression in which 7™
and AM are associated with AM | while the latter will associate 7™ and AM with AM+1 Weyl ordering
is preferable to either of these two because the midpoint rule to which it leads does not pick out the future
or the past as a preferred direction in time. The midpoint rule was also originally advocated by Feynman
{equation (20) in [4]} as the natural skeletonization of a path.
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[40], which has the property that

1" A) ’\ o 2 /1 AIL—"AIL / "yt / ’
(ALW(F[ALm])|AL) = [ Dom) F | ===, @] | (Al |m) )(m [A])

AI AI/
= /D27T’LF [%,w;} exp [z’/d%(A’i —A))- w'l} . (111.3.29)

o~

Thus, defining ﬁmd = W(Hred), We can rewrite

/Dzwf exp {i5t/d3:1: (Af N — Hrea [Xf,rﬂ\q)}
AM AM+1
= / Dt {1 — it / d*rHyed %
X exp [i/d?’x (Af‘k1 — Af) wf}

= (A [ [ e o(o)] 1Y),

M
77Tl

o) |

(I11.3.30)

so that, dropping terms of order (t)2,

(®|C,| W) = /D2Aj+1 (B(t")|ATT) det[0y] det[—0, 0T

0
DAY (AMH Y exp | —idt | d®rHrea ) [AY)| (A | W()). (IIL3.31)
| T o a v ess (i [ i) a2 (a2 )

Using the fact that
/ DAY AT (A =1, (I11.3.32)

we see that this differs from the operator expression
(®|e~HreaT | ) (I11.3.33)

only by the factor of det[d;] det[—9,]0T !, which is a constant. From (1.3.12), we see that
multiplying the class operator by a constant factor has no effect on the decoherence func-
tional.

II1.3.5 Gauge independence

We will now show that the theory described by (II1.3.6) is independent of the
choice of gauge G. We do this explicitly and in detail because the standard demonstration
[25] makes use of a canonical transformation, which should be ill-defined at the endpoints
of the integration due to the fact that the path integral (II1.3.6) has one more configuration

space integration than phase space integration. Put otherwise, if A~ and wM are linked



72 CHAPTER III. NON-ABELIAN GAUGE THEORIES

. . . . —J+1
by a canonical transformation, there is no 7w/+! to which the extra degree of freedom A *
corresponds.
First, we must describe how to implement an infinitesimal gauge transformation

SAS = =V, 6A" — gf5,AGSN° (I11.3.34a)
o = —gfSmeSAb (IT1.3.34b)

on a lattice. We replace the continuous function §A(x) with functions {§A(x)} defined on
lattice slices 0 through J 4 1. The transformation for the vector potential can then be taken
as

SAM = —VsAM — gfe, AMSA), (I11.3.35)
but there is no simple translation of the scalar potential transformation law because of the
time derivative. More practical than the transformation of AM given in (II1.3.35) will be

its implications for transformations of the time derivative A™ and midpoint average A
Using the fact that

A]W-l—lBM-l-l _A]WBM (A]W-l—l _ AM) (B]W-l—l +BM)

5t ot 2
AM+1 4 AMY) (BM+1 _ gM o M -
( 2+ ) 5t ) AMBY LAY BM (111.3.36)

we see that (II1.3.35) implies
SAM — _WsAM — gfc, (Ag”mﬁ” +AY 5A;,”) , (I11.3.37)

which is exactly what one might write down from the corresponding continuum expression

§A, = —V6A, — gfS (AC(SAb + AcéAb) . (I11.3.38)

The case is not quite so simple with the averages. Since

% (AM-HB]W-H +AMBM) — i (AM-H +A]W) (BM+1 +BM)
1 —M—=M (0t) -
+3 (AMAL —AM) (BMH - BM) = AT B + TAMBM, (I11.3.39)
we have e
_ _  Me—— )2 . .
0A = VR —gfc, (A%Af,” + %A(ﬂ” SAM > , (I11.3.40)

which differs from the naive analog of (II1.3.35) by a term proportional to (§¢)%. However,
we can neglect this term by the following familiar argument [41]: as the lattice spacing dt
goes to zero, the factor of exp[—idt [ d*r(m2/2—m- A)] will oscillate rapidly and suppress the
path integral if A is more singular than (6t)~1/2. Likewise, if we concern ourselves only with
gauge transformations which take histories which are sufficiently nonsingular to contribute
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to the path integral into other such histories, (I11.3.37) tells us that the A should also blow
up no faster than (6¢)~/2 as 6t — 0. Counting the factors of 6¢ in the upper bounds, we see
that the extra term in (IT1.3.40) should be at worst proportional to ¢ and thus be negligible
for sufficiently small lattice spacing. Thus we can use the simpler formula

SR = —VRY — gfe, AL 3R, (I11.3.40')

The transformation laws for the conjugate momentum and scalar potential can be
defined by analogy to (IT1.3.40"). As observed in Sec. I11.3.4 the scalar potential only enters
the class operator via its averaged values (assuming that 77! = 0 is always taken as a
gauge choice), and so we only need to know how to transform @ and not ¢. Since ¥ and =
are defined midway between lattice points, we prescribe transformation laws which are the

obvious lattice realizations of (II1.3.34):
55 = 6AM — g5, B3R, (IIL.3.41a)
ol = —gfomMER, . (I11.3.41D)

Now we show that under such a gauge transformation, the expression (II1.3.6)
for the class operator is unchanged. First, we examine the measure for the path integral.
The demonstrations for D3AM | DEM and D3rM are all essentially the same, so we show it
explicitly only for D3AM. Under the gauge transformation AM — AM = AM L §AM  we

have _
M : 0AMi(x)
M1 _ Mi b
Ial dA " (x) = (Ial dA; (x)) det {7(914?41,(}() . (I11.3.42)
The Jacobian matrix is

OAYI(x) _
oA

95 AMi (x)

DAV O 9f5a0AY (x). (I11.3.43)

Using the standard matrix result that to lowest order in da, det(1 + da) = 1 4 Trda, we see
that the Jacobian for the transformation is

HAM:
det {Mng;} =1— fL oMY (x) =1 (I11.3.44)

where we have used the fact that the structure constants are totally antisymmetric. This
tells us that

DPAM = DM (I11.3.45a)
and the demonstrations that _
DM = pgM (IT1.3.45b)
and
D3FM = p3gM (I11.3.45¢)

proceed similarly.
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Next we consider the canonical action density [i.e., A - 7w minus the Hamiltonian
density; ¢f. (I11.3.3)]. The demonstration is simplest if we undo the integration by parts to
write it in the form

. — 1
AM.WM_H‘_M_DM¢M__

! (ﬂ_M)Q_% (BM)? = MM _ 1 (ﬂM)Q_% (BM)?, (II1.3.46)

2

where we have defined the lattice realizations of the electric and magnetic fields by analogy
to (II1.2.11) and (IT1.2.8b):

EM = —AM _DVgM (I11.3.47a)

and .
BM = v x A + 59 o AN &) (I11.3.47D)

The conjugate momentum 7 is defined by (II1.3.41b) to transform as an isovector. The
transformations of E and B are

SEY = —6AM — (D) — gf5A, B (I11.3.48a)
SBY =V x 6K, + gfo0Rs x Ay, (IT1.3.48D)

which can be shown, with a little algebra, to give the expected isovector transformations:

SE} = —gf;:bEé”my (II1.3.49a)
SBY = —gf5,BMGA, . (I11.3.49b)

. . 2 2
So, since M, EM and BM all transform as isovectors, (7TM) , (BM) and EM . #M are
gauge invariant quantities, and

AM =M LM .BMT;M _ % (%M)2 1 (]“3'1\/[)2
1

=AM xM o DY C (nM) - D (BY)L (1113.50)

N =

The gauge-fixing delta function becomes § {éM } Using (I11.3.2¢) to write the

Fadeev-Popov determinant as
1 /
— = /DA’&[GA -q), (I11.3.51)
Ag

where G» indicates the result of a gauge transformation on G by the dummy variable A’(z),
we see that the effect of a gauge transformation by A(z) is

L /DA’&[GA"A - Gh. (111.3.52)
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Changing the variable of integration to A” = A’ - A (the gauge transformation accomplished
by successive application of A’ and A), we have (using formal invariance of the group measure;
see section 7.5 of [39] for more details)

1

= TIL3.
ye (I11.3.53)

1 / DASIGN — &)
Ag

Coarse graining only by gauge-invariant alternatives means that a path {4, 7} is
in the class ¢, if and only if the corresponding path {A, 7} is, so

ealA, 7] = eqA, 7. (I11.3.54)

Finally, we consider the behavior of the wave functionals ®* and V.

\I/[K’] = \II[A/ +6A’] = \I][A/] + /d3:c6A’(x) . ﬂ
DA'(x)
DU (I11.3.55)
— n _ 3, / / .
— p[A] /d:c(D )0 pat
Upon integrating by parts, this becomes
A/ ’ 3 ' DY /
VA = WA+ [ dON' D' o = WA, (111.3.56)

where we have used the operator constraint (II1.2.18b) on the wave functional ¥ in the last
step. _

Now, we relabel the variables A and 7 in (II1.3.6) by A and 7 and use (II1.3.45),
(I11.3.50), (II1.3.53), (I11.3.54) and (II1.3.56) to convert the expression to

(D|C, | W) = /D?’ZJ“@* (A7)
0 . —
x ( 11 / D3AMDGM DM exp {m / d (AM- My ﬁM, %M} —ZMDM. %M) })
= J+1 ~ N ~ .
x (H 6 |G| AgM> A% ) ea[ 4]
M=0
= /'D3AJ+1<I>* [AJ+1;t”)
0
X ( H /D3AMD¢MD37TM exp {i&t/d% (AM- L [XM,TFM} — MDY TrM)}>
M=J

J+1
x (H 5 [GM} A5M> W [A%H) eq[A,w], (IL3.57)
M=0

which shows that the expressions for the class operators are the same whether the gauge is
G=0o0r G=0.
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I1I.4 Phase space results

I11.4.1 Allowed alternatives

In the previous section, we described a sum-over-histories construction of the class
operators (and hence the decoherence functional) for a NAGT. For the class operators to
have the desirable properties detailed therein, the alternatives considered need only be gauge-
invariant coarse grainings of the connection A and the conjugate momentum 7. However,
in practice we will not be interested in arbitrary gauge-invariant quantities, but only the
physical quantities of the theory, namely the gauge electric and magnetic fields and the
covariant derivative. In a phase space formulation, those are identified with the isovectors
—m, B and D, respectively. Thus we define physical phase space coarse grainings to be those
in which the gauge electric field is identified with —7 and the gauge magnetic field with B.
(The physical phase space theory is then a subset of the phase space theory described in
section II1.3.)

We can partition the histories by the values of arbitrary isoscalars (gauge invariant
quantities) constructed from the physically allowed isovectors. Since the length of an isovector
is an isoscalar, coarse graining by the length of isovectors is allowed. It is more convenient to
think of this sort of coarse graining as specifying in which of a set of regions in isospace an
isovector lies, where all the regions are rotationally invariant. From now on, when we talk
about coarse graining by isovectors, this is what we mean.

I11.4.2 Constraints

So a general “physical” coarse graining can involve functionals of 7w, B, D, and
D;. If we consider the subset of coarse grainings which involves the first three but not the
covariant time derivative Dy, we see that it involves only the vector potential A and the
conjugate momentum 7, and not the scalar potential ¢. If we work in a gauge which also
leaves ¢ unrestricted, we can perform the path integral over ¢ to obtain

/Dcpexp (i/d‘*x@D-w) = 0D - 7/2n], (IT1.4.1)
and (IT1.3.1) becomes

(B|C, | V) = / DAD3 7 ®* [A”;1") det[27]0[K]0[G] Ag A, w]eSean AT WA 1), (111.4.2)

In particular, if we coarse grain by values of the constraint K = D - 7r, the delta
function will cause the class operator to vanish for any class which does not include D-7 = 0,
i.e., the constraint satisfied. If exactly one class includes that condition, then, it will have the
only non-vanishing class operator, and the only non-vanishing element of the decoherence
functional will be the diagonal element corresponding to that alternative. This will then
allow the assignment of probabilities, namely, a probability of 1 for the alternative in which
the constraint is satisfied and 0 for all others.
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Now we make this formal demonstration more precise. Given our choice of lattice
expressions, it should be clear that the relevant quantities are the following functions defined

on each slice: {KM(X) _ (ﬁM. ﬂ_M) (x)} ' (I11.4.3)

If we work in a gauge which sets 7’/*! to zero and does not otherwise restrict ¢, we can

perform the @ integrals as in (I111.3.17) and obtain from (II1.3.6) [recalling (II1.3.12)]

(®|C| W) = / DAATH18* AT ¢7) det[d)]
0 i i
x ( 11 / DIAMDA M expy {m / dn (AM . 7 3 [K ,wMD}a (K™ 5T—1)
M=J

J+1
X <ﬁ § [GM] AgM> U [A% ) eq [A,m]. (II14.4)

M=0

The § [K M } causes the class operator to vanish for any coarse graining not consistent with
all the {K M } vanishing everywhere. Thus if we coarse grain by an average of the constraint
over some spacetime region, which will correspond to some average over the {K M }, the only
non-zero element of the decoherence functional will be the diagonal one corresponding to
that average vanishing.

111.4.3 Comparison to reduced phase space theory

In a reduced phase space canonical theory, as described in section II1.3.4, the al-
ternatives are defined by projections onto eigenstates of physical operators. Working in the
axial gauge, the operator corresponding to the gauge electric field is [¢f. (II1.3.19)]

- (?u — e, 071D, - m) (I1L.4.5a)
and that corresponding to the gauge magnetic field is
. - 1 - -
B =V x A] + SgfaAT X Al (I11.4.5b)

The operator for the covariant gradient is D™ = §,V + g fgbgj_, but it is less clear how
to convert D,?b = a0 — 95 pc Into an operator built out of A and 7 . First of all, we

need to consider the time derivatives of A; and 7. In an operator theory, one identifies
the time derivatives at one moment of time via the Heisenberg equations of motion:

DAL =i [ﬁd KL] =7+ W(D.L8;?Dy -7y) (IIL.4.6a)

o =i [ﬁred,%ﬂ =1, - (ﬁL x E)a —gfsW((8;°Dy -7 ) 7)), (IIL4.6D)
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where
IL=T-e,®e, (I11.4.7)
is the tensor which projects onto the “perpendicular” directions. If we identify
p=-0°D, -7, (I11.4.8)

and remember that the final operator expressions should always be Weyl-ordered, equations
(II1.4.6) give the operator versions of —E; = 7 [two of the components of (II1.2.16a)]
and the Maxwell’s equation Dyw; = —(D x B); [two of the components of (II1.2.16b)],
respectively. We also have

Tn = On®, (I11.4.9)

which is the third component of (II1.2.16a). So the operator realization of Dg? is

Sards + 9102 (fn : Tn) : (I11.4.10)
(&

where the effects of 9; on other operators are given by (II1.4.6). Of course, in a sum-over-

histories formulation, attempts to describe instantaneous values of time derivatives do not

yield sensible results due to the non-differentiability of the paths. Instead, we coarse grain by

time derivatives averaged over time, which correspond to coarse grainings by the difference

between values of a quantity at two finitely separated instants of time.

As described in section 1.3.3, probabilities in the usual operator quantum mechanics
are described by expectation values of projection operators, while in an operator generalized
quantum mechanics [5], an alternative ¢, corresponds to a class operator C, which is defined
as in (1.3.8) by a chain of such projections:

1
O, = e~ iHlrea®’~t) pn ( I1 e‘iﬁmd(““_“)P;> e~ iHrea(t1—t) (IIL.4.11)

i=n—1

If we generalize further, and allow a class operator to be not just a single chain of projections,
but a sum of such chains, we can describe more general alternatives, such as coarse grainings
by time averages. The operator expression corresponding to a coarse-grained class operator
would be defined by assigning to each class ¢, a sum of chains of projections:

1
Co= > e ifalt’~tn)pr ( 1T eiﬁred“iﬂti)P;i) e~ tHhea(ti=t) - (TI1.4.117)

{Oti}EOt i=n—1

This will be equivalent to the corresponding sum-over-histories expression if we can replace
the projections with restricted integrations on lattice slices. First, consider a projection onto
a range of the codrdinate A | :

P, = [ DR AL ea AL (AL, (4.2

where
0, Ay ¢A;

(IIL.4.13)
1, Aj_ S Az

€A, [Aj_] = {
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is the indicator function for the region A; in the space of field configurations {A* (x)}. To
examine the effect that this projection has on the class operator, assume that we have taken
our lattice spacing small enough that dt < t; 11 — t;,t; — t;—1 so that if ¢; is the latest time
slice before t; (i.e., ty41 > t; > tr), no other projections lie in the interval (¢7,¢7+1). Then
the effect of the projection is to modify the right-hand side of (II1.3.30) to be, to first order
in dt,

(ATH [1 —i(trp1 — ti)ﬁmd} Pi, [1 —i(t; — tl)ﬁmd} |AL)

= (AT (1 - iétﬁmd) |A%) (M% A 4 il

ot

- ea, [Ai]). (ITL.4.14)

In the sum-over-histories formulation, we would choose an A most closely corresponding
to A (¢;) and one factor in the indicator function e, would be ea,[A" ]. Given the spirit of

our lattice resolution, that is clearly Xi. There is a discrepancy between the expressions
—I
en, [A l} (II1.4.15a)
and

t; —tr
ot

tryr — t;
ot

ea, [AT] + ea, [A1], (I11.4.15D)

even when t; = t; + %. However, it can be seen as an artifact of the lattice; we argued in

section TT1.3.5 that as 6t — 0, the difference between A/, AT and Ki vanishes like (6t)'/2,
so we expect both expressions to give the same results in that limit. {It is interesting to note
that (II1.4.15a) and (I11.4.15b) are reminiscent of equations (20) and (19), respectively, of
Feynman’s original paper [4] on path integrals.}

Here we should consider a moment just what “projections onto ranges of A ”
means, physically. After all, A is a gauge-dependent quantity, so it cannot be the expression
which determines the coarse graining in (I11.3.6) independent of the gauge choice G. The
two quantities of interest constructed from A are D and B. Since B, as defined by (I11.2.8b),
depends only on the vector potential A at a single time, a field configuration B(x) can be
determined from a field configuration A(x) alone. In fact, the gauge freedom means there
are many configurations of A which lead to the same B configuration, so there is a one-to-
one correspondence between field configurations B(x) and gauge-fixed field configurations
AJ_ (X)

If we project by values of 7,

Py, = [ Dot ) ea ] . (11.4.16)
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we find that to first order in 6t
<Ai+1’ e—iﬁmd(tm—ti)P&e—iﬁmd(ti—m ’AD

- / D2t DAY Dt (ALF o) (5 [AY) (AL |t () [AL)

t —t AI+1 At
X {% <1 — 10t Hyeq [%,ﬂ'i en,; [7"]

_ LAl
Lt &tz (1 — 6t Hyeq [w,ﬂ}) en, [wi]}. (I11.4.17)

2

If we argue that in the limit ¢ — 0 we can replace A4 with Al in the first term and A"
in the second term, we recover the sum-over-histories expression

D*ry (AL w) (w' |AL) (1 —idtH AT TAL L : 111
1AL 1 1AL red 5 7| | ea; [70].  (I11.4.18)

Now we consider physically what a projection onto values of 7w means. The con-
jugate momentum 7 is gauge-covariant, and in the physical phase space theory directly
accessible, so as long as the regions {A;} are rotationally invariant in isospace, these are
allowed sets of alternatives. However, dependence of the reduced Hamiltonian (I11.3.25) on
7 not just directly but through the fixed form (I11.3.20) of 7, means that we are actually
restricting not 7| independently, but 7, subject to the constraint D - w = 0. This is no
cause for alarm, though, since as long as the coarse graining makes no reference to ¢(t;),
the result (II1.4.2) [or (II1.4.4)] ensures that this is also the case in the sum-over-histories
formulation.

It seems reasonable to assume that, modulo operator ordering delicacies, a similar
correspondence will hold for any combination of D, B and 7, and the the sum-over-histories
formulation gives the same results as the corresponding reduced phase space canonical theory
{referred to in [24] and elsewhere as “Arnowitt-Deser-Misner (ADM) quantization”} for
physical phase space coarse grainings not involving Dy.

II1.5 Configuration space results

I11.5.1 Allowed alternatives; overview

In the sum-over-histories formulation, it is possible to consider a set of physical
alternatives in which the conjugate momenta are not specified. The gauge electric field,
which was previously described by —m, is now described solely in terms of the potentials
as E = —A — Dy. While these two definitions of the gauge electric field are classically
equivalent, quantum mechanical descriptions based on them will in general be inequivalent.
The physical configuration space theory is that in which the gauge electric field is represented
by E and the gauge magnetic field by B. It has the advantage over the physical phase space
realization that, as described in section III.6, it is formally manifestly Lorentz-invariant.
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However, for that very reason, it will turn out to be not completely consistent with the
enforcement of the Gauss’s law constraint.

In the subset of gauge-invariant alternatives which do not restrict the momenta (of
which the physical configuration space alternatives are in turn a subset), the integrals over the
momenta in the path integral (II1.3.6) for the class operator can be explicitly performed. We
do this in section II1.5.2, which gives us a constructive definition of the configuration space
path integral (II1.3.5). For the purposes of the physical configuration space realization of the
NAGT, we could have started with the formal expression (IIL.3.5), but approaching it via
the phase space route has enabled us to calculate naturally the measure for the configuration
space path integral.

After constructing the configuration space path integral, we spend the next two
subsections of section III.5 on coarse grainings by the configuration space constraints. In
section IT1.5.3 we construct a class of quantities which have the same properties as those
found for the constraints of E&M in [24]: the only decohering coarse grainings are those which
predict that the constraint is satisfied with 100% probability. In section II1.5.4, however, we
exhibit a quantity in the Abelian theory of E&M which vanishes in the presence of the Gauss’s
law constraint, yet violates this property; there are decohering coarse grainings which predict
nonvanishing values of the quantity with nonzero probability.

I11.5.2 Reducing the phase space formulation to the configuration
space formulation

Since the coarse grainings make no reference to the canonical momenta 7, we can
work in a gauge where 7 is unrestricted and perform the Gaussian integrals over the momenta
in (I11.3.6) [using the form of the canonical action density in (II1.3.46)]:

/DST‘_M exp{—i&t/d% [% (ﬂ_M)? M. (AM _’_ﬁM@M)]}
= HN;?/d?’wflw(x) exp (— iétégx{% [w(]y(x)f —rM(x)- [Aflw(x) + (ﬁMﬁM) (x)} })
X , | 2
T () o {25 (A + (054) ]}

3

1 2 0°x 3/2
_ . 3., M
= exp {25t/d:r2 (E ) } | | <727Ti5th‘) (I11.5.1)

a,x




82 CHAPTER III. NON-ABELIAN GAUGE THEORIES

and rewrite the class operator as

<‘I)|Ca|\11> :N/D4AJ+1‘I>* [AJJrl;t//)

x (Af_[J/D‘*AM exp {iét/d?’x% [(EY)* - (BM)2]})

J+2
X ( H ) [GM} AgM> v [Ao;tl) ealA],

M=0
(IT1.5.2)

where EM and BM are as given in (I11.3.47) and we have defined the normalization constant

63x 3/2 J+1

Looking at (II1.5.2), we see that it is a lattice realization of the formal expression
(I11.3.5), with the measure for the configuration space path integral explicitly calculated.
I11.5.3 Coarse graining by values of the constraints
Factoring the class operators

In configuration space, the constraint becomes

Q=-D-E=D-A+D%=0 (I11.5.3)

and the electric field part of the Lagrangian is
1 1. .
/d3x§E2 - /d%c5 {AQ +2A Dy + (Dgﬂ . (IIL.5.4)

This is most fruitfully simplified by a new gauge, which we dub the “dotted Coulomb gauge”
(DCG),'? in which .
D-A=0. (I11.5.5)

This differs from the Coulomb gauge in which D - A = 0 because the time derivative does not
commute with the covariant gradient D. In this gauge, the constraint becomes Q = D?p =0
and, after integrating by parts, the electric field part of the Lagrangian becomes

1r.
/d%5 [A2 + (Dgp)ﬂ . (IIL5.6)
The lattice realization of the gauge condition is

M =D". AM = ¢ (I1L5.7)

121t is possible to show that we can always reach this gauge, via an argument analogous to that used in
[42] to show that one can always reach the Coulomb gauge in a NAGT.
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for M = 0 to .J, which, taken along with G’/*2 = 7+ = 0, leaves one hypersurface worth of
gauge conditions G711 to be specified. We assume that this is defined on some hypersurface
away from the region examined by our coarse graining, and ignore it. (It is conventional to
assume that it has been used to ensure that the scalar potential vanishes at spatial infinity.)
The Fadeev-Popov determinant for the DCG can be calculated from (II1.3.2b) to give

Ag = det[-D?9;] = det[-D?] det[0;] (IT1.5.8)

and the class operator is now

(®|Cy|T) :J\//D3AJ+1det[8t]<I>* [ATTL ) W [A% 1)
(TL [ [ [(3) - @] [ 4% [- (87) o))
x {j_[J/D@M exp {Mt/d%% (ﬁMaMﬂ } 5[G7Y] AgreiealA, ). (I115.9)

The expression (II1.5.9) is beginning to factor into two pieces: a piece depending
on the initial and final wave functionals which involves only the vector potential, and a piece
describing the coarse graining which involves only the scalar potential. The two factors
which still involve both potentials are the (D¢)? term in the exponential and the indicator
functional e, [A, ¢]. We would like to solve the first problem by changing variables from ¢
to Dy in the path integral, but the latter is a vector while the former is only a scalar. To
construct a scalar corresponding to D¢, we need to develop some notation.

First, for the remainder of this section, it will be useful to consider all unadorned
variables to be scalars rather than four-vectors. For example, k = |k| = vk -k. Now, we
define a nonlocal scalar operator V = (V?)'/2 via a Fourier transform:

3 d3 ,
Vix) = / ) e Xk £(x) (I11.5.10)

so that V2 = V? is the Laplacian. (We could have defined the square root to have the
opposite sign, but it would not substantially change what follows.) Building on the properties
of this operator, we define an analogous square root for the covariant Laplacian

D2 =V 4ig(A® -V +V - -AYT, — g*(A* - AT, T, (IIL.5.11)
via an expansion (the convergence of which we do not address) as follows:

1/2 1/2

D= (D2)1/2 — [V2 + (D2 _ VQ)] _ (V2)1/2 [1 + v—2(D2 _ VQ)}

v i b [V-2(D? — V2" (I11.5.12)
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where {b,,} are the Taylor expansion coefficients of (1 4 z)'/2 and V~2 is another non-local
operator

_ RN 1
V2f(x) _/Wek( ) <_F) f(x) (I11.5.13)
defined so that V?V—2 = V2V? = 1.

Now we want to massage the scalar potential part of the action so that it involves
D¢ rather than Dy. Integrating by parts, we see that

1 1 1
B /d%(D(p)Q =-3 /d%(pD Dy = —3 /dga: ©D?*p (I11.5.14)

and now we need to move one of the D operators back to the left. It is straightforward to
show (by expanding o and $ in Fourier transforms) that

[ #atvae) = [ d(a)se) (111.5.15)
(which is the opposite sign from the integration by parts involving V) and
/dgx a(x)V2B(x) = /dgx(vfza)(x)ﬁ(x). (IT1.5.16)
Using those two results, along with
[ a2 - v3)500 = [ % [(D* - VP)a)] px) (I1L5.17)
(which follows from the integration by parts procedures for V and D) one can show that
—% /d% ©D?*p = —%/d%(Dcp)Q. (IT1.5.18)
If we define!3
M = iDMM, (I11.5.19)

the class operator becomes

(®|C, | D) zN/D3AJ+1det[8t]<I>* [ATTL ) W [A% 1)
(T f oo i [ [ (7)< )] o5 4] e [ 701 )

0
Mex 7 3171 My? JH1 J+1€¢ . L.
X{J\EJ/W p[ét/d 2(5 )]}5[6* 1 A¢ [A,&]. (IIL1.5.20)

13The factor of i is necessary to make £(x) a real quantity. In E&M, this change of variables is just
changing to £ = —iE1, where Fy, is the (scalar) longitudinal part of the electric field.
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Now the only obstacle to factorization of the class operator is the indicator func-
tional e,. If we coarse grain by some temporal and spatial average (@) of the constraint

Q =D?*p = —iDE, (IT1.5.21)

the indicator functional for a class in which this average lies in the range A (which, since @
is an isovector, is a region in isospace which is mapped onto itself by gauge transformations)
is (letting n =), 1 be the dimension of the adjoint representation of the gauge group, and
keeping in mind that f is a complex isovector quantity)

allQ) = [ (s - (-iDe)), (I11.5.22)

A

which depends on A via the operator D. If, however, we coarse grain by values of iD~1(Q,
which classically should vanish whenever () does, we are coarse graining by &, ea is inde-
pendent of A, and we can perform the following manipulation:

(®|CA|W) :NCA/D?’AJ“det[at]q)* [ATT ) W [A% )

- . L]/aan? 2 M —M
X (1\}__[J/7_)3AMexp{z(‘it/dfﬁ’x5 [(AM) _ (BM) }}5 [D -AM} det [ZD 3,5})
x 0 [G7T] Agusr, (1115.23)

where

Ca = { ]2[ /DSM exp {Mt/d%% (5M)2] } eal€]. (I11.5.24)

M=J

This means that
D(A,A) = C@C'é (I11.5.25)

and we can apply an argument from section VI.4 of [24]: when the decoherence functional
factors in this way, the only way the off-diagonal elements can vanish is if only one of the
{Ca} is non-zero. In that case, one diagonal element of the decoherence functional is unity
and all the others vanish, which corresponds to a definite prediction of that alternative (100%
probability). Thus we have the result: coarse grainings of iD~*(—=D - E) in configuration
space fall into two categories: either they yield a definite prediction of a single alternative,
or they fail to decohere. In the former case, we expect that the predicted alternative will be
the one consistent with constraint @ = 0, but this argument itself does not settle the issue.
However, the conjecture seems very likely given that the integrand in the expression (111.5.24)
for Ca is stationary about £ = 0, which would seem to make the alternative including £ = 0
the one most likely to have a non-vanishing Ca.
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A decohering example

We now present explicit calculation of Ca for one choice of the average (£) which
verifies both that coarse grainings of the first class exist and that the alternative predicted is
(in this case) indeed the one consistent with the constraint. The demonstration is analogous
to that used in section VI.4 of [24] for E&M, and the specialization of the present result
(ITI.A.16) to the Abelian case is in fact a more accurate version of equation (VI.4.12) therein.

We coarse grain by an average (€) over modes so that the indicator functional is

ealé] = /d%fs(f —(&)). (IT1.5.26)

A

The average (£) is defined to be over a time interval At and a group of modes in spatial
frequency space A%. We refer to this group of modes as 2, which we also use for the mode
volume (2 = AtA%), so that the average is

(€)= é/dtd%c‘fk(t) = % > 5t/d3k5{}4, (I11.5.27)

a MeQ ¢

where &y is the Fourier transform

eM — i e ikxgM (x) (IT1.5.28)
k (27T)3/2 . . .
For this coarse graining, the calculation in appendix III.A gives
Ca =K / d2rfeifI® (IT1.A.16)
A

where K’ is a constant. The integrand is an “imaginary Gaussian” of width 1/v/2Q; For
|f |2 2 1/2Q, the integrand will oscillate rapidly and the contributions to the integral will
cancel out. This means that if we average over a large enough group of modes 2 that the
region
2
1 / dt &% & (t)| < € (I11.5.29)
Q0 U~ 90 "
Q
is contained in a single bin A, that will correspond to the only non-negligible Ca, and we will
have a definite prediction that the configuration space constraint is satisfied to that accuracy.
This result is less comforting than the Abelian one, since our alternatives were

defined not by the usual configuration space constraint Q = —D - E but a nonlocal function
of it. In E&M, no one would object to analogously coarse graining by the longitudinal
component of the electric field rather than its divergence, but in that case the relationship
between them does not involve the other components of A so a similar factorization can be
performed on —V - E as on Ey. However, in a NAGT, coarse graining by ) = —iDE tangles
up € and A. Even in E&M, we run into this problem if we coarse grain by quantities which
involve both Fj, and Ar. We examine one such coarse graining in the next section.
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I111.5.4 Coarse graining E&M by quantities proportional to the con-
straint

We showed in the previous section that coarse grainings by values of £ in a NAGT
(or B, in E&M) could only decohere in cases where they led to a definite prediction. The
demonstration does not work for coarse grainings by —iDE (or f[Er,B] in E&M). We will
now exhibit such a coarse graining in E&M which decoheres, but predicts non-zero probabil-
ities for more than one alternative, thus verifying that the property described in the previous
section does not always hold.

The situation for this coarse graining is reminiscent of the physical decoherence dis-
cussed in Chapter IV, in which “system” of interest is coupled to an “environment” which is
not measured, but carries away phase information which causes sets of alternatives describ-
ing the “system” to decohere, but with the following differences. The “system” variables A
are coupled to the “environment” variables £ not by the action, but by the coarse graining
itself, and here it is the initial state rather than the coarse graining which is independent
of the “environment” £. But as we shall see, this is still a mechanism which can produce
decoherence of a sort different than that seen in the previous section, and lead to more
than one alternative having non-zero probability. For our purposes, it will be most useful to
consider coarse grainings by functionals of E7, and B in the Abelian gauge theory of electro-
magnetism. (Although we will briefly mention, at the end of the section, a similar result in
another theory to illustrate the generality of the mechanism described here.)

In the Abelian theory, the dotted Coulomb gauge (II1.5.5) is equivalent to the
Coulomb gauge Ay, = 0 and (II1.5.9) becomes

(®B|CH|T) = N / DA det[0,)@* [AL T ) U [AG; )
X (Af_IJ/DQATM exp {z’&t/d3 % [(A%)g - (v x ATMﬂ } det[—V])
X {Af_[J/D@M exp {Mt/d%% (V@M)Q] } ealAr, @]
(111.5.30)

For the purposes of E&M, we need not concern ourselves with the details of the lattice ap-
proximation, because the reduced Hamiltonian is free from the operator ordering ambiguities
discussed in section III1.3.4.'* This means that any choice of operator ordering convention
gives the same reduced Hamiltonian, and in light of the discussion in footnote 11, page 70
this means that different lattice realizations of the path integral will be equivalent. We are

MFor example, in the axial gauge (I11.3.13), the functional defined in (IT1.3.19) becomes m,[A |, 7 ] =
—87'V | -, which is independent of A | so that %(wn [A),7])? can be unambiguously converted into

an operator expression.
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thus justified in working with the formal equivalent of (I11.5.30):

(B|Cy| ) = AG/DQAT Dy *[AT 1)

x :xp {i/d4 % [(AT)2 - (V x AT)2 + (Vgo)z} } w[AY:¢). (I15.31)

Since we can observe that the “physical degrees of freedom” upon which the wave
functionals depend are just the transverse components of A, it is useful to factor out the
wave functionals and write

(@ICal¥) = [ DG DUy 07 [Af: ") CalAFt | AT ) (A7), (ITL5.32)
where
ColA7; t"|AT;t) = Ag / D*Ar D el i 4L, (I11.5.33)
A’I’,ozAfT

If we write the initial and final conditions as

Pl [ Ao, Ay ] =D @Al t") pf Bi [AT; 1) (II1.5.34a)
pi[Alg, Ay] = Z w3 (A3 t) p}‘IJj (A7), (IIL.5.34b)
j

we have, from (I11.5.32) and (1.3.12),

D(a,a’) / D?AY., DAY D*Al, DAl
X i [Ag, A Cal ATyt A3 ) py [Alpy, A | O [Alpg; t|Alpy; t),  (IT1.5.35)

where we have established the useful convention that oc indicates a proportionality constant
which is the same for all classes and thus can be absorbed into the normalization. The
quantity we choose to define our alternatives is

gBY(EL)|%, (111.5.36)

where g[B*] is a functional (which we take to be positive semidefinite for reasons to become
clear later) of the magnetic field configuration B* on some time slice ¢;, and (-) indicates
an average over some mode volume (i.e., an average over wavenumber and time!®). The
indicator function for this quantity to lie in some interval A is

= [as(s - aWE) = [ [ dbaasts b - siBDS(a- (E0),
A A

(I11.5.37)

15Since it involves a time average, this sort of alternative is not accessible in a standard operator-and-state
formulation of quantum mechanics.
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which allows us to write
CalAT;t"|A;t) =

df/dbdaé(f—ba)A(a)B[ " ALLb)
/ (IIL.5.38)

A (1) Biar AL,
where

Ala) = / Dy exp [z /t " / d%% (wa)?] 5(&— |<w>|2) det[~V] (I11.5.38a)

and
t// 1 ) 2 2
B[AY, Alp;b) = /'D2ATexp z/ dt/d3 5 [(AT) —(V x A7) ] 5(b— g[V x AL]).
ALAL v
(I11.5.38b)
Writing the average over a group of modes as
1
(Vo) =45 / dt dk[ikipy (1)), (I11.5.39)
Q
a calculation analogous to the one in appendix ITI.A tells us that
Ala) /m exp <ZQ 3 |rg|2> 5 (o)
oeQ (I11.5.40)

x /dngTé exp (’LQ |T0|2) ] (a - |T0|2) x eQ(a),
where O(a) is the Heaviside step function. Meanwhile, we can write B as!®
B[A7, Ar;b) = /9214%9[ 73 t"| Al ti) 6(b — g[V x A7) G[Ag;ti|Apst'),  (TI15.41)

where

t//
G At | Al t) = /D2ATexp {z/ dt/d3 % {(AT)Q —(V x AT)Q]} (I11.5.42)
t/

AYAL

16The attentive reader may notice that we are implicitly expressing our coarse graining in terms of A‘
as though it corresponded to A on a single lattice slice (AI) rather than an average (XI), as we were

instructed to do in section I11.3.3. This is not a problem, because, as discussed earlier, the operator ordering
ambiguities that led us to make the distinction between the two are not present in E&M.
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is the propagator for the Ar sector of the theory. By Fourier transforming the spatial
dependence of Ar, G can be seen to be the propagator for a harmonic oscillator whose
natural frequency depends on the wave number k of the mode. Equation (II1.5.41) allows us
to write the dependence implied by (111.5.35) and (I11.5.38) of D(As, A1) on the initial and
final conditions as

[ DA DU D D A, A B (A Ay ) (A, Al (A%, Al
= /DQALTQDQALTMZ (Ao, A]0(b1 — g[V x Ay ])py, [Ady, Appld (b2 — g[V x Agy)),
(I11.5.43)

where we have used the propagator G to transform pj, to p;, and p{, to pi’ . If the final state
is one of future indifference:

p" (AT, ATy] o 0[ATy — AT] (IIL.5.44)
(which is preserved by the propagator), (I11.5.43) becomes proportional to
[ D501 — 619 % A A AGI0 — 91V x AY) = 662 — b)p00), (TL5.45)
where
p0) = [ D25 6(b - g1V x Ag), [Af, A, (I1L.5.46)

Combining (IT1.5.35) and (111.5.38) with the expression for A in (II1.5.40) and this
result concerning B, we have

D(A,A) /df/df’/gp(b)eif’(f—f’vb@ (%) S) (%) (I11.5.47)
Al

A

With the condition that g[B'] is everywhere non-negative, we see from (II1.5.46) that p(b)
vanishes for negative b and the step functions above become O(f)O(f’). If we define the
regions {A} to cover the positive real axis, we can drop the step functions to give

DA A [ df [ df G(f - ), (IIL.5.48)
[]
where -
Glo) = [ pmpe, (1115 480)
0

Note that since G(f — f’) depends only on the difference between f and f’, no value of f
is preferred over any other. In particular, if the bins {A} are all the same size, D(A, A’)
depends only on the relative separation of A and A’ not their absolute location. This means
that if there is decoherence, (I11.5.48) predicts that the measured quantity is equally likely
to have any value.



II1.5. CONFIGURATION SPACE RESULTS 91

It is possible to choose the p(b) (which is determined by the initial conditions) to
produce at least weak decoherence. For example, let p(b) be a Gaussian in 1/b:

p(b) = A0 (H)O(A ! — b)e /207" (I11.5.49)

where A, is a cutoff-dependent normalization given by

A1

V2

A = / dbe /2" < 28 (I11.5.49a)
0 A

to ensure [;* p(b) = 1.

If A is small enough, the leading terms in the decoherence functional will not depend
on it. If the real parts of the off-diagonal elements of the decoherence functional are much less
than the diagonal elements, the coarse graining will exhibit approximate weak decoherence
[¢f. (1.3.5)] The calculation in appendix ITII.C shows for bins of equal size A that, to lowest
order in e~ (202)%/2

ReD(J + AJ,J) < exp[—(QoA)2(|AJT| — 1)%/2]

D(J,J) ~ QoAV27

So D(J,J 4 1) is suppressed by a factor of (QoA)~! relative to D(J, J), while all
the other elements of the decoherence functional are exponentially suppressed. In general,
we expect this sort of result if ReG(y) falls off on a scale which is small compared to A
[which should in general be determinable from a steepest descents evaluation of (I11.5.48a).]
Schematically (Fig. I11.1), if Re G(y) becomes negligible for |y| 2 §, with 6 < A, the integral
for Re D(J, J+ AJ) for |AJ| > 2 will include none of the region for which G(y) is significant.
The area of the region in the integral for Re D(J,J £ 1) for which G(y) is significant is 62/2,
while that for D(J, J) is 2A8 — §%, so Re D(J, J £ 1) is suppressed by a factor of §/A.

This means that if QoA > 1, this coarse graining by g[BLH(EL>|2 decoheres weakly
for the initial condition (II1.5.49) and the final condition of future indifference, and there
is an equal probability for the wvalue to fall into any of the evenly spaced bins. A curious
corollary is that if we coarse grain by combining bins 0 through Jy — 1 into one alternative
¢, corresponding to g[B*] [(E)|* < JoA, and all the bins Jo and up into another alternative

. (I11.5.50)

¢s, corresponding to g[B‘]|<EL>‘2 > JoA, we find that since p< is a sum of Jy equal terms
and p~ is an infinite sum of the same terms, p. = 0 and p~ = 1 for any finite Jy, a definite
prediction that g[B‘] |(E)[> > JoA. This sort of phenomenon is common in the use of path
integral methods (for another example, see [43]) and is related to the non-differentiability of
Brownian paths.

Finally, let us comment on the significance of this result. If we coarse grained
by values of the corresponding phase space quantity, g[B*]|(wz)|?, (IIL4.2) would ensure
that we found a definite prediction that it vanished. Thus the phase space and configuration
space theories make different predictions. There are well-documented examples in generalized
quantum mechanics where analogous phase space and configuration space coarse grainings
lead to different decoherence functionals (for example, in Sections V.4.2 and VI.4 of [24]),
but in those cases, there was a coarse graining by momentum which decohered while coarse
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A > f

0 A 2/ 3A

Figure II1.1: The regions of integration of a general G(f — f’) to produce the decoherence
functional D(J,J’) via (111.5.48). If G(y) is negligible for |y| 2 J, integrals of G(y) over
regions two or more spots off the diagonal (|J — J'| > 2) will be negligible. Squares on the
diagonal (J = J') have a region of area 2A§ — §2 over which G(y) is appreciable. Squares
one spot off the diagonal (|J — J'| = 1) include some non-negligible values of G(y), but only
in a triangular region of area §2/2. Thus D(J,J 4 1) should be suppressed by a factor of
§/A relative to D(J,J). Compare Fig. 1 of [12].
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graining by the equivalent quantity in terms of velocity did not. When the coarse graining
by velocity decohered, it agreed with the coarse graining by momentum. The present result
is the first case known to the author of corresponding phase space and configuration space
coarse grainings, both of which decohere, but which give conflicting probabilities.

This result is not limited to constrained theories. Another system in which similar
phenomena can occur is the non-relativistic quantum mechanics of a free particle with two
degrees of freedom and an independent harmonic oscillator. In that case, one coarse grains by
the product of some function of the position of the harmonic oscillator at one instant of time
with the square of a time average of the velocity of the free particle. If the initial state is a
zero-momentum eigenstate of the free particle tensored with a suitable state of the harmonic
oscillator, one finds equal probability of any alternative, even though the corresponding phase
space coarse graining yields a definite prediction that the quantity vanishes.

These disagreements between configuration space and phase space predictions are
another example of classically equivalent theories which yield different predictions upon quan-
tization. Here, the classical equivalence which does not hold is that between momentum and
velocity. Possible motivations for choosing between these quantization schemes in the case
of gauge theories are discussed in the conclusion (section IIL.7).

II1.6 A few words about Lorentz invariance

Since our implementation of the sum over histories for the generalized quantum
mechanics of a NAGT has relied rather heavily on a division into time and space, it is worth
mentioning how little the formal theory really does to single out a preferred Lorentz frame.
The phase space theory is of course not Lorentz-invariant, as the conjugate momenta are
defined with respect to a particular time. Since —m and B are treated differently, it is not
possible to combine them into a field strength tensor which Lorentz transforms appropriately.
This is the source of the apparent asymmetry between different components of the equations
of motion

D,G* =0; (ITL.6.1)

the constraints hold identically, while the others do not.

However, the formal configuration space theory (and not just the “physical” con-
figuration space coarse grainings defined in section I11.5.1) can be cast into a form which is
manifestly Lorentz-invariant. In the formal configuration space expression

t//
(®|C | W) = / DA GTA": 1)5[G] AG[A] exp <—¢ / it / d%iGgUGgV) WA ),
t/

(I11.6.2)
E and B are treated on equal footing from a spacetime point of view as part of the tensor
G*. Lorentz invariance is broken in two ways, both concerning the initial and final wave
functionals ¥ and ®. First, they are attached on surfaces of constant coordinate time rather
than arbitrary spacelike surfaces; second, the operator constraints (I11.2.18) on ¥ and ® treat
¢ = A% and A = A’e; unequally. In this section, we demonstrate that these two problems
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are related to one another, and show how the conditions satisfied by the wave functionals
can be related to the surfaces on which they are evaluated.

We can generalize (II1.6.2) to arbitrary (spacelike) initial and final surfaces in the
straightforward manner:

(B|C|T) = / DA [A("”>; a”) S[GIAG[Alel [5 a4 L@) g [A<U’>; a’) , (IIL.6.3)
where A(?) is the restriction of the function A(z) (here the four-vector potential, but the
definition will apply to any function defined over spacetime) onto the three-surface o, and

the integral for the action is over the region bounded by ¢’ and ¢”. Using the sum over all
histories to define a propagator

G [ A, o

Aa) = [ DlaslGlacle I, (I11.6.4)
A(e") Ale”)

we can go from a wave functional U defined on one spacelike surface to one defined on
another:

v [A(””);a”) = /D4A(U')g [A(U”)a”

A<C”>a’) v [A<U’>; a’) . (I1L.6.5)

The class operators defined from (II1.6.3) for different choices of initial and final surfaces are
the same so long as all the spacetime points {x} at which the coarse grainings restrict the
fields A(x) still lie in between the initial and final surfaces.

The conditions satisfied by the wave functional are a consequence of the gauge
invariance of the path integral for the propagator, as discussed in [44].}7 Defining coordi-
nates {£'} on the 3-surface o and specifying its embedding in the flat Minkowski space as
{x#{¢"}}, the metric induced on the surface will be

oz#  .0x¥ . Co
2 _ P Fol Sl Fo/ R MU Fol i
ds® = 1y o€ d¢ oEi d&? = h;;dgtde’, (I11.6.6)
ozt Ox"
The condition that o be spacelike means that the three-metric {h;;} is positive definite, so
that the volume element on o is

v = d%V/h, (I11.6.7)

where h = det{h;;}. Now the restriction of A(x) onto o is defined by A(®)(¢) = A(x(¢)),
and is a function of the three codrdinates {¢} alone. This is the first argument of the

17Tt should be stressed that we are here considering the conditions imposed by gauge invariance on the
variation of U with respect to the gauge fields. As discussed in [45, 46], there are also conditions imposed
on U (viewed as a function of A@) and o) by Lorentz invariance. They involve changes in the surface o.
Roughly speaking, variations of o lying in o itself correspond to relabelling of the points in the surface,
and the function ¥(o) must change to reflect this. The conditions on variations of ¢ normal to o is the
Schrodinger equation associated with the the propagation rule (II1.6.5).
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wave functional ¥[A(?); o). Equation (IT1.6.5) shows that the dependence of ¥ on its first
argument is the same as the dependence of the propagator G on its first argument. Since
the path integral in (II1.6.4) is invariant under gauge transformations on A, the propagator
must be invariant under the effects of those gauge transformations on A©") and A" Since
the gauge transformation

SA% = =V, 6Aq — gf5AGON (I11.2.1)

is nonlocal, the change in A(°) cannot be described by using only the restriction §A(?) &) =
dA(x(§)) of the gauge transformation parameter A onto the surface o. To identify the
troublesome component of the gradient which introduces values of §A off of o, it is useful to
define a projection tensor

o0&t oz
— . I11.6.
o Qam 9g (TI1.6.8)
where 9¢¢/0z# is the gradient of & with respect to x lying in o so that
& Ozt .
— =4 I11.6.
Dur 06 6J (I11.6.9)
This also follows from the chain rule
0 ozt 0
. = _ . 111.6.1
o o0&t Qx (TT1.6.10)

Defining a complementary projection tensor T = 4}, — X}, we wish to project out the
components of {A#} with ¥ and Y. Since Tr¥ = 3 and Tr T = 1, it is convenient to define
projected objects with the number of components equal to the rank of the corresponding
projection. Thus, projections along ¥ are more concisely defined by simply projecting with
dzv /9. Defining'®

Ri(e) = 2% 40 ¢) (IT.6.11)
gt
and using (I11.6.10), the component of (III.2.1) lying in o is
o AT )
NS =~ afaRionT, (I11.6.12)

which is expressed entirely in terms of functions of €.

To look at the projection of a four-vector by the rank-one Y, it is convenient to
convert it into a scalar by dotting it into some arbitrary timelike vector v. Hence the
component of A out of the surface o is

$(§) = —v"TL(E) A (x(§)) = —u”(§) Au ((£))- (I1.6.13)

18We call this N; rather than Al(-g) to emphasize that the components N, Ro, N3 are defined with respect to

the codrdinates £1,£2, €3 lying in the surface o and are not in general the spatial components A;a), Aéa), A:(,)U)

defined with respect to the Cartesian spatial codrdinates x!, 22, 3.
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Since T has rank one, all possible vectors u” = v*T} determined from different v’s will be
parallel to one another. Since
o¢!
Y —=— =0 111.6.14
u oxv ’ ( )
u must be parallel to the normal to the surface . (We could choose it to be the normal
itself, but the normalization factor will turn out to be irrelevant in what follows.) Taking
the dot product of (IT1.2.1) with u, and defining

0 0

= = I11.6.1
u " v (ITL6.15)
we have
95\ ’
5o = ( = > I (I11.6.16)

which cannot be determined from ¢ and §A(“) alone.
Now, since the variation of G [A(‘T)oy A g’ ) under a gauge transformation must

vanish, this must also be true for ¥. That variation is given in terms of the functional
derivatives by

SU[A] = / d‘o’g\f —6A / d*Vh < TSI SAL T)T;My) . (I11.6.17)
u D ua

In general, ¥ and T will depend on the cotrdinate £, but they will still commute with the
gauge transformation ¢ and the functional differentiation D. Put otherwise, the same amount
of information is included in ({X;}, ¢) as in {ALU)} = (A(@),(?)), so that ¥ may be viewed
as a functional of X and ¢, in which case (II1.6.17) becomes

viv.o) = [ ¢V (W W&b)

Do
DU DU\  95A) DU 96A,\ ' DU
_ 3, (o), fc c c _ a a
/dgx/E[sAa 9fs, (N N?+¢ D¢b) 5e Ng+< o ) | (111.6.18)

Integrating the second term by parts and discarding the term at spatial infinity gives

0 DU
N\ Do VR 0€ (ﬁm‘;ﬂ
96A,\ 7 DU
+< du ) Doe [

For this to vanish for arbitrary dA(z), the coefficients of 6A(?)(¢) and (9,6A)()(¢) must

YN, g] = / /R {M(” [gfabN DY | o2y 1
(I11.6.19)
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vanish separately. This leads to the generalization of (III.2.18):

D
DW\P[N, ¢;0) =0 (I11.6.20a)
1 0 D
ab—7= 75 NS | — TR, ¢;0) = 0. 111.6.
(6 b\/ﬁagl\/ﬁ—’—gfabbzz) DNIZ,\IJ[N (b 0) 0 ( 6 20b)

Recognizing the form of the geometric “covariant divergence” on a curved manifold, we see
that the general conditions are

7%\1/[&, ¢;0) =0 (I11.6.21a)
D=2 w[R, ¢:0) = 0 (I11.6.21b)
'LDNi yP;0) = U, s

where D; is the “covariant” gradient in both the gauge and geometric senses of the word:

) J . )

(Di€7)a = St + Tk + a6, (116,22
i _ W (Ohy | Ohye  Bhi

= \9er T g~ oe )

(I11.6.22a)

For the case of o a surface of constant time, (I11.6.21) reduces to (II1.2.18).

So, if the initial and final “times” are generalized to arbitrary spacelike surfaces, the
conditions (111.6.21) obeyed by the initial and final wave functionals do not truly break Lorentz
inwvariance, since they depend only on the surfaces on which the states are attached, and not
on any absolute time direction. Thus the entire theory can be formulated in a manifestly
Lorentz invariant way, at least formally. With arbitrary initial and final surfaces, any lattice
realization of the path integrals in (II1.6.3) will in general involve a non-Cartesian lattice.
There are doubtless difficulties in defining such integrals, but they are beyond the scope of
the present work.

II1.7 Conclusions

In this chapter, I have developed and examined the sum-over-histories formulation
of generalized quantum mechanics for a non-Abelian gauge theory in the absence of matter,
which in addition to its inherent interest can be viewed as a toy model for Einstein’s general
relativity. The path integrals have been explicitly defined via an infinitesimal lattice, and
shown to be gauge invariant.

The most general form of the theory allows any set of gauge invariant phase space
alternatives to be assigned a decoherence functional. Restricting the alternatives to the phase
space implementations of the gauge electric and magnetic fields and the covariant derivative
gives the “physical phase space formulation”. If instead only gauge invariant configuration
space alternatives are considered, we obtain a different subset of possible coarse grainings.
This theory is formally Lorentz-invariant as well. A further restriction to coarse grainings
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involving the configuration space implementations of gauge electric and magnetic fields and
covariant derivative gives the “physical configuration space formulation”.

We have shown that the physical phase space formulation agrees with a reduced
phase space canonical operator (or, as it is known in other works including [24], “ADM”)
formulation, so long as the coarse grainings did not involve time derivatives. In particular,
the non-Abelian Gauss’s law constraint D - 7w = 0 is always satisfied.

The physical configuration space formulation behaves slightly differently. One for-
mally defined quantity which roughly corresponds to the longitudinal electric field Ey, from
E&M was shown to behave in the same way as Ep, did in the Abelian theory. Ie., coarse
grainings by this quantity which decohere predict that it vanishes. However, if one coarse
grains by more complicated quantities related to the configuration space constraint —D - E,
that may not be so. In E&M, we have explicitly shown that for suitable initial conditions,
coarse grainings by one such quantity {g[B(t;)]|(EL) |2} decohere and predict non-zero prob-
abilities for the quantity not to vanish.

Despite the disagreement between the physical configuration space implementation
and reduced phase space operator quantization, the sum-over-histories formulation is still
attractive, since it can be expressed in a manifestly Lorentz-invariant form. On the other
hand, the operator theory gives special consideration to the time direction by singling out
the constraint, which is just the time component of the equations of motion D,G*" = 0, to
be identically satisfied.

Since the disagreement between the sum-over-histories theory and a natural exten-
sion of the operator theory comes about when the coarse graining involves quantities averaged
over a spacetime region, as opposed to the usual quantum mechanical expressions involving
alternatives defined at a single moment of time, perhaps the sum-over-histories and reduced
phase space methods should be seen as different generalizations of the previously tested for-
mulations (in which the quantity considered here is not accessible). The Lorentz invariance
of the sum-over-histories method then makes it the preferred generalization in light of the
potential application to quantum gravity, as it takes one more step towards eliminating the
special role of time in the theory.

There is also some question as to whether one could construct a physical apparatus
to measure the involved quantity by which we coarse grained in section II1.5.4; on a practical
level, the fields are not directly measurable, but only accessible through their interactions
with charged particles. It is conceivable that the differences between the sum-over-histories
and operator formalisms are undetectable in their application to QED and QCD. However,
it is reasonable to expect that the issues raised by the discrepancy between them will be
relevant to a quantization of GR. Is enforcement of the constraints more fundamental than
manifest diffeomorphism (here Lorentz) invariance, or should we only expect the constraints
to be satisfied when the class of alternatives considered singles out the corresponding time
direction in its choice of surfaces?
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III.A Appendix: Calculation of class operator for sec-
tion I11.5.3

In this appendix we calculate

Ca = {]\i[J/DgM exp {Mt/d%% (5M)2] } eal€], (I11.5.24)

where

eal€] = / EnFS(f — (€)) (I11.5.26)

A

describes the coarse graining by values of the mode average

(&) = é/dtd?’kék(t) = é > 5t/d3k5,§4. (I11.5.27)

a MeQ ¢

While £(x) is a real quantity, the Fourier transform
g = [ A exgnt (x) (I11.5.28)
k — WG X ..

is complex but constrained to obey & = £_x. Integrating over the independent degrees of
freedom in Fourier space necessitates the development of more notation. Letting a superscript
of R or I indicate the real or imaginary part, respectively, of a complex number, and using
the Jacobian determinant calculated in appendix III.B for the discrete Fourier transform, the
path integral measure is (using the infinite numerical constant = defined in appendix III.B)

DEM = [[ Nad€) (x) = [ [ Nadel ™ (x)de} (x)5 (2" (x))
5%k _yrl/2 6%
=11 (H NA5—3xd€fde8£ﬁ> =]] S0 (i = €20 0 (€l + €050
a k k
(IILA.1)

where the Hl/ % means we are only taking the product over half the modes (leaving out the
redundant ones, whose spatial frequency is minus the spatial frequency of a mode already

counted), so that [, fR(x) and Hll(/ 2 2 fL each have the same number of factors. The factor
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in H1/2 for the zero mode!? is understood to be

53\ /2
<ﬁ) 5(EXD) (II1.A.1a)

We can use the delta functions to perform the integrals over half of the Fourier components
so that

DEM = 1z N? —dE RagMl — zn 1z N? % ' d"EMR qre M1 II1.A.2
H H A a, k == A63£L‘ k k ( <L )
k

with the factor for the zero mode understood to be
5%k
(NA 539:) d"EMR, (IT1.A.2a)

The relevant part of the Lagrangian is

1 2 1 2 1 2 1/2 2
§/d3a: (M (x)] :§/d3x\5M(x)| = §/d3k\51§4| => T 8%k|&N]T; (IILA3)

k

defining w = 6t6%, we have

Ca = ( H ””]'[1/2 (NAé%)n/dngdengk exp{ [(51§4R)2+ (5,?41)2}})%[5].

(II1.A.4)
If we use A as a mode label, combining M and k,

ale] = [arrape( o g Y e )r(r- g ) = (i 5T e)
A A€ AEQ A reQ
(LILA.5)
and

Ca :< J+1)H (NA 5%) / R e} exp {iw [(55)2+(5§)2”)6A[5], (IIL.A.6)

We can factor the product in (III.A.6) into a product over modes in Q and one over modes
not in Q. The latter is a constant which is the same for all alternatives {ca }:

K= (5"<J+1> 11 (NA fss’i ) / arefae] exp {iw [ (£8)” + (5§)2H>, (IILA.7)

AEQ

19There will typically also be modes on the boundary of spatial frequency space which are identified with
the corresponding modes on the opposite boundary, and so that for these k’s & = £_j as with the zero
mode k = 0. For example, in the discrete Fourier transform on a one-dimensional lattice [47] with an even
number N of points, the modes of frequency 1/2N and —1/2N (the Nyquist critical frequency and its image)
are identified, so the situation is analogous to that of the zero mode. The identification, when combined with
the condition & = £_, requires that the Fourier components on the boundary be real. The boundary is not
a region of interest to us in spatial frequency space, and we assume that the prescription for those factors is
similar to the one for the zero mode.
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which leaves

e _K( I1 (Nf*%)n/d"ei‘d"ei exp {iwo [ (£5)" + (1)’ })

AEQ

x /d2"f52"<f— % Z&).
A

(ITL.A.8)
AEQ

If we define N =37, ., 1 to be the number of modes in 2, and write all the modes of £ in
Q as a 2N-component column vector:

&
£= ( 5&) : (ITL.A.9)

we have

CAh=K

53‘T " n, n, iwE? n n w
I1 (Nf‘di) /d cRg 5§1 iE /dz £ 52 (f_ . ng) (IIL.A.10)
A

AEQ AEQ

We define a column vector Y to be the discrete Fourier transform of &:

)= (7 o) () (@
T = Y = % 2 Q w  —iy-k—iw . k) = ME.
(Tiy % % 0 gem it JAL —i) \ &y

(IIT.A.11)
[This is a rigorous version of the traditional treatment of the complex T and T* as indepen-

dent variables; the middle matrix of the product of three is the one which would be used to
convert the column vector (g::) to (il”y ) .] The zero components of T are
, wy

Too=¢ > Ex=(&). (ITL.A.12)

Since M is a real matrix which is the product of three matrices, each of which is
proportional to a unitary matrix, it must be proportional to an orthogonal (i.e., real and
unitary) matrix M. The calculation in appendix III.B yields

det M = NN = (det M)(N~/2)2N (I11.A.13)
so we have M = M/+/N. Thus

TR TR 2
T2 = TR\[TR) g = 5/\/]1\]7/\/15 = % (ITL.A.14)
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S0 wE? = NwY?2 = QY2 and

nyR gnAel
(NA 5%) / Nd™R amrt

:1c< (NA 5%) / NaTR, T,y exp {i [ (TE,) + (TLy)QH) (IILA.15)
x /dQ”f52”(f ~ Too).

A

Ca =K

eiQT2 /d2nf 62n(f _ TOO)
A

Factoring all the {Y .} except the zero mode into the constant, and using the delta
function to do the Ygg integrals, we have

Ca =K' / d?f U1 (II1.A.16)
A

III.B Appendix: Calculation of Jacobian determinants
for discrete Fourier transforms

Given a complex function f(z) of a D dimensional variable x = {z,|a =1,2,... D},
if we define f only on a spatial lattice with N, lattice points in the « direction (and thus

Hle N, = N total lattice points), we have a vector

f= (J}?) (IILB.1)

with 2N real components. If we take the Fourier transform (see [47] for a general treatment
of the discrete Fourier transform)

F, = Z eTikef (IT1.B.2)

there is a corresponding matrix transformation?® on R2%:

() ) (T i ) (2 () e

F=DMfJ. (IIL.B.3')

or

The Jacobian of this transformation is given by det M. Since the first and third of the three
matrices of which M is a product are inverses of each other and the second is block diagonal,

20As with (ITI.A.11), this treatment is the more careful analog of treating fr and f¥ as independent
variables.
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we have

det M = det e det e = det <Z e:Fi””'keiik'y) = det (Ndzy) = NV,
2N x2N NxN NxN NxN NxN

(II1.B.4)
To apply this to the transformations in section I11.5.3, we need to take into account
the normalization constants. In the discrete case, (II1.5.28) becomes

53:6 —1k-x
Eak =2 PR e (%) (LILB.5)
and the Jacobian is ox
v (2 (IIL.B.6)
(27T)3/2 * . .

Now, the relationship between 6%, the number of spatial lattice sites N, and the lattice
spacing 6 in spatial frequency can be deduced by geometric arguments, but the simplest
method is to note that

53k ix-
EMx) =) e ke (I11.B.7)
k

and hence

- B
£ (x) 3 0 ek

5% —ik-y 0 . MR
(2,1.)3/26 1 2 ga (y)
x < ) A y) (1 _Z_) ( vy ) (LB.S)

Taking the determinant, we find

53k N N 53 2N N
t= <(27r)3/2> N ((27T)3/2> N (II1.B.9)
: (2m)?
2
BT (IT1.B.10)
Substituting into (IT1.B.6), we see that the Jacobian is
A\ (8 Y o%\Y
5363z (2m)3/2 =\ 5% (II1.B.11)
so that

HdEMR )dEM (x) ( > HdSMR 534,§_H<§3:) dgMBagMl,  (IILB.12)
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which is the correct factor for (III.A.1).

Equation (ITI.A.1) also involves the Jacobian for the transformation of the delta
functions

[T5(EM %)) (IIL.B.13)

xX
into

T 6 (€M7 — eMR ) 6 (M1 4 €M1, (IT1.B.14)
k

To determine that, define Fki = I £ F_ ;. and observe that

1/2
[T drkdfs = NY [ dF&ar = NN T / dF}dFR, dFLdFY ),
x k k

I11.B.15
=NV Hl/2 AFRYdEY dFT AR ( )
2 2 ’
k
SO
_ 1/2 _ _
[IoEs() = NN 20(FH)8(FE)28(FEh)s(FL). (IIL.B.16)
k
We assume by symmetry that when we factor the Jacobian splits evenly:
[[os) =N=—"72 H S(FRHYS(FI7) (IIL.B.17a)
H 5(f —N/2 H )S(FL); (IIL.B.17b)
this means that
S(EM00) = =TT (22 ) 5 (e — 27 5 (241 4 2 1B
H ( ) “H 63k ( a,fk) ( + ) ( : -18)
X k

Z is not quite equal to 2/2 because the analysis above does not go through for the zero mode
and some modes on the boundary (see footnote 19, page 100) which are identified with their
images. In those cases, the analysis produces the same Jacobian, only without the factor of
2. At any rate, Z is a constant, and its precise value is unimportant.

The determinant of the transformation (ITI.A.11) is even more straightforward.

There the number of modes is just N = = and the determinant is thus
2N
(%) NN = NN, (IILB.19)
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III.C Appendix: Calculation of the decoherence func-
tional for section I11.5.4 in the presence of a Gaus-
sian initial state

Here we calculate the decoherence functional (II1.5.48) for an initial state where

p(b) [¢f. (I11.5.46)] is a Gaussian in B = 3

p(B™Y) = A\O(B = \)e /2, (IIL.C.1)

Then (II1.5.48a) becomes

G(y) / " B B B (20 _ Ay (y) + e~ ©@ow)*/2 / " dBe- (B0t /20 (IT1.C.2)
A 0

where \
Ar(y) :_/ dB e~ B*/20° (B (II1.C.3)
0

satisfies
[A1(y)] < A (II1.C 4)

The second term in (III.C.2) can be massaged by deformation of contour to give

2 A )
G(y) x \/; 1U(y) + Gr(y) +iGr(y), (II1.C.5)
where )
Grly) = e~ (Qoy)7/2 (ITI.C.5a)
and
2 (002 (s2—y?)/2
Grly) =1/ =Qc | dze ve (II1.C.5b)
™ 0
If we choose the bins to be of a uniform size A:
Ay=[JA,(J+1)A), 0<JeZ, (II1.C.6)
we have
(J+1A (J'+1)A , 2 A — J . A)AZ
ReD(J,J) / df df'e= () F=107/2 4 \/j 2(J = JLA)AT (IIL.C.7)
JA J'A ™ g
where
(J+1)A (J'+1)A
Ap(J =T, A)=A2 df df ReAv(f — f) (I11.C.8)
JA JA

again satisfies
|[Ao(J — J',A)| < A (II1.C.9)
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f
A +[(f-f )-(3-J YA]>0
30
D,(2) D,(1) D,(0)
D.(2) D.(1) D (0)
21\
D,(1) D,(0) D.(1) L[(FF)-(3-3 <0
D.(1) D_(0) D,(1)
A
D,(0) D.(1) D_(2)
D_(0) D,(1) D,(2)

» f

Figure IIL.2: The regions of integration for D4 (|AJ]). Because of the exponential dropoff in
ReG(f—f') as one moves towards larger | f — f’|, D4 (|AJ]) is reduced from D (0) by a factor
of e~ (A’ (AN*/2 and D_(|AJ]) is reduced from D_(1) by a factor of e~ (202 (AJ-1)*/2,

Making a suitable change of variables and factoring out A2, we obtain

J—J,A)

ReD(J,J") < Dy (|J = J'|)+ D_(|J = J'|) + \/gAQ(i (I1.C.10)
™

o
where Dy is the contribution to the double integral from +[f — f'— (J—J)A}(J—=J') > 0:
1
Di(AJ) = / dn (1 —n) exp[—(QoA)2 (AT +1)?/2] (IT1.C.10a)
0
(Fig. 111.2). Now,

1
D+(AJ) < ef(QaA)z(AJ)z/2/ d77 (1 _ n)e*(UQUA)Z/Q _ ef(QaA)z(AJ)z/QD_’_ (0) (IIICll)
0
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From the definition (III.C.10a) it is evident that D_(0) = D4 (0). For AJ > 1,

D_(AJ) _/01 dnnexp{—(QoA)2[(AJ —1)+n]2/2} < e~ @A (AT-1*/2p (1) (T11.C.12)

Combining these results, we see?!

Re D(J + AJ,J)
D(J,J)
§ e~ (QAIATEZD | (0) 4 e~ (@A IATI=DP2D (1) 4\ /2/7 As(AJ, A) Jo
N 2D (0) +/2/m Aa(AT, A) [0 '

So we have reduced the question of whether we have weak decoherence [|[Re D(J 4+ AJ)| <
D(J,J) for AJ # 0] to a calculation of D (0) and D_(1). It is straightforward to show

(II1.C.13)

1— e—(QaA)2/2

D-(1) = —o A7 (IIL.C.14)
and
D, (0) = QZ/AQ erf <Q;§A> —D_(1), (IIL.C.15)

where erf z is the error function erf z = % IN e~ dt, which satisfies erf(oo) =1 and erf z >

T JO
1 —e %", Thus

A R T e (1 - ef(gm)zﬂ) QoA\/7/2 -1

D+(0) 2z \[5—an T (QoA)? (QoA)?
(II1.C.16)

This means that if the cutoff A\ < ge(272)/2, (ITI.C.13) becomes, to lowest order in
—(QoA)?/2
€ )

ReD(J + AJ,J) < exp[—(QoA)?(|AJ| —1)%/2]D_(1) Lo </\)

D(J,J) ~ 2D, (0)
_ exp[—(QA)2(|AT| — 1)2/2] o (i) (II1.C.17)
~ QoAV2T o)’

For large Qo A, the A-dependent term will not be relevant to the issue of decoherence.

21Recall that D(J,J) is real and positive by (1.3.4-1.3.4b).
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Chapter IV

Modelling the Decoherence of
Spacetime

IV.1 Introduction

In this chapter, I examine a phenomenon known as the decoherence of spacetime, by
which coarse grainings by long-wavelength features of the gravitational field may be made to
decohere by tracing over the short-wavelength modes of the field. This differs from previous
work([26, 27] which used an additional field to obtain decoherence of the gravitational field in
cosmological models, in that the decoherence examined here is be induced in the gravitational
field itself with no external matter field.

This work takes a perturbative approach to the actual quantization of the gravita-
tional field, as described in Sec. IV.3. The field in the sum over histories is expressed as a
background field which solves the Einstein equations, plus a small perturbation. The expan-
sion of the gravitational action in powers of the perturbation gives a second order wave term,
followed by a third order interaction term containing two derivatives. This chapter performs
calculations on the toy model described in Sec. IV.3.3, where the tensor gravitational field is
replaced by a scalar field with a similar action.

Section I'V.4 demonstrates the effects of splitting the scalar field into long-wavelengthjj
and short-wavelength parts. The second-order wave propagation terms do not couple the
long-wavelength modes (LWMs) to the short-wavelength modes (SWMs), but the third or-
der interaction terms do, and can be classified by the number of SWM factors: zero, one,
two or three. Temporarily removing the terms with one and three SWM factors leaves an
action whose terms are all quadratic in the SWMs, or independent of them. Thus the trace
over the SWMs can be performed explicitly, and this is done in Sec. IV.5. As described in
Sec. IV.5.4, the perturbative corrections to the decoherence functional can cause elements
which are finite in the non-interacting theory to vanish if the SWMs are in a thermal state
whose temperature is sufficiently high. Then certain terms in the perturbation series can
become large in the high-temperature limit, producing seemingly non-perturbative effects.

In Sec. IV.6 I demonstrate that reinserting the terms with one and three SWM
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factors into the action has no substantial effect on the result of Sec. IV.5. The terms linear
in the SWMs can be removed by completion of the square to recover the original result. The
terms cubic in the SWMs are examined in a perturbation series, and each term is seen to be
perturbatively finite, even in the high-temperature limit. So, according to the perturbative
analysis, the effect of the cubic terms is to multiply the decoherence functional by a factor
of order unity.

Section IV.7 applies the properties of the decoherence functional found in Sec. IV.5
to a class of practical coarse grainings, and describes some circumstances under which deco-
herence can be expected.

IV.2 Environment-induced decoherence and the influ-
ence phase

Decoherence in most physical systems is caused by a division into the “system” of
interest, and an “environment” about which no information is gathered. In the language of
generalized quantum mechanics, this means that the coarse graining is described by alterna-
tives which refer only to the system variables. (See [12] for further details and a bibliography
of prior work)

To describe this mathematically, we work with the decoherence functional (I1.3.15)
specialized to a suitably normalized initial state p and a condition of future indifference to
give

Dlp1, p2] = plh, b0l — ff]e!Slerl=slead (IV.2.1)
If we make a division of ¢ into system variables ® and environment variables ¢, split up the
action into a ¢-independent piece So[®] = S|¢=o and a piece Sg describing the environment
and its interaction with the system:

Sle] = So[®] + Splo, @] (IV.2.2)

and assume that the initial state is the product of uncorrelated states for the system and the
environment:

plel = pal®1, B5lpldh, ¢5] (IV.2.3)

then the decoherence functional for a coarse-graining which makes no reference to the envi-
ronment variables (but is still fine-grained in the system variables) can be written

D[y, @] = /D¢1D¢2D[9017<P2] = po|®), DH]A[DY — D]t (Se[Pr]=Se[P2]+ W1, P2])

(IV.2.4a)
where

et tal = / D1 Dpopy [0}, d)0[65 — ¢} le!Srlon I Seloe @), (IV.2.4b)

W([®;, ®5] is called the Feynman-Vernon influence phase[48]; if the influence functional e
becomes small for ®; # D, the “off-diagonal” parts of D[®1, ®5] will be suppressed, causing
alternatives defined in terms of ® to decohere [12].
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IV.3 Perturbative GR and the scalar toy model

The goal of this chapter is to perform the division described in Sec. IV.2 on vacuum
gravity. The idea behind this is that for coarse grainings which deal only with averages over
sufficiently large regions of spacetime, gravity should behave classically, and thus such coarse
grainings should decohere.

Following, once again, the argument of [24] stated in Sec. 1.4.5, T will confine at-
tention to a generalized quantum mechanics of general relativity. Problems still remain in
the explicit realization of the formal decoherence functional defined by (I.4.11), however.
Probably the most well-grounded way to provide explicit expressions would be to skeletonize
the metric geometries using the Regge calculus [49]. For the purposes of this dissertation,
however, I will take the simpler approach of expanding the metric about some fixed back-
ground, and taking the metric perturbation to be a tensor field defined on the background
spacetime.

IV.3.1 The abstract index notation

It will be useful to adopt a notation popularized by Wald [14] in which latin indices
a,b,c,...are so-called “abstract” spacetime indices which mark the positions of covariant or
contravariant indices when a tensor (and only a tensor, so we do not write the Christoffel
symbols as I'G, ) is described in a particular codrdinate system. For example, the tensor g
has the components {g,, }. In this notation, the abstract indices are not to be thought of as
taking particular values, but are part of the notation, like @ or a for a three-vector.

IV.3.2 Perturbative GR

Given an arbitrary metric gq,(1) (not necessarily a solution to the Einstein equa-
tion), we can use a solution g,p to the vacuum Einstein equation R, = 0 to define a family
of metrics

gab(/\) = gab + /\'Yabv (IV31)

where Yap = gap(1) — gap- We can expand quantities constructed from g,,(A) [such as the
Ricei tensor Rgp())], which are functions of gup and 4, in powers of A. An expansion of
the Einstein equation to first order in A (see Sec. 7.5 of [14]) gives a wave equation for .
This corresponds to expanding the gravitational action S¢ = (167G)~! [ /]g(\)| d*zR(\)
to second order. To model the self-interaction of gravity, it is necessary to expand the action
to third order in 4. This is done in Appendix IV.A, and the result is

_ 1 / 4 2 _1 c.ab l ab cd
S = 167TG/ |g|d ‘T{)\ |: 4(vc’7ab)(v Y )+ 27 Racbd/y
1 1 1
39 | 2TV + 1T V38 + 5 Ver Vi) — o2

+ (9(/\4)}. (IV.A.41)
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The terms on the first line describe a free wave equation for a tensor field, while those on
the second line provide a self-interaction.

IV.3.3 The scalar toy model

In the spirit of Chapters II and III, I will consider a toy model which focuses on
some of the features of the action (IV.A.41) and glosses over others. For one thing, T will
assume that the background is (flat) Minkowski spacetime. In a cosmological scenario, this
should be a reasonable assumption if the length scales on the problem do not approach the
Hubble scale cH, ! A more serious simplification is to discard the tensor information in
(IV.A.41) and consider a scalar field ¢ with action

§—_1 /dD“:z:(l —£0)(0" ) (0p). (IV.3.2)

2
This is the most general action analogous to (IV.A.41) which can be constructed from a
scalar field on a flat background. In 3 + 1 dimensions, D = 3, the coupling constant ¢
has units of length, and is of the order of ¢,/4\/m. The combination ¢ is dimensionless
and represents the metric perturbation 7., so it should be small relative to unity for the
perturbation theory approach to be valid.

IV.4 Dividing the modes

We want to make a division of the field ¢ appearing in the action

T/2
Sly] = /_ R0 (IV.4.1a)
L(t) = %/de(l — L) [@* — (V)3 (IV.4.1b)

into long-wavelength modes (LWMs), labelled by ®, to act as the “system” and short-
wavelength modes (SWMs), labelled by ¢, to act as the “environment”. For reasons of
mathematical convenience, I will first make this division only in the spatial directions. First
I reéxpress the lagrangian in terms of the Fourier transform

dD.I —ik-x de ix-k
Px(t) = We o(x,1); p(x,t) = We ox(t) (IV.4.2)
to get
1 D .2 2 2
L(f)=§ d7k(|¢k|” — k= |oxl7)

¢ [ dPkidPkydPk L.
/ #5[)(1(1 +ko + k3)(</7k1 Pk, Py T ko - k390k1 <Pk2</7k3) (IV43)

2 (2m)D/2
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For calculational purposes, it is useful to treat the Fourier modes as being defined
on a lattice in momentum space with lattice spacing §k, which will later be taken to zero. We
choose a momentum scale k. at which to divide the modes into LWMs {®x} with momenta
an = Nok satisfying |[qn| < k. and SWMs {¢n} with momenta kny = Mk satisfying
|kn| > k.. The mode labels M and N are both vectors lying in Z”. If we let 6Pk = (5k)P
and define the long-wavelength sector £ = {N| |gn| < k.} and the short-wavelength sector
S ={M| |km| > k.}, we can approximate the Fourier transform as

PN (t)kq oM () dkx
Pr(t) = Z (0Pk) 1/2N Z 5Dk 1/2M

NeL£ (IV.4.4)
=Y (67k)Pon t)&D(k —an)+ Y (67k) 2 em()5” (k — k).
NeLl MesS

The normalization is chosen so that the part of the action quadratic in ¢ becomes

. 2 . 2
3 [Pl = e =3 3 ([on] = ai o) + 5 3 (Jona] ~iatonal).
MesS

(IV.4.5)
Taking into account the fact that ¢(x) is real, which means ¢_x = ¢}, or ®_n = ®F; and
®_M = @31, We can write any expression using only half of the complex modes, which define
the other half by complex conjugation. We define £/2 and §/2 as arbitrarily chosen halves
of £ and S so that {Pn|N € £/2} and {¢pm|M € §/2} between them define k. This makes
the noninteracting (¢ = 0) action

Nel

3 [t - o= ¥ (|an] - ation®) ¢ 3 (loa] —iatonl).
NeL/2 Mes/2

(Iv.4.6)
which is the action of a set of uncoupled harmonic oscillators. The interaction terms can be
classified by the number of factors of the “environment” field ¢ to give!

L[gﬁ] = L((b, (I)) = L@(q)) + Lo(d)) + )\L¢(¢), ‘I)) + )\L¢¢(¢), ‘I)) =+ /\L¢¢¢(¢), (IV47)

T have written the lagrangians as functions, e.g., Lg(®) rather than functionals, since their arguments
are now collections of modes like {®n} rather functions of position x, like p(x).
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_ PR . .
where A = GmprT 18 the coupling constant, and

Lo@) = 3 (fon[ - aiton?)

NeL/2

A .
- 5 Z 6N1+N2+N370(®N1¢N2 PN, +an, - AN PN, P, q)NS)
N1,N2,N3€L‘,
(IV.4.82)
o2
Lo(¢) = ), <]¢M] — ki |¢M|2) (IV.4.8b)
MeS/2
1 . . .
Ly(¢, @) =— 3 D> MmN N 0[oM PN, P, + 20M PN, DN,
Ny NaEL
Phee (IV.4.8¢)
+ (2km + an, ) - aN, IM PN, PN,
1 o .
Los(¢,®) =~ 5 > oMM No[PNOM, dm, + 2PN M, DM,
Ml,MQES
Ner (IV.4.8d)
+ (2an + km,) - kv, PN oM, O
1 A
Loso(@)==75 D, oMM 0(énm, om,On, + K, - kv, dn, dm, O, )-

M, My, M3 €S
(IV.4.8¢)

Under this division of the field ¢, we can perform the division of the decoherence functional
described by (IV.2.4), with

Sg(¢, @) = So[¢] + ASs[@, @] + ASss[0, @] + ASpee[d], (Iv.4.9)

IV.5 The quadratic terms

Since the parts of the action defined in (IV.4.8b) and (IV.4.8d) are quadratic in ¢,
it would be possible to do the path integrals in (IV.2.4b) explicitly if the action Sg included
only those terms. Thus we turn our attention for the time being to the modified influence
functional

Mrol® ] — [ Doy Doapy(61, 65)3(65 - el Sorenlon B Senlon®D (v 5.1)
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IV.5.1 A vector expression

The lagrangian Lot can be written, using ¢y; = ¢—m, in the suggestive form

1 . . d .
=3 Z {¢M1(5M1M2 — APnM, M, )OM, — E(A¢M1®M17M2¢M2)
Mi,M2€S8
- d)l*\/[l [5M1M2k%\/11 - )‘(kIQ\/IlMQ ®M17M2 + éI.)leMz) ¢M2
(IV.5.2)
where
kIQVIlMg = _qM17M2 .kal —k7M1 'kMz _kM2 'QM17M2 = k%\/ll +k2M1 _le 'kM2 (IV53)

and we have extended the definition of ® slightly to include ®x = 0 when N ¢ £. We would
like to write (IV.5.2) as a matrix expression in terms of a vector which describes the short-
wavelength modes {¢nm}. However, the reality conditions ¢%y; = ¢¥; and ¢l \; = —¢d,,
which make the measure for the integral over independent modes

Do [[ DD, (IV.5.4)
MeS/2

necessitate some caution. There are several possibilities to consider:

e a complex vector ¢ex with components {¢n|M € S}. (It is useful to define the space
of such vectors as CS.) This has the advantage that the lagrangian (IV.5.2) is easily
written in that form,

. . d
Oltextex = Olx@exex + = (Bliextbes) (IV.5.5)

N =

Lotpp =

where mey and wex are hermitian matrices acting on CS with the form
(mCX)Mle = 5M1M2 - /\q)leMz (IV56&)
(Wex) MMz = oM, Mo KRy, — ARy, v, @My —M, + P, ) (IV.5.6b)

Unfortunately, the components of ¢ex represent twice as many degrees of freedom as
are integrated over in (IV.5.4). This means that a path integral over all the components
would have to include the factor

|| BRICEY S YIS (IV.5.7)

MeS/2

This leads one to consider
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e a complex vector ¢4 with components {¢n|M € §/2}. (We similarly define this space
as C5/2.) This would completely specify the unique modes of ¢, but (IV.5.2) is not
conveniently expressed in terms of ¢. To see this, consider the velocity term

1 . .
5 Z ¢1*VI1 (5M1M2 - /\(I)M1*M2)¢M2

M;,Mz€S

1 . . . .
=3 Z [Onr, (O M, — APM, M, ) DM, + O, (O M, — APM, M, )P,
Ml,M268/2

- ¢1*V[1 )\(I)M1+M2 ¢;/[2 - (le )\(I)Tv[l_i_Mz (sz] (IV58)

Although the first two terms can be written as

Z O, (OvL M, — APM, ML )OM, = Glm by, (IV.5.9)
Ml,Mges/Q
the last two give
Re > o (Omvn — APk, )M, (IV.5.10)
Ml,Mges/2

which cannot be written in terms of the complex vector ¢ and its adjoint ¢],Lr without
using the transpose ¢ or the complex conjugate ¢* . If D = 1, this is not a problem,
since M1, My € §/2 implies My + My ¢ £ and hence ®ng,+nm, = 0. However, it is
possible in D > 1 to have M + My € L even when M;, My € §/2, as illustrated in
Fig. IV.1. This leaves

e a real vector ¢ with components {¢¥;, ¥3;|M € S/2} (which lies in the space we define
as RS/2 @ RS/2 = RS/28S/2) " This method is basically fool-proof. Given a complex
vector vex € C® and a hermitian matrix M.y [which also obeys (Mey) M, M, =
(Mcx)i*v[th], we have

R\ R I R
o Mosv = 8% —ink) "M + i)l +iok) = (7)) (M ) (057
(IV.5.11)
If we define complex vectors vy = {(vex)+Mm|M € S§/2} in, and matrices? My =
{(Mex)M, +M,|M1, My € S/2} acting on, C5/2, we can write the quantities involving

. My M_
CS in terms of them as vex = (”;j) and Mex = (Mf M ) or
- My

MR MR MR MR
MR = ( + —> = ( + > (IV.5.12a)
e MEY MR ME MR
M! M! ML M!
Ml = < t - ) = < + - > ) (IV.5.12b)
e ML ML Mt —ME

2Tt is easy to work out that while My is hermitian by the hermiticity of Mex, M_ is symmetric because
(Mex)Ml,sz = (Mex)iM17M2 = (Mex)M2,7M1-
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.

N

Figure IV.1: The addition of momenta M, My € §/2 can produce M; + My € £. The
long-wavelength (low-momentum) region £ is shaded vertically. The short-wavelength (high-
momentum) region S is shaded diagonally in one direction or the other. The right half of
S, shaded diagonally up and to the right, is §/2. In D > 1, we see that it is possible to
add two “large” momenta on the right side of the origin (M1, My € §/2) to get a “small”
momentum (M; + My € £).

The reality condition v_n = vy, becomes v_ = v}, so that
UE ’UE 1 0
R R R R
v v v 1 0 v
=[] ) aves
Voy v v vl
vl —vi 0 -1

We can combine this with (IV.5.11) and (IV.5.12) to give

MR MR —ME —-MI\ /10
wap g (U1 L0 0N | ME MR ML ML |10 | (R
Voo Mexlex =l ) o 0 1 —1) | M2 ML MB MR [lo 1|\t
ML —-MmL MEP MR ) \0 -1
Lo (V)T (MR ME ML MEY (o)
vl ML+ Mt MR- MR )W
(IV.5.14)

This allows us to rewrite (IV.5.5) as

[dﬁ“ma@ — " we + %(fb“mcb)] ; (IV.5.15)

N =

Lotpp =
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where
R R
o=V2 ((bﬁ) =V2 ({d’%“}) (IV.5.16)
ot {om}
_ ({0mv — MORg, v, + R} {2, —m, + Py i)}
m= I I R R
{=A®pm, m, + P, ) {omims — APy, v, — Py v}
(IV.5.17)
{wrm.) {#Rim })
w = 182 122 IV.5.18
(2] 2] (V215
and
wi\J/Il_le :5M1M2k%\/[1 - A(¢&17M2k12\/[11\/[2 + ¢1P\{/[1+M2k12\/[1,7M2 + é%/IlfMQ + ®§/[1+M2)
(IV.5.184)
wk/ﬁlMg = )\(_@{\/Il—Mzklz\/.[lMQ + (b{\/[1+M2k12v[1;_M2 - é{\/II_MZ + (b{vll""MQ)
(IV.5.18b)
wﬁle = )\(Q{V[l*Mzk%\/Ile + (I)%\/11+M2k12\/11,7M2 + é%\/IlfMQ + Q{\/I1+M2)
(IV.5.18¢)
wk/Tle :5M1M2k%\/[1 - )\((bll:\{/llfM2kl2\/[1M2 - (bll:\{/[1+M2k12\/[1,7M2 + é{\{/llfMQ - ¢{\{41+M2)7
(IV.5.18d)

¢ is a vector in, and m and w are real symmetric matrices acting on, RS/25/2,

In light of (IV.5.15), the third option is the most useful one. If we choose the normalization
of (IV.5.4) so that

Do = H 2D Dy, (IV.5.19)
MeS/2

The measure D¢ is just the product of the measures corresponding to all the components of

¢.
IV.5.2 The propagator
We now have a workable vector expression for the path integral (IV.5.1):
eiWorpe[®1,82] _ / D¢1D¢2p¢(¢/l, ¢§)5( /2/ . (bxl/)ei(Sww[¢1,<I>1]7So+¢¢[¢2,<b2])

(IV.5.20)
- / 06, A0 0 (), 65 Koo (864 B11KCE 4 o0 (6" |0): o]

where
Kotps(¢"|¢'; @] = / D' Sot0010:7] (IV.5.21)
¢//¢/
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is the propagator for the quadratic action. It is useful to write

7 srtr . 11 str ./ T T
Koyop(@|¢; @] = ez (@ m"e"—¢"im'e") ¢ (¢ 5 ¢'5) (IV.5.22)
where
K (¢t data) = / o S dtld(6) T m (1) d(t) (1) (1) B(1)] (IV.5.23)

Pvba

is the propagator for a simple harmonic oscillator with time-dependent matrices m(t) and
w(t) in place of m and mw?. [The dependence on ® is now implicit in the time dependence
of m(t) and w(t), given by (IV.5.17 IV.5.18).]

This propagator is found in Appendix IV.B to be

K(¢btb|¢ata)

1 i (" (€ (tolta)B(tsta) —C  (to|ta) o
dot @riC(ioltn)) " lz (sba) ( —E ([t )" al(tblta)Ql(tblta)) (¢a)1 ’
(IV.B.8)

where

tb|t <H‘/t dty, /ttk d£k> H [—m_l(fk)w(tk)] (IV.B.19a)

k=n

dB(tylta)
C(tplty) = — %w L(ty) (IV.B.19b)
de(tylta)

A(tp|ta) = — m(ta) o (IV.B.19c¢)
These exact expressions are expanded to first order in A in Sec. IV.C.1 of Appendix IV.C,
using the values of m(t) and w(t) given by (IV.5.17) and (IV.5.18), respectively.

Given the expression (IV.B.8') for the time-dependent propagator, (IV.5.22) be-

comes

Kosoe(618 0] = Ly [ (%) (L2, (g;)] v
where

Al®] =2 (g “%) ¢! (g ’—g) —1h (—%) (IV.5.25a)

B[] =¢ ! (g ‘—g) B <§ ‘—%) + 10 (g) (IV.5.25b)

Cl@]=¢! <— ‘—-) . (IV.5.25¢)
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This means that (IV.5.20) becomes

eWorss[P1,02] _ dg1dgsde” ps(dh, ¢5)
/det(2n€[®,]) det (27 C[Ps))
i [ " [B[®1] — B[®)] —C[®1] C[Ds] @
xexp | o | ¢ —C[®,]" Al®] 0 | (IV.5.26)
o C[®,)™ 0 —A[®,]) \ %

IV.5.3 The initial state

For the initial state py of the SWMs I choose a thermal state with temperature
1/kgf. The density matrix for this is given as an operator by p o e . Using the full
hamiltonian corresponding to the action (IV.4.9) would couple the short- and long-wavelength
modes, preventing the separation (IV.2.3) of the initial state. So instead I use the zero-order

non-interacting action Sy, which gives the thermal density matrix for a simple harmonic
diag{kn } 0
0 diag{kn }

1 ¢/ tr Qo __ Q0 (b/
po (P, ¢h) o< exp —5(0;) s Ty <¢}) (IV.5.27)
2 sinh Q08 tanh Q08 2

Equation (IV.5.24) is simplified if we express it in terms of ¢/ = @ and A¢’ =

¢1 — ¢, using B
(jé) - G _11) (Ai’fﬂ) . (IV.5.28)

oscillator of frequency Qg = ( ) and unit mass:

Both tang?loﬁ — Sin}?‘éoﬁ and tang?lgﬁ + sin}??loﬁ can be expressed in terms of
V() = icoshﬂoﬁ -1 l sinh o8 l coshQof —1 itanhw
70y sinhQoB  QocoshQoB+1 Qo \ coshQoB+1 Qo 2
(IV.5.29)
to give
oo 1@ N\ (V) 0 7\
p¢(¢1u ¢2) X exp 9 A¢//2 0 V—l(QO) A¢//2 5 (IV'5'3O)
if we also define
Ay =A[D] £ A[®)] (IV.5.31a)
By =B[®] + B[®5] (IV.5.31b)

Ci :C[(I)l] + C[‘I)g], (IV531C)
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(IV.5.26) becomes

tr

/ I 11 ¢” ¢”
¢ Wosaol®r Pa] o dg/dAg'dg S Y I RVl
\/det 27€[®4]) det (27€[Ps]) 2 A¢' /2 A¢' /2
M —1/2
= {det(27r€[<1>1]) det (27€[®5]) det (%) }
(IV.5.32)
where
—iB_ iC_ iCy
M= [iC_ " Q2V(Q) —iA_ —iAy (IV.5.33)
iCy ™ —iAy 4VH0) —iA_

Since the matrix A[®] can be expanded (see Sec. IV.C.2 of Appendix IV.C) as A[®] = Ay +
AA1[®] + O()\?), where A;[®] is a linear function of its argument, we have A, = 249+ O(\)
and A_ = AA;[A®] + O(N\?), with similar expressions holding for By and Cy. This means
the sub-matrices of M are of the following order:

O(A) O(A) o)
M=10(\) Q(%V(Qo) + 0O\ O(1) . (IV.5.34)
0(1) 0(1) 4V71(Q) + O(N)
Given the relation
-1 cosh Qo8 +1 cosh Qo — 1 9
4V7(Qp) = 2 b8 —1 0B 1> 200 > 20y cosh 0B 11 Q3V () (IV.5.35)

we see that a = 4V~1(Qp) — iA_ is the largest of the sub-matrices on the diagonal, and is
no smaller than O(1). Thus we partially diagonalize M about it to get

. 1 0 —iCia™? 1 0 0
M=[0 1 idjat | M 0 1 0
O O 1 —iO[_chrtr iOé_lA+ 1

¢ ) ) (IV.5.36)
C+Oéilc+ e ZB_ —C+0471A+ + ZC_ 0
=[-Aya7tC " +iCc " AraTtAL +Q2V(Q) —iA- 0
0 0 a

IV.5.4 Controlling the breakdown of perturbation theory

Before proceeding further, we need to consider more carefully the perturbation
theory approach. If we try to expand the influence functional €'V defined by (IV.2.4b) in
powers of A\, we note that as the zero-order term in Sg[¢, ®] is just Sp[¢] [i.e., the “system”
and “environment” are decoupled to zeroth order; ¢f. (IV.4.9)],

(emieea) = / D Dnps (6, 63)3(¢h — ¢ )e' (SoloI=Slea)) =y [e=iTH p o TH] — 1.
(IV.5.37)
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Perturbatively, then, we would conclude ¢/ = 14 O()\). The problem is that for the
influence phase to be effective at producing decoherence, we need e?[*1®2] « 1 for suf-
ficiently different coarse grainings. This can only be possible if the perturbative analysis
breaks down somehow. I will focus my attention on a scenario where that breakdown is
manageable. If the temperature f~! is high enough, there will be some modes in S for which

V(k) = %% — B, and the O(f) terms like C a~'C, " may become smaller than O())
terms like B_. At that point, if the O(\) correction to ¢!V is also O(871), it can cause
perturbation theory to break down. We keep a handle on this breakdown by neglecting O(\)

terms only when they are not compared to potentially O(f5) terms.

IV.5.5 Evaluation of the influence phase

Using the approximation of Sec. IV.5.4, we have

Iy c Y& B —C Y0 A, yic_ & 4V 1()
=V 4 vow s oo ot V(Q0) 2 . 0
AJr -1 C+ +iC_ .A+ -1 .A+ + QOV(QQ) 1A_
WYE) _iAB[AD] — 20V() s Q0T | jA\C1[AD] o
= Q%?SO)&S QT | . tr 952”\]/(95) . @4V (o).
—— e HIACIAP] snro,r — (AA1[AP]
(IV.5.38)

Noting that the matrices used to perform the diagonalization in (IV.5.36) have unit deter-
minant, we have

det M = det M = det (4V(Qp)) det(Rg — iAR; [AD]) o det (1 - iANgl/Qm[A@]Ng”Q)

(IV.5.39)
where
Q2V(Q) 1 —cos QT Bi[AD]  —C1[AQ]
Mo = ST aoT (— cosQT 1 ) and - Ri[AD] = <—01 AT Ai[AD] >
(IV.5.40)
Now, etR¢W is simply a phase multiplying the decoherence functional (IV.2.4); the

part which can actually make the off-diagonal components of D[®;, ®5] small is e~ ™mW =

’eiw‘. Noting that the factors of det€ in (IV.5.32) give, to lowest order in A, the ®-

independent values det %, we have
. _ —1/4
¢Worool®1.221] o [det (MIM)] ™" o {det (1 2N V2R [ABIRG IRy [AB]RG 2)} .
(IV.5.41)
The normalization is set by (IV.5.37), and in fact
. —1/4
eWorosl®®al] — det (14 A28, VAR [AGNRG Ru[adRg ) L (IV.5.42)

2

For any positive matrix a®, a straightforward analysis in the diagonal basis shows det(1 +

a?) > 1+ Tra?, so

—1/4

e Wotes[P1,22] < {1—|—TI‘ ()\No—lNl[A(I)])Q} . (IV.5.43)




IV.5. THE QUADRATIC TERMS 123

Using
— 1 1 cos QT
. 0
R = Q2V(Q) (cos QT 1, ) (IV.5.44)
we have
— 1 By — cosQTC,"™  —Cp + cos QT A
Ny = —n (7 04 &1 1 ol'A;
Rt = D2V (Q) (cos QTB; — C1"  —cosQTCy + Al) (IV.5.45)
s03

Tr ()\NalNl)Q = TI‘|: (Bl — COS QoTcltr)#(Bl — COS Q()Tcltr)

05V () V()
A A
———(—C QTA)) QTB; — "
+ Q%V(QQ)( 1+ cos i)y 1)Q%V(Qo) (COS 0 1 1 )
A A
—— QTB; — C1") =gee—(—C QpTA
+Q(2)V(QO)(COS oI By 1 )Q%V(Qo)( 1+ cos QT Ay)
A A
+ ————(—cosQTC + A1) 5~ (—cosQTC1 + A
vy T Mgy (- eost TGt A
Bivon, \
= Z A2 Al%\/le
M, ,M2cS8 klz\/llv(le)kIQ\/Igv(kMz) Cll\l;lel
Cim,m,
1 cos km, T cos kv, T —cos kn, T —cos kn, T
cos km, T cos kv, T 1 —coskm, T — cos kn, T
—cos knv, T’ —coskm, T 1 cos km, T cos kni, T'
—coskm, T —coskm,T cos kn, I cos knve, T 1
Binm,m,
Aiv, M,
. (IV.5.46
x Cintn, ( )
Cim, M,

If we define the shorthand cy+ = cos ’&TT and st = sin *£T (where ki = knm, + kn,) and

2
note that

2

1
cos kg, T cos kn, T :§(cos kyT+cosk-T)=1-s% —s> =c +c* —1 (IV.5.47a)

1
sin kn, 1'sin km, 7' 25(— cosk T +cosk_T) =s% —s2 = —c} +c* (IV.5.47Db)
k k_
cos km, T = cos LT =cyc_ — S$4S- (IV.5.47¢)
ky —k_
cos kni, T = cos TT =cpc_ + Sps_, (IV.5.47d)

3For the conversion of the range of the indices of these real matrices from S/2 @ S/2 to S, see (IV.C.8).
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we can use the result (IV.C.28) from Sec. IV.C.2 of Appendix IV.C, written as

BivyMm, c— —S_ ¢y —S4 X—
kwm, k _ _ _
Anan, | Ik, oo so e sy ) o (IV.C.28")
Cim;iM, 2(s2 —s2) |ex —sy o —s ) [ x4
Cﬁ\l}[le cy+ sS4 C—  S5_ fo i
to say
tr
, Binvym,
_ A AivyMm
Tr (ARG 1R)% = 1M,
(W ) MI%:ZES kR, Y o )R, V(e ) | Cinam,
Cim, M,
1 1—s2 —s?  —cpeo —syS. —cqpc +spso Bimv, M,

y 1—s% —s% 1 —CiC_ + S$45_ —CpCc_ — SpS— A, M,
—C4C — S4S—  —CqpC_ + S4S— 1 1—s% —s% Cinv, M,
—cqyCc_ +854S- —cqpc_ —S4S— 1- si — 52 1 Ol{\];[IM2

X—- b C_ C_ Cyt Cyt
_ A2 o_ —S_ S_ —S4 S+
M;,M2€S V(kna, )V (b, )4(s3 — s2)% | X+ e+ G+ 6 O
o4 —S4+ Sy —S_ S_
c_ (cz - 03) s_(ng - sz) c+(c§ - cg) s+(s§ - sgr) X—
« c_(cg—cér) S_(SQ_S{) c+(c§r—cg) S+(S§r_55) o_
cr(cp =) syls” —s3) efc —eq) so(sy—s) | | Xy
ci(ch —c?) sy(s1—52) c_(c2 —cp) s_(s2 —s%) ot
\? 2 2 2 2
= Z —————— (x> +o2 +xi +o}) (IV.5.48)
M;,MoES 4V(kM1)V(kM2)
where
T/2 ke T/2
X+ :/ dt[mq (t) F n1(¢)|mym, cos k1t F ma () v, M, T sin 2kt
-T/2 M; MMy —-T/2
(IV.C.30a)
and
T/2 ke /2
g4 :/ dt[m1 (t) F n1 (t)]M1M2 sin kit + my (t)M1M2 7k 2 COs Qkit
-T/2 M, WM, —-T/2
(IV.C.30Db)

Expressing the influence phase in terms of the original field

Now it’s time to take the result in terms of the real matrices m4[®] and w;[®] on
RS/285/2 defined by (IV.5.17) and (IV.5.18), and reconstruct from them useful expressions
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in terms of {®n} and the complex matrices

(mch)MlMQ - ¢M17M2 (IV5493)

(T1ex)My M2 = K, M, (Maex) My M + (iex) M, — M, (IV.5.49b)

on C defined by (IV.5.6), as well as [cf. (IV.C.21)]

(@1ex )M M, — (M1ex) MMy — (Miex) M, M, (k12\41 + k12v12)

(nch)MlMQ -

kv, ki,

:(mch)Mle (kIQ\/IlMg - k12\41 - klz\/.[g) _ —(ml )M M le 'kMz (IV549C)
ex )M Mo,
kn,

ki, kv,

kv,

= — (mlex)Mle COs 9M1M2'

These are related to the real matrices m and @ on RS (or RS/28S/2) by (IV.5.14). Namely,
for M1, M, € 8/2,

Myton, = M, = (Me)vg e, + (Medh, -, (IV.5.50a)
Mygv, = Momy —Me = (Mex) g, v, — (Mex)n, - M, (IV.5.50b)
M v, = Mot = (M), + (Mo, -, (IV.5.50¢)
MR Az, = Mat, vt = —(Mehan, + (Me)h, -, (IV.5.50d)

Since

Z (MM1M2)2

M17M2€$

- Z { [(MCX)&le]Q + [(MCX)IP\{/Il,sz]
M1, M2€S5/2

’ + [(MCX){VMMJ ’ + [(MCX){\/IL*MJQ}

= Y [Mmwml?, (IV.551)
M;,Ms€eS
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we can use (IV.5.49a) and (IV.5.49¢), along with |}, alﬂlﬁ‘? + 22 Bt

+1>, aiﬂ;‘|2), to write

‘ 2
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b (IS ainl?

)\2
Tr(/\N_lNl)2 = —_—
0 M1§2€S 4V(kM1)V(kM2)
2
. 91\/[ M T/2 ; X k_ . T/2
2 ik_t i2k_t
x{ sin® 1772 /T/2 thCI)(t)Ml,Nbe — Zle kMz [6 A(I)(t)M1*M2} —T/2
2
0 T/2 - k_ . T
.9 UM M, —ik_t | - —i2k_t /2
=+ [sin T [T/2 th@(t)M17M2e +'Lm [6 A@(t)M17M2:|_T/2
2 Oy, /2 ikt k4 2kt /2 i
IR N X2 +
+ |cos — /T/2 AtAD ()M, M, € + szlkM2 [e A‘I)(f)Ml—Mz} —~T/2
2 OM, M, /2 ikt k4 i2k 4t T/2 i
e —ikyt T [ —12ky
+ |cos 9 /T/2 th(b(t)leMze Zleko [6 A(I)(t)leMJ —T/2 .
(IV.5.52)
This can be returned to continuum form by using ®n = pqn (6P4)Y/20 (k. — qn) and A =
‘fg‘;:)i’“gjf to give
dPk1dPkoO (ke — q)
Tr(AR; 'Rp)? = / -
T(ARg ) 42m) PV ()Y (k2)
k1,ka>ke
2
. 6‘k k T/2 ; Ck_ ; T/2
2 1K2 ik_t i2k_t
—= dtlApg(t — LApq(t
X{ sin /_T/2 pq(t)e ik [e Pq( )]4/2
2
0 T/2 : k- : T
.2 Vkiko —ik_t . —i2k_t /2
— dtlApq(t — LApq(t
4+ |sin /T/2 9001( )6 + Zklkg [6 <Pq( )] —-T/2
2
9k k T/2 i . k i T/2
+ |cos? =12 / dtlApg (t)e™+t + zﬁ (€541 0 A g (t)] 12
—1/2 1k2
2
9k k T/2 . . k . T/2
2 ikt + 2kt
+ |cos %/T/Q dtlApg(t)e oy [e "2kt EAcpq(t)]iT/Q ,

where now q = k; — ks and k4 = k1 + ko.

Specializing to D=3

(IV.5.53)

If there are three spatial dimensions, the integration in (IV.5.53) is over the six com-
ponents of k; and ky. The integrand, however, is expressed in terms of the three components
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of q and the two amplitudes k1 and ks (or equivalently, k1 ). There is also a dependence on
cos Oy, x, = %, but that can be expressed in terms of the other five variables by
¢ = kI + k3 — 2k k2 cos O, 1, - (IV.5.54)

To effect the change of variables from {ki,ko} to {q,ky,k_}, we first let k = % and
transform

Py dBky = d3qd%E = d3qk dkdude (IV.5.55)

where # = cos™' 1 and ¢ are the polar angles of k relative to q (i.e., k- q = kqu). The
integrand on (IV.5.53) is independent of the azimuthal angle ¢. We want to transform the
coordinates k and p to k4 and k_ for a given q. We can find k by

R+ k4R +E - kK +E ¢

22 _ (kl +k2>2 K+ k3 + 2k ks cos b,

2 4 4 2 4’
(IV.5.56)
to obtain a usable expression for u, we consider
2 = 9\ _ 2 = ¢
K= (k+ 5) =F +Fan+ L (IV.5.57a)
— 2 g 2
k2 = ( - %) =% —Tqu+ qz, (IV.5.57b)
SO s o
ki —k
p=—a—2 (IV.5.58)
2kq
We can convert these into expressions involving k4 by using
k2 + k2 k2 — k2
k2 + k3 = % kiky = %, k2 — k2 =kyk_, (IV.5.59)
to give
kik_
= — (IV.5.60a)
2kq
_ k2 k2 _ 2
- %. (IV.5.60b)

The Jacobian matrix corresponding to this transformation is

_ ki k_
dk dk+ 1% 1% dk+
2kq  2k°q \ 4 2kq  2k°q \ 4k

so the Jacobian determinant is

k2 — k2
8k q

(IV.5.62)
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(since k3 — k% = 4kyky > 0). Thus the measure becomes

(k3 — k2)dPqdk  dk_d¢

Bl dPly = dPqk dkdudd = <
q

(IV.5.63)

since the integrand is independent of ¢, we will assume that integral has already been per-
formed and replace it with 2.

Now that we’ve converted the measure, we want to consider the limits of integration
on the five variables {q, k4, k_}. There are two sources for this limit. First, there are the
inherent geometrical restrictions involved in what values ki take as k; and ko each range
over R3. Second, the conditions ki, ko > k. > g should then be added. We consider the first
set of constraints on the region of integration first. The condition of interest is

1> cos bk, > —1; (IV.5.64)
since ) ) )
ki 4+k3—q¢*> ki+k:i-—2q
Ok, = ——2 == IV.5.65
COS Uk ko 2]{31]{32 k%r — kz ) ( )
this means
kL + k2 —2¢° < kT — k2 >2¢° — kY — k2, (IV.5.66)
from which we get the restrictions
k2 < ¢ <k (IV.5.67)

By its construction, k4 is inherently positive, but k_ is not. This makes the geometric limits
of integration

37. 13 > 2 12 > a k?i’ — k2
Phnd’hy =27 | - dg [ [ g% Q | dky [ dk == (IV.5.68)
q —q

Moving to the second set of restrictions, ¢ < k. is easy to add, while the conditions

ky +k_ =2k > 2k, (IV.5.69a)
ky —k_ =2ky > 2k, (IV.5.69Db)
translate to either
ky > 2k, |k—| < k4 — 2k, (IV.5.70a)
or
any k_, kv > 2k.+ |k_]. (IV.5.70b)

Combining the two sets of limits gives (see Fig. IV.2)
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Figure IV.2: The regions of integration for (IV.5.53). The inherent geometrical restrictions
ki = k1 + ko > q and |k_| = |k1 — k2| < ¢ limit us to the region shaded vertically, while
the additional requirement that ki, ke > k. requires that the mode be in the region shaded
horizontally. Their intersection gives the region of integration for (IV.5.53).
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k2 _ .2
Blid®ky = / d?’qdk+dk_T_
k1,ka>ke> ki —ka| limits
_ k2
—27r/ dq// 2d%Q /dk/ dk,
—q etk | 8q
(IV.5.71a)
oo 2kc+q ki —2k. 00 q k2 — k2
:271'/ dq//qzszq / dk+/ dk,+/ dk+/ dk_ | /———=.
0 2k, —(ky—2k0) 2kotq —q 8q
(IV.5.71b)

(The first of these two is more convenient to work with.) This means that in the three-
dimensional case, (IV.5.53) becomes

d3qdkydk_ (k% — k2)
e () v (55

Tr(ARy 'R)? = /

limits
>< {

2 _ 12 T/2
q° — k< / g Ak_ okt T/2
K. A (1) et — i [2=tgA e (1)
ki — k2 J 1 4 KL — k2 ! 4 LT/Q

2 1.2 T/2
q k2 ik_t 41“7 —i2k_t T/2
— dtlApg(t)e™" 2k-ty A (t
2
k2 — g (172 " 4k, , T/2
- dtlA@g(t)e*+t i [eF+tpApy (t
tli i [ e i [t o)
2
k2 —q* (T2 i 4k, 7- T/2
o At Apq(t)e F ! —j——T— [e 2R Apy(t ;
e /T/2 Pq(t)e o [e o) a| 1
(IV.5.72)
noting that
1  kiks Bkl ﬁkg K2 —k2 Bk ﬁkz
VO~ coth == coth = = == coth == coth (IV.5.73)
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we have

e a o0 cothﬂk“kk* cothﬁ’”_k*
Tr(ANT IR 2:/ d // 2d2§2A/ dk_/ dk 4 4
( 0 1) 0 q q q Y ket k| + (27’()2512(]

1

/2

T/2 , ‘
(¢* — k%) / dtlApq(t)e™ =" — idk_ [ "UApg ()] 7

—T/2

T/2 ] ‘
+(@* — k%) / / dtlDpq(t)e™ =" +idk [e_l%*thgoq(t)}:j/TQﬂ
=T/2

2

T/2 ) )
+ (k3 — ¢*) / ” AL Apg(t)e =+ 4 idk, [eﬂk*téA(pq(t)]f{ﬁﬂ

2 2 e —ikyt —i2k .yt T/2
+ (k1 —¢°) ” dtlApg(t)e —idky [e (Apq(t)] T2

\

(IV.5.74)

IV.6 The full action

Now we need to consider the effects of adding the terms Sy and S back into the
action, and determine what effect, if any, this has on the influence phase (IV.5.43).

IV.6.1 The linear terms

The effect of the linear term Sy can, as usual, be elucidated by completing the
square, as shown in this section.
We define the “all-but-cubic” lagrangian

L[, @] = Losgg[d, @] + ALg[0, @] (IV.6.1)

by adding to the quadratic action considered in Sec. IV.5 the linear terms [¢f. (IV.4.8¢)]

AL, @] = A Y (~dppTm + dmiina) (IV.6.2)
MesS
where? [cf. (IV.4.8¢)
N A/ : :
M=-3 (qM,N7N¢M—Nq)N - (I)Mqu)N) (IV.6.3a)
- A ;
™M= ((I)M—Nq)N - ‘I)Mqu)N) ; (IV.6.3b)

with ¢R;_n n defined analogously [cf. (IV.5.3)] to kg, i,

<

Ginn=-k- M- aM-N—au-N-ON —qn-k-m =ki +ai —kmcan. (IV.6.4)

4recall that ;N = 0 when M — N ¢ L
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The reality condition ®_n = ®F; forces 2_m = z3; and y—m = Y5, S0 we can use the
identity

v T = E VWM = E (vpwng + UMW) = 2 E (vprwny + vpwy) = 0w,

MeS MeS MeS/2
(Iv.6.5)
where v and w are vectors in RS/295/2 defined as in (IV.5.16), to write
— T + OV (IV.6.6)
by integrating by parts, we can also write this, for arbitrary z(t) as
Mg = —¢"x + ¢y + - (¢“ ), (IV.6.7)
where
T=xT+2 (IV.6.8a)
y=y—=z (IV.6.8b)
to give
17T. . .
Lo[g, 0] = 3 [as“msb + 204y - "o — 20" + (¢“m¢ + 264 )} (IV.6.9)

Comparing this to

i(wflx) 4+ =

Lotoold +w 2] = [fb“ ¢+ Q&Ymdt

d
— " wp — 20 + 2wl + E(gf)“ﬁwﬁ + o e + xtrwlr'mzl:z:)] , (IV.6.10)

we see that if

y= ma(w x) (IV.6.11)
this becomes
Lotggl¢ + @ 'a]
tr,,—1 tr,__—1 tr_—1,.; —1
y'my "wr do o, . d z"w mwx
=1L P — — — - (IV.6.12
3(6, @] + = 5+ g e e = )] + 5 (IV.6.12)
The condition (IV.6.11) is equivalent to the second order inhomogeneous ODE
i(wflé)—km*lz:m - i(w 7). (IV.6.13)
dt dt e

A particular ®(t) generates z(t) and y(¢) via (IV.6.3), and for that source term, we can solve
(IV.6.13), with the freedom to fix two boundary conditions which are functions of 2’, 2, ()’
and (2)".
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We can use this expression for L3 to express K3, the propagator for Ss, in terms of
Kotge as

Ks(¢"|¢'; ] = / DgeiSslo )
¢//¢/

i rT/2
—e2J-T/2

. — . br A T ) _
dt(z"w  tz—y*Tm ly)eui)t (z—mhw 11)\792/2 D¢ezSg+¢¢[¢+w lm,@]'

¢//¢/
(IV.6.14)

Recognizing the last expression as Kot s (¢ + {wtz}|¢' + {w~1z}'; @], we have

N\ tr )
K3(¢"|¢'; ®) = Koygs(d”]¢; ] exp {z (i,) X[(I)]} eIl (IV.6.15)

where

T/2
dt(z"w e — y"m~y)

P[o] =

N =
—

/2
() (T ) (E550)
is a real phase, and

X(®) = <f:,,_ JF(THT;Z%,) - (_g[;]]tr —f{ﬁ]) <((Z__llfc))/,l > . (IV.6.17)

(IV.6.16)

By substituting for x using (IV.6.8a), we see that X[®] = 0 is just a pair of first order
boundary conditions on z(t), and so we can choose the solution to (IV.6.13) to obey them,

leaving
K3(¢"|¢'; ®) = Koy (d”]¢; @)1, (IV.6.18)

Proceeding along the same lines as (IV.5.20), we find that

eiWs[P1,02] _ iWoig6[01, 2] pi($[P1]—1[D2]) (IV.6.19)
Since ¥[®] is real, and it is the imaginary part of W which imposes decoherence,

e Wal®1,®2l] — JoiWorso[®1,22] (IV.6.20)

and adding in the linear terms does not change the result (IV.5.43).

IV.6.2 The cubic terms

Now we are ready to consider the full action

Sg(p, ®] = Ss(p, ] + S¢¢¢[¢] (IV.6.21)
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including the cubic terms from

1 . k2, +ki; +k?
Loso(9) = —5 > oM Ma M0 <¢M1¢M2¢M3 - 1;5/[2 e ¢M1¢M2¢M3)
M, M2, M3z€eS

(IV.6.22)
Here we need to resort to using a generating functional

211, 92,01, 03] = [ D61D2ps(64,63)60% — o)

T/2

X exp {z <S’3[¢1, ®1] — S3[02, P2 +/

-T/2

dt[p1"™ Ty — ¢2“J2]> } (IV.6.23a)

and expressing®

1 D
—,® Z|J1, Ja, @1, P2
o 2] ) 211 1,0

(IV.6.23b)

) 1 D
eW[21,®2] _ exp (i)\5¢¢¢ [—_W, @1] — i)\5¢¢¢ |:
7 1

1

The wrong way to complete the square

The “propagators” involved in constructing the generating functional

Z[J1, J2, @1, P :/d¢’1d¢’2d¢”p¢(¢’1,¢’2)ICZ(¢”|¢’1;<I>1,Jl]IC*Z(¢”|¢’2;<I>2,J2] (Iv.6.24)

are of the form
. T/2 tr
Kz(¢"|¢'; @, J] = / D (95100141717, dts7) (IV.6.25)
¢N¢/

and involve the modified “lagrangian”

Lz[¢, @, J) = Ls[p, @] + J"¢ = % {cﬁ“mq's + 2017 — @ — 20" (F - J) + % (¢“m¢)} ;
(IV.6.26)

We might try to carry out the same completion of the square as was done in Sec. IV.6.1,
getting the form (IV.6.7), where now

r=x+2—J. (IV.6.8a")
The differential equation for z becomes

d, 1, SRR PO P o , /
dt(w D+m T iz=mTy dt[w @ —J); (IV.6.13")

5The choice of sign of J3 may seem unusual, but it allows us to write the argument of the exponential in
(IV.6.23a) as Sz[¢p1, D1, J1] — Sz[p2, P2, Jo| rather than Sz[¢p1, P1, Ji] — Sz[p2, P2, —J2].
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once again, we would find an expression like
(]5” tr )
Kz(¢"|¢';®,J] = Kotgs(¢"]¢'; @] exp i<¢,> X[®,J] § eI, (IV.6.15")

with the expressions (IV.6.16) and (IV.6.17) for ¢[®, J] and X'[®, J] in terms of z still holding.
Again, the boundary conditions on (IV.6.15") would allow us to set X[®, J] = 0, leaving

Kz(¢"|¢; ®,J] = Koy (@ |¢; @], (IV.6.18")

However, this form is not convenient, even if we insert x = Z+2—.J, since the expression would
depend on J not only explicitly, but also implicitly via the solution z[®, J] to (IV.6.13).

The correct way to complete the square

Since we cannot fruitfully complete the square for the J-terms in the way we did
for Ly in Sec. IV.6.1, let us instead combine L4 with the J-terms by integrating by parts
until y =0, i.e.,

T=F+7y (IV.6.27a)
2=y (IV.6.27b)
so that
1 I tr | tr tr T d tr,+ tr~
Lz[p,®,J] = 5 "me — ¢ we + 20" + pr (™1 + 20"Y) (IV.6.28)
where
J=J—-F+7y. (IV.6.29)
First, we define a Green’s function G(t,t;) (implicitly dependent upon ®) satisfying
so that
T/2
(GoJ)(t) = / dt1G(t,t1)J(t1) (IV.6.31)
-T2
obeys

We can construct this perturbatively, with the lowest order term being

SinQQ |t — tll

Go(t, t1) = 500

(IV.6.33)
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Then we can complete the square by calculating
Losgsld — G o J,®]
T Jtr s T tr T d tr, T
= Loy os[d, @] + Loyas|G o J,®] — (¢ mGoJ — ¢"wG o J) -= (¢> MG o J)
~ - d ~
= Lo+ ¢9[0, ®] + Loy g[G 0 J, @] + ¢ (9ymd; + w) Go J — T {(btrat(mG ° J)}
- d ~
= Lz[6,®,J) + LotsslG o J, 0] - = {6"0mG o D)+ 71} (V.6.30)
This gives
Kz(4"|¢'; @, J]

_ /mexp( {50+¢¢[¢ G 0., ®] — Sys49lG 0 T, ®] + 6" [0u(mG o J) +7]| m})
o1

= Koros |6 = (G oJ)'|¢/ — (Go T
<o (i {=SuaslGo 1.0+ slame o D+l ). aviess)

The generating functional is thus

_ dg dgsdd” py (47, ¢5)
211, oy @1, B] = /det(27€[@,]) det (2r€[D5))

(b” (Gl e] Jl)ll B[(I)l] 0 —C[(I)l] 0 ¢H (Gl o Jl)”
 ox 1 ¢" — (G o JQ)N 0 —B[®] 0 C[ 4] ¢" — (G o J )
"2 ¢1 (Grod) || =Clag” 0 . A 0 ¢ — (GioJ1)
— (Gy0 o) 0 Cle2]" 0 —A[®]/\ ¢, — (G 0.Jy)
—~ . 1
g [6t(mlGl oJi)+ yl}
—~ "
| ¢ - [at(m2G2 oJy) + ﬂz} , ~ , ~
+12 ¢, _ |~ ZSQ+¢¢[G1 o Jy, @1] + ZS()+¢¢[G2 o Jo, (1)2] ;
1 - [3t(m1G1 oJi)+ y1]
2 -
[0:(maGz 0 T2) +

(IV.6.36)
inserting the form of py from (IV.5.27), and making the transformation (cf. (IV.5.28))

o 1 1.0 0 A¢" /2
" -1 10 0 "
2| = = |, IV.6.37
8 0 01 1 7 (IV.6.37)
o 0 0 1 —1) \A¢/2
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we have
Z[J1, J2, D1, Do x (b/dAQS/ il
U V/det(27€[®]) det (27€[®,])

~A(GoJ)'/2 B. B, -C. —C_ ~A(GoJ)'/2

X exp L ¢’ = (GoJ)" B, B €. —C ¢’ = (GoJ)"
2 & — (Go j)/ _Cthi _Cici A_ Ay & — (Go j)/
Ag/2-AGody/2) \TET TG A A

A 2 - A(GoJ) /2

e oo\ A[at(mcojprg}”/
“3(av) (0 wtian) () ( 7 ) ~alamGo )+

8/ —2[0,(mG o ) + g}

— iSQ+¢¢[G1 o jl, (I)l] + iSo.,.(M,[GQ o (72, @2] . (IV.6.38)

Defining the matrix

0 0 0
P=10 Q3V(Q) 0 (IV.6.39)
0 0 4V_1(Qo)
so that M, defined in (IV.5.33), can be written
B- —C- —Cit
M=P—i|-C" A A |. (IV.6.40)
4" AL A

Then (IV.6.38) becomes

I ) ¢// tr ¢l/
¢’dA¢> do L &
Z1J1, J2, @1, Ba] /det(27€[@4]) det (2m€[D]) o _5( ; ) " ( ; )

A¢'/2 A¢'/2
(b// tr A'V// o
+( & ) [(M PIULT] +iW[J] + ( Ag) +iQ[J1,Jo] p, (IV.6.41)
A¢'/2 ]

_21/
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where
N (Go j)//
UJl=1 (GoJy (IV.6.42a)
A(GoJ) /2
"
_BLAGoJ)' /24 A [at(mc 0 J)}
W] = | ¢ AG o Ty /2 - A [at(mG o J)} (IV.6.42b)
~ ~ 7/
C_"A(GoJ) )22 [at (mG o J)]
A(G ° J)///2 tr B B+ —C.;,_ _c. A(G o @///2
T 7 (G o J)” BJr B, —C, —CJr (G (e} J)N
Ji, JJo|l = = r r =
Q[ ! 2] (G o J)/ —CJrzr —szr .A, .A+ (G o {)/
AGoJy2) \ 67 G A A\ AGo )2
— S0466[G1 0 J1, @1] + Sotps[Ga 0 Jo, D).
(IV.6.42¢)
Completing the square in (IV.6.41) gives
N tr
Z[Jl, JQ, (bly @2] — eiW0+¢¢[q>lv<I>2] exp % Z/l[j]tr(./\/l — P) + 'LW[:f]tr +Z Aﬁ
27
A""//
x MM =PUT| + W +i | =AF | | +iQLJ1, o] ¢ (IV.6.43)
2y

Expanding (IV.6.23b) in a perturbation series, we see that terms beyond the zeroth
have at least one factor of A, from the ASgee. Again, the only way that a perturbative
expression could tell us about the non-perturbative result ¥V <« 1 is if some of the terms
have a A/f behavior. Thus, we should look for the terms in the exponential of (IV.6.43)
which are larger than O(1) to see if any O(871) terms can produce significant contributions.
The only object which can be larger than O(1) is M~ [the matrices M and P individually
have V™! eigenvalues, but the combination M — P is O(1)]. Since the smallest eigenvalue
of M is O(V) + O(X), AM~! will also be no larger than O(1). And since the terms 7 and
J — J = —& + ¥ coming from Sy are O()), this means that

Z[J1, Jo, @1, o) = e Wores[1.22]

X exp <% {U[J]“(M —P)+ z‘W[J]“} MM = PYUT] + iW[J]} + 0(1)) . (IV.6.44)
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Now

U (M = P) + W] M (M = PU+ W)
=UT MU = 2UT (PU — iW) + UTP — iWT )M (PU — W)
=U" (M — P)U — U PU + 2iUW + (U™ P — iW )M~ (PU — W) (IV.6.45)
= —U"PU+ UTP — iIWT)M™H(PU — iW) + O(1);
if we use (IV.5.36) to write
1 0 0\ (1 0 —iCia™?
M= 0 1 of Mo 1 idia! (IV.6.46)
—ia” 1" iaTtAL 1 0 0 1
and observe [since 4V"1(Qp) = a +iA_]
1 0 —iCia?! 0 0 —iCy (1 +ia 1 A)
0 1 idya™t | P=10 Q3V(Q) iAL(1+ia"tA) |, (IV.6.47)
0 0 1 0 0 4V~1(Qp)

we have

0 0 0
—UTPU + (UTP — iWT)M ™ (PU —iW) = —UT [0 Q3V(Q0) 0 u
0 0 4V~=1(Qy)

+

0 0 0
Ut 0 03V () 0
—i(l+iA_a™HCY i(l+id_a )AL 4V ()
1 0

0
—iWtr 0 1 0
—ia™C " iatAL 1

. 0 0 —iCi(1+iatAL) 1 0 —iCia™?
xM7P10 Q3V(Qy) A (1+ia tA) |U—i[0 1 A0t |W
0 0 4V~1(Qy) 00 1

Because the matrices P and Rg — iAR; [A®]) "L @ a~! are in block diagonal form, we split up
the expression (IV.6.48) into

0 0 0
—ut o Q2V(Q) 0|u
0

(IV.6.48)

0 0
0 0 1 0
+ (U 0 Q2V(Qo) 4% 0 1
—i(l+iA_a HCF i(1+iA_a 1AL —ia”1C" ot AL
: 1 [/0 0 —iC4(1+ia™1AL) (1 0 —iCia™?
X (Ro—iAR1[AD]) [(0 QRV(Q) iAL(1+ia tAL) U=ilg 1 iALa! wi-

(IV.6.49a)



140 CHAPTER 1IV. MODELLING THE DECOHERENCE OF SPACETIME

and

—USTAV T (Q0)Us + [USTAVTH( Q) — iWST] ot [4VTH(Qo)Us — iWVs] (IV.6.49b)

where Us is the bottom third of U,
0 tr
Us= 101 U. (IV.6.50)
1

Using 4V1(Qo) = a +iA_, (IV.6.49b) can be converted, noting

—4VH Q) + 4V Qo) AV Q) = —a —iA_ +a+2A —A oA

IV.6.51
—iA_ —A_aA_, ( )

to
USF(GA- — Ao PAUs — 20WE (1 +ia P A Us — WE o "W = O(1), (IV.6.52)
This leaves us with (IV.6.49a), making the exponential in (IV.6.43)

0 0 1 0
utl o QAv(Qg) | —iwW™ 0 1
—iCY iAL —ia1Cy" ol AL

o 0 —iC (1 0 —iCia .
x KO Q2V() Z.A+)Z/{—z (0 L A et ) W} +0(1); (IV.6.53)

inserting (IV.6.42a) and (IV.6.42b), we find
0 0 —iCy (10 —iCrat
<o Q3V(9) iA+>”[J]‘Z<o 1 idiat )V

- (—iC+A(G 0 J) /24 iBLA(G o J)" /2 —iA[9,(mG o J)]”)
T GALA(GoJ) /2 —iCL " A(G 0 J)" /2 +iA[0,(mG o J)]

(Rg — AR [AP]) !

D) VL(Q)Cra ! {cJTA(G 0 J)" /2 — 2[8,(mG o J)]'}

+ — )

Y\ 2@e Ty - v Arat {cmaGo gy /2= 2o mG o)}
(IV.6.54)

so again discarding O(1) terms {including (Rg — iAR;[A®])71V(Qp)}, we end up with

Z[Jy, Jo, ®1, B
. tr
_ eiW"*W[@l’%] exp _l _COGO e} (AJ)/ + BQGO e} (AJ)// _ GO o (AJ)/I
2\ 4Gy o (AJ) — CoGoo (AJ)" +Goo (AJ)
» _1 [(—CoGo o (AJ) + ByGoo (AJ) —Goo (AT)”
x(Ro — AR [A2]) < AoGo o (ATY — CoGo o (AJ) +CGoo(AT) ) T o]

(IV.6.55)
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The fact that the leading term in the exponential in (IV.6.55) depends only upon
AJ = J; — Js is crucial, because of the operator

1 D 1 D ]

ASppe |:€'D—J1,q)1] — ASppe |:_€D—¢]2,®2 (IV.6.56)

in (IV.6.23b), which annihilates any functional depending only on the combination J; — Js.
If all of the terms in the exponential in Z were functions of AJ alone, that would mean
that e = e¢?Ws: however, there are O(1) terms in the exponential which depend on J. The
situation can be written as

. 1 1
Z[Jl,JQ,(I)],(I)Q] — e’LWO+¢¢[<I>1,q>2] exp (EAJOJ_—_l o AJ—|— 5]0]:0 (e} J+ JOg0> ,

(IV.6.57)
where 2AJ o F_; o AJ is the argument of the exponential in (IV.6.55), and 3.J o FyoJ and
J o Gy are the quadratic and linear terms of O(1). Thinking in terms of a diagrammatic
expansion, this means that there are three kinds of “propagators” in Z:

‘_@_’ (IV.6.58a)
(IV.6.58b)
(IV.6.58¢)

(note that the last is not truly a propagator, since it accepts only one “input”). These are
used to connect the vertices, which all have the form

>

(IV.6.59)

A term in the series which has more A vertices than F_; propagators will be perturbatively
small, one with the same number will be O(1), and one with more F_; propagators than
X vertices will be able to disrupt the perturbative analysis and have an impact upon e
We can make a list of the objects in the theory by their order in perturbation theory and
number of legs (with the legs on propagators counted negative so that a closed diagram has
zero net legs):

Graph Order Legs
(IV.6.58a) -1 -2
(IV.6.58b) 0 -2
(IV.6.58c¢) 0 -1
(IV.6.59) 1 3
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Since the vertex (IV.6.59) has three legs and the propagator (IV.6.58a) has minus two, we’d
expect divergent graphs starting with

@ (IV.6.60)

However, in this case we have just the situation described above: all of the propagators
depend only on AJ, so the graph vanishes. This sort of identity places the restriction that
at least one leg of a vertex must be coupled to an Fy or Gy propagator. This means that we
must abandon (IV.6.59) by itself and use as our primitive vertices

A @ A
(IV.6.61a)

(%) .
(IV.6.61D)

which makes the pieces out of which non-vanishing graphs can be constructed

Graph Order Legs
(IV.6.58a) -1 -2
(IV.6.58b) 0 -2
(IV.6.58¢) 0 -1
(IV.6.61a) 2 4
(IV.6.61b) 1 2

Now the most divergent graph which can be constructed with zero net legs is O(1).
This means that, perturbatively, the influence functional is

ciW[@1,22] _ O(1) x etWa[®1, 2] (IV.6.62)

)

so, perturbatively at least,

] —1/4
WP, 2] 5{1+Tr ()\NalNﬂA‘I’DQ} " (IV.6.63)

A word about the perturbative analysis
The conclusion that

WP, 2] =iWs[®1.92] — (1) (IV.6.62)
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is based upon an upper limit on each term in the perturbation series (the first term is
obviously unity). There are two ways this analysis could fail. First, there may be cancellation
among the various O(1) terms causing the net expression to be a higher order in A or fj.
Since this would only make }eiW’ smaller than our estimate, it would only improve the upper
limit given by (IV.6.63)

The second is more problematic. While each individual term is at most O(1), the
entire infinite series could be quite large, counteracting the tendency of e!"Vo+¢¢ to become
small. This is a shortcoming of the perturbative analysis, and there’s not a lot to be done,
other than to tackle the non-perturbative problem.® Note, however, that we can say with
confidence that ’eiW—iW?” does not have terms which are O(A?/3?), which could directly

cancel similar terms in the expansion. So if ’eZW_ZWS‘ becomes large, it is not in the same

way which ’elW?" = ‘eZW"*W’ becomes small.

IV.7 Interpretation

IV.7.1 Which modes are suppressed?

Having determined that the influence functional is bounded from above by

—1/4

WP | < {l—l—Tr ()\NglNl[Afb])z} , (IV.6.63)

and hence becomes small when

> a o0 coth6k++k’ cothﬁh*k’
Tr(RTIR 2:/ d // QdQQA/ dk,/ dk 4 4
( 0 1) . q q q . okt lh | + (27T)2512q

N e ikt . i2k_t T/2 i
xq |(g° —k2) T/2 dtlApq(t)e™ " — idk_ [e - gAwq(tﬂ—T/Q
2
T/2 . . T/2
+ (4~ K2) / dtDpq(t)e™ =" +idk [ "0Apq(1)] 7,
—T/2
2
., [T L - T/2
+|(k} —q )/ dtlApq(t)e™ " +idky [ U Apq ()] 7,
—T/2
2
T/2 , , T/2
+|(k1 - ¢%) / dtlApq(t)e™ ™" —idky [e7 4 UAQq(1)] 7,
—T/2
(IV.5.74)

becomes large, we would like to consider when that happens. Looking at (IV.5.74), and
disregarding the surface terms, we see that not all of the space/time modes

A@qw = /T/2 iA(ﬂq(t)eth (IV?l)
—T/2 vV 271'

6For instance, we can’t use (IV.5.37) to conclude that the O(1) factor in (IV.6.62) is unity, since that
would involve an illegal interchange of the 5 — 0 and A — 0 limits.
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appear. The first two terms include only modes where |w| = |k—_| < ¢, while the last two
are limited to modes where |w| = |ky| > 2k.. This is illustrated in Fig. IV.3. Just as our
coarse graining considers only long-wavelength modes (¢ < k), it is reasonable to focus on
long-period modes (Jw| < k.) as well. Thus the limit of interest comes from the first two
terms, and we write

o ¢ o0 th AR oty gl
Tr(ANg 'R)2 > / dg / / 2d2Q, / dk_ / ik, SO - =5
0 —q otk | (27m)2512¢

. ik /2 |?
x{ ‘(q2 — K2 )V2mlApgy,_ — idk_ [ePF-T0Apq(t)] 7T/2‘

. —1 T/2 ?
+ ‘(q2 — k2)V2mlDpg, i+ idk_ [e MU Apg(t)] */T/Q‘ }
’2

e e] q .
- / dq / / d*Q; / dk_ ‘(q2 — K2 )V2mlApg, — idk_ [ T Apq(t)] 22/2
0 —q

0o th BEEE otn g Rk
x / i, SO - 7T (v
2kc+\k,\ (27T) 256q
The factor
R /°° dk coth % coth % (IV.73)
= + . .
Dot k| (2m)?2564
can be evaluated, to leading order in 3, by noting that
coshn coshny  coshny + coshn_ 2 coshn_
th thne = = =1 v.74
ORI COBRT sinhn; sinhny  coshny — coshn_ coshny — coshn_’ ( )
so that
o dk. 2 cosh 22= o dk
R:/ 1+ 2 :RO+/ —  (IV.7.5
2kt k| (27)2256¢ ( coshﬁ% — cosh &= kot k| (27)*256¢ ( )
Now,
Ry = /°° dky 2 cosh 22~
2ko+lk_| (27)2256¢ cosh % — cosh ﬁkT’
4 cosh Zk= sinh gEe=lk=1\ |7
= 5 =2 Blh_] In < . k++4\k,\ (IV.7.6)
(27)2256¢f3 sinh =5— sinh 8~ ootk |

4coth% sinhﬁkchTM
(2m)2256¢5  \ sinh 2 ehli-1/2 |

Again, since we only expect a useful answer when small 5 causes perturbation theory to break
down, we look at the leading terms in 3, working in the high-temperature limit Sk, > 1.
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— 2k

Figure IV.3: The modes represented in (IV.5.74), plotted by their w and ¢ values. The
modes with g > k. are traced over, and so that region is shaded horizontally. The first two
terms in (IV.5.74) can suppress modes with |w| < ¢, which are shaded vertically, the third
can suppress modes which have w > k. and the fourth, w < —k.; these last two are shaded
diagonally. Since we are concerned with coarse grainings of low temporal frequency w as well
as spatial frequency ¢, the first two terms are the ones of interest.



146 CHAPTER 1IV. MODELLING THE DECOHERENCE OF SPACETIME

(See Sec. IV.7.2 for the physical significance of this.) In this limit, (IV.7.6) becomes

8 [k_|
Ry = In{l4+—]; .77
° = @rP256eB ] ( " ) ’ (v.7.7)
since R — Ry is independent of 3, the leading term in R is”
1 |k
R=——————In(l1l+— IvV.7.8
e () (VT

SO

Tr(ARg 18 )2 >/Oodq//q2d25}/q e
R T ), @m)232¢82 || ke

X ‘(q2 — WV2mlApg, — idw [eP U Apg(t)]

e }2 (IV.7.9)

—-T/2

IV.7.2 Practical coarse grainings
The physical scales

The expression (IV.7.9) has three parameters, k., 8 and T which are not integrated
over. The scale k. for division into SWMs and LWMs can be tailored to the coarse graining
to give the strongest possible results, while the other two are features of the model. As
alluded to in Sec. IV.3.3, the time scale T over which we expect the Minkowski space model
to be valid should be slightly below the Hubble scale H L In suitable units, this gives

T <Hy ~ 100 yr ~ 10% cm. (IV.7.10)

This is so large that it allows us to set T' much larger than all the other scales in the problem.
In particular, it means that the cross terms in

. 2
(¢ — w)V2rlApqe, — 14w [(312“’t€Acpq(t)]T/2 ‘

—7/2
=2 |(¢* — WQ)EAgoqw‘2 + 16w? | T LAl — e_i“TﬁAcp;f
+iV27(¢* — W) AQqudw (e “TUAL)" — e TIAY,")

. , (IV.7.11)
—iV2r(¢® — wz)ﬁAgpflwélw (emTéA(pg - e_WTKAga;)
will oscillate rapidly and vanish when w is integrated over, leaving

=2 |(¢* — wz)ZAcpqw’2 + 16w” [T LAP) — eii“’Tngoilf > 21| (¢° — w)lApgu| -
(IV.7.12)

7Of course, this is a dubious approximation, since R — Rp, while down by a factor of 82 from Ry, is
ultraviolet divergent. However, any suitable well-behaved regulation of the result will give a result which
agrees with Rog to O(872) when the 8 — 0 limit is taken before the cutoff limit. Note also that our
perturbative analysis has ignored terms like A2(R — Rp), which are perturbatively small in A\ without having
corresponding factors of 8. One might hope that such terms will cancel the divergence in R — Ry. However,
this turns out not to be the case, as can be seen by calculating all of the O(A\?) terms in eWo+rso
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Turning our attention to the inverse temperature 3, we might reasonably treat
the high-temperature thermal state ps as corresponding to the cosmic graviton background
radiation[50], which has a temperature on the order of 1K. This means that in suitable

units,

1 1
/3 ~ ﬁ ~ m ~ 1071 cm. (IV.7.13)

This is the most severe limit to the usefulness of the calculations in this chapter. It means that
to be in the high-temperature limit Bk, < 1, we need to have the cutoff scale k; ! dividing
“short” and “long” wavelengths be above the millimeter scale. While we don’t expect to have
laboratory data on millimeter-scale oscillations of vacuum gravity any time soon (contrast
this scale to the length corresponding to a typical component of the curvature tensor at the
surface of a 1M, black hole, which is GMg ~ 1km ~ 10°3), it might be a bit surprising to
learn that coarse grainings corresponding to micron-scale variations in the gravitational field
do not decohere. At any rate, that is not the prediction of this chapter, even assuming that
the results for the toy model are an accurate indicator of the behavior of the actual theory.
First, this analysis only applies to decoherence of the vacuum gravitational field induced by
gravity itself. If the gravitational field is coupled to some form of matter, unobserved modes
of the matter can also induce decoherence, as described in [27] and [26]. In addition, our
perturbative analysis of vacuum gravity simply cannot make fruitful predictions outside of
the perturbative regime. It is quite possible that for lower temperatures, non-perturbative
effects can cause the influence functional to become small for large Aep.

Field averages
A simple quantity by which we’d like to coarse grain would be a field average
T/2
() = /d3 / dtf (x,t)lp(x,t), (IV.7.14)
T/2
where f(x,t) is some sort of smoothing function with spatial width Az and temporal width

At obeying
T/2
/d3/ dtf(x,t) = 1. (IV.7.15)
T/2

In terms of Fourier modes, this becomes

(bo) = / &> qdw f o, (P, (IV.7.16)

where I have approximated the sum over w values separated by dw = 27w /T by an integral,
and assumed that f(x,t) vanishes as t — +7'/2, so that it is acceptable to replace the field
wq(t) by its periodic counterpart

Py = [ d o [ 1= (IV.7.17)
© t) = / wp weflw = .
4 B wqt) -L<t<Z.
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The normalization condition (IV.7.15) becomes foo = (27) 2, so a useful field average might

be
Aq/2 Aw/2
(bp) = / dg / / *d*Q; / dwpaw, (IV.7.18)
0 —Aw/2

where the width of the smoothing function in Fourier space is

1
1
W (IV.7.19b)

and the origin of the spatial coordinates has been chosen to correspond with the center of
f(x,t). If we shift the center of the group of Fourier modes by qo and wg, while keeping the
mode volume the same, we get another dimensionless quantity

— qo+Aq/2 wot+Aw/2 0
(bp) = / dq / / ¢*d*Qy / dw 32 (IV.7.20)
q w
Q

0—Agq/2 0—Aw/2 (27‘-)2,

where the solid angle integrated over is centered about gy and is chosen to preserve the mode
volume:

2dg =0
3 q°dq

o 2 (IV.7.21)
0—Aq

' g s (0 + A9/2)° — (a0 — Aa/2)"

SO

m(Ag)?

- W. (IV.7.22)

The influence phase

Now we can cast (IV.7.9) into a useful form, so long as g9 — Aq/2 > |wo| + Aw:

_ *° 1 dw |w]
1 2> 2 120y . 2_ 2
Tr(AN, "Rq) N/o dq//q d“Qy; /_q 2320 ] In (1 + kc> ‘(q W)V 2l APy

qo+Aq/2 wo+Aw/2 2 . .2)2
2/ dq//q%m,j QL= (1+ |w|) 0AG g .
q
Q

‘ 2

0—Aq/2 wo—Aw/2 (27T)32qﬂ2 |w| k_C
(IV.7.23)
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The strongest result will be obtained if we take k. = qo + Ag/2. If Aw and Ag are small
relative to wp and ¢go (which means large At and Ax), we can approximate

2 2\2
SIN)2 > 000 — [wg ) B0 — @0 |wol
Tr(AR; 'R1)* 20(qo |w(J|)(27T)32qOB2 |w0|1n 1+

qo+Aq/2 5 wo+Aw/2 )
X dq//quA dw [(Apq|
/qo—Aq/2 & ! wo—Aw/2 B (IV.7.24)

— 2
(= h)? ol @)% |80
2132005 oo (H ) TAw(Ag)?/6

~0O(qo — |wol)
do
so that the influence phase is bounded by

e~ 2 —1/4
3n(af — wB)? |(€Ag)| ol
eiW[<I>1,<I>2] < 1+ In <1 —+ —0) IV.7.25
~ 8¢ 3% |wo| Aw(Ag)? ‘Qq ( :
This means that if )
snla —w)” [ (0] (1) 54 (1v.7.26
n — | > ol
8¢o? |wo| Aw(Ag)? )

— —_~—

the decoherence functional corresponding to two values of (fp) separated by (¢Ap) will be
small. This limit corresponds to

Bv/840 |W0|AW(AQ)3{ ( |wo|)]”2
A ‘ > (14 0 : V.7.27
[ea)| > 2 - (1v.7.27)
Considering the static limit |wg| < go for simplicity, (IV.7.27) becomes

Bv/8q0 [wo| Aw(Aq)? {|wo| ] B 8Aw(Aq)?
> —_— = ﬁ(JO —a_4
q0 37TQO

’ (LAp) ’ (IV.7.28)

q32V/3m
For sufficiently small Aw and Ag (which corresponds to averaging over a large spacetime
region), the right hand side of (IV.7.28) becomes small, and thus (IV.7.28) can hold even in

the perturbative limit where ‘(ZAcp)‘ is small. [Recall that £Ap(x,t) is the representation in
this toy model of a metric perturbation vup.]

So a coarse graining which should decohere is one consisting of a set of alternatives
{en} which correspond to (¢p) € [nA, (n+1)A). As long as the size A of the regions is much
larger than

8Aw(Aq)3
3rqy

§ = Bqo (IV.7.29)

the analysis of Fig. III.1, with f replaced by @Tp} and G(f — f') replaced by e, car-
ries through, and off-diagonal elements of the decoherence functional D(n1,n9) will be sup-
pressed.
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IV.8 Conclusions

In this chapter I have demonstrated that, in a simplified theory analogous to per-
turbative GR, some coarse grainings which restrict only the long wavelength modes of the
field should decohere. This was done by calculating the influence functional eV between
pairs of LWM histories which describes the effect of tracing out the short-wavelength modes.
Decoherence is expected when eiw[él’%]‘ becomes small for sufficiently large &1 — ®5.

Even though the zero order term in the influence functional is unity, and one might
normally assume that perturbative corrections cannot make ‘eiW| much smaller than one,
it was possible to consider a regime where perturbation theory broke down enough to give
’eiw‘ < 1, but not so much that we were unable to calculate anything. This was done by
working in the high-temperature regime where the inverse temperature 8 of the thermal state
describing the SWMs was small. In this case terms which were higher order in the coupling
¢ could still become large for high temperature if they were proportional to, for example,

(/B)*.

These ¢/8 terms in the influence functional were handled non-perturbatively for
the terms in the action which are quadratic or linear in the SWMs, but the cubic terms in
the action were analyzed using a perturbative expansion. That expansion showed that while

there are corrections which go like O(é()f)ig(ﬂ) or O(gfr@(ﬂ), those are at largest O(1), and

there are no O(¢/3) terms to cancel out the effect from the quadratic action.

The reliance on perturbative analysis is one of the limitations of this result. It
means that we can only analyze the question of decoherence in the high-temperature limit,
defined in terms of the momentum k. which defines SWMs from LWMs by Bk, < 1. If the
temperature of the SWM thermal state is taken to be that of the present-day cosmic graviton
background, the length scale corresponding to this limit is on the order of a millimeter.

Another problem comes from the non-renormalizability of our derivative action (a
property it shares with GR itself). While the terms in the influence functional proportional
to (£/3)? are finite, there are terms proportional to ¢? alone which are ultraviolet divergent.
We were able to ignore those by working in the high-temperature limit, but they may provide
another way in which perturbation theory breaks down, demanding a fully non-perturbative
analysis.

Before moving to a possible non-perturbative analysis, perhaps using the Regge
calculus to skeletonize geometry, another improvement of this work would be to restore the
tensor nature of the gravitational field and see if that modifies our scalar-field result.

And finally, the focus of this model has not been on cosmological systems (as con-
trasted to the matter-induced decoherence of spacetime described in [26] and [27]). The back-
ground spacetime was taken as Minkowski space and the temperature of the short-wavelength
graviton state was taken to be its present-day value. Different background spacetimes might
also be studied once the tensor nature of perturbative GR is restored.
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IV.A Appendix: Expanding the action for perturbative
GR to third order

In this appendix, I consider a metric

gab(A) = gab + AYab (IV.3.1)

and use an approach similar to that in Sec. 7.5 of [14] to expand the gravitational action
constructed from gqp(\)

§= 16;G/s/|g(/\)|d4a:R()\), (IV.A.1)

viewed as a function of 7, on the background spacetime with metric g4, in powers of A out
to third order.

The “scalar curvature” R(A) is constructed from the corresponding “Riemann ten-
sor” Rape® according to

R(A) = g"“(\)Ranc"(N) (IV.A.2)

and has an expansion

R(\) =) _A""R. (IV.A.3)

The “inverse metric” g2°(\) is defined by®
9 (Ngbe(A) = 6¢ (IV.A.4)
and its expansion is given iteratively by

0gb = go® (IV.A.5a)
n+lgab - _ ngac,ycdgdb — ngac,yg' (IVA5b)

To work towards an expression for the curvature tensor Rabcd(/\) constructed from
gab(A), one first considers the covariant derivative V4 (\) constructed from gqp(A) so that
Va(N)gpe(A) = 0. This is related to the covariant derivative V, for the background metric
by

VaoNwy = Vawp — Cop(Nwe. (IV.A.6)

C¢,(N) is called the connection tensor relating the two metrics, and in a particular coérdinate
system, it relates the Christoffel symbols for the two metrics:

sz(/\) = FZV(/\) - FZV' (IVA?)

8Note that it is not defined by raising the indices with g2%: g®®()\) # ¢g*°g.q(N\)g®. We are using the
convention that g, is the “actual” metric used in manipulating geometric quantities (for example ~ob =
9%Yeag®), but that function is “turned off” for parametrized quantities [like gq5()\)] and their expansion
terms (like "g,p), and such tensors with indices in new places must be explicitly defined as in (IV.A.4) or
(IV.A.3).
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It is given by

1 A
an(A) = 596d(/\)[va9db(/\) + Vigad(A) — Vagan(A)] = §9°d(/\)[Va7db + VYad — Vatas]-
(IV.A.8)
Its expansion is given by
nflgcd
"Cap(N) = 5 Vavas + VeYad — Vavas)- (IV.A.9)
where "g% is as given by (IV.A.5). In particular,
1
'Cop = 5(Varh + Vi = V) (IV.A.10a)
cd
Co = _%(va'}/db + VoYad — Vavab) (IV.A.10Db)
By using® 2V, (A) Vi (A)we = Rapc?(A)wq [see (I.B.7)] one has
Rape’(A) = Rape® = 2V Cf .(N) + 205, (A Ci. (A), (IV.A.11)
which contracts, recalling that g, is Ricci-flat, to
Rap(N) = =2V [,C(A) + 2G5, (A CG4 (V). (IV.A.12)
This then gives the expansion
Rap =0 (IV.A.13a)
"Rap = =2V, 'CG, (IV.A.13Db)
*Rap = =2V "C5, + 2 'Cyf, 'Cl4 (IV.A.13c)
*Rap = =2V, °CY, +2'C, %CG4 + 27C5, 'Cla (IV.A.13d)
The scalar curvature is given by inserting (IV.A.13) and into [¢f. (IV.A.5)]
‘R=0 (IV.A.14a)
R=g%1R, (IV.A.14b)
R =g *Rap — 7" 'R (IV.A.14c)
BR = gab 3]%ab - 'Yab 2Rab + 'Yacﬁ)/g 1Rab- (IVA14d)

Of course, it is not enough simply to expand R(\); the action (IV.A.1) also includes

a factor of \/|g(\)]. Now, since
9ab(A) = Gac (05 + Ap), (IV.A.15)

91 introduce here the usual antisymmetrization notation Wab] = %(wab — Wpg) ete.
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the determinant is given by
g(\) = g[1+ Xy + O(N?)], (IV.A.16)

where v = g*®v,; is the trace of 7,5. This means we can easily expand +/|g()\)| out to first
order:

Vgl = Vgl (IV.A.17a)

Vgl = 2v/ld] (IV.A.17D)
to get the expansion for the action
%S =0 (IV.A.18a)
1
1 4,1
= I . .
S 1671_G/\/|g|dgcR (IV.A.18b)
1 8l
2¢ _ 4, (2 T
5 — IGWG/\/|g|d :c( R+ 2 R) (IV.A.18¢)
1 gl (V1))
58 = —/\/ d'z | R+ = °R 'R|. IV.A.18d
oo | Vlglda| "B+ SR+ ol ( )

There would appear to be some difficulty in expanding to third order, as (IV.A.18d)
contains the as yet unknown %(/|g|). This is resolved by the detailed form of 'R; to see
this, though, we must consider the issue of the diffeomorphism invariance of S in the next
section.

IV.A.1 Gauge freedom

If we make the infinitesimal transformation [cf. (I.B.24)]
gab(/\) — §ab()\) = gab()\) — 2/\V(a5$b), (IV.A.19)

the geometry described by gu,(A) is the same as that described by gup(\). Since gqp(0) =
9ab = gan(0), we can define

Yab = Gab(1) — ab (IV.A.20)
so that
gab(A) = gab + XNab (IV.A.21)
This means that the perturbations 74, and 74, on the same background metric gq; give the
same perturbed geometry, so 7., has a gauge symmetry
Yab = Yab = Yab — 2AV (4,0Tp). (IV.A.22)

Building up finite transforms from the infinitesimal (IV.A.22), one can [14] convert
any perturbation 7,p, by a suitable gauge transformation, into the transverse, traceless (TT)
gauge in which

Vavy =0 (IV.A.23a)
v =0. (IV.A.23b)
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IV.A.2 Expansion terms in the transverse, traceless gauge

In the TT gauge, we have from (IV.A.10a)

1
'Cg = 5 Vey =0 (IV.A.24)

SO
1
'"Rap = Ve 'Cgy = VeV(ar5) — 5vcvcm (IV.A.25)

Contracting a and b makes the first term proportional to V,v* and the second proportional
to v, so 'R vanishes in the TT gauge.!® This means that (IV.A.18) reduces in this gauge to

0 n=0orl
PEV L TV.A.26
{161@] lg|d*z"R n=2or3 ( )

Using (I.B.7), we have the result that in the TT gauge
VeVa¥s = VaVers + Reav™§ — Read™Vi = Reav™ 5, (IV.A.27)

where we have used the fact that Ry, = 0. Thus
1
lRab = _Evcvc'%zb - Racbd70d7 (IVA28)

Note that this first order expansion gives the first order vacuum Einstein equation (7.5.23)
in [14].
The second order expansion term 2R, is given by (IV.A.13c). In the TT gauge,
this becomes
*Rap = =2V, °C5, — 'Ci. 'Ciy (IV.A.29)

C

For the calculation of 25, the divergence term will contribute only a surface term, so we put
it aside for the moment and consider

1 1
2Rab + 2v[a 2Cg]b = — (V(a’yg) — §V07ad) (V(b’yg) — §vd7bc>

= L)) + L (Ver®)(T0a) — 2 (Ver®) (Varf)

4 2 2
1 1 1 1
== Z(Vwé)(vwf) + §(Vc%§i)(vc%d) - QVc(%’fvde) + QWchdeg
(IV.A.30)
Thus the second order action is, ignoring surface terms,
1
2‘9 1A \% |g| d4x(gab 2Rab - ’Yab lRab)
167G

(IV.A.31)

1 1 1
N dir | == YV eVap) (VE ab - abRac ed|
g [ VI | =T (T 4 3% Rucer

10Note that in any gauge, 'R = V4 (—g 1Cgb +gcb 1Cgb) is a total divergence, so 1S is just a surface term.
However, the TT gauge result that 'R = 0 allows us to remove it from 25 and 3S as well.
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Varying this with respect to v%° gives the first order equation 'Ry, = 0.

Finally, we calculate the third order action 35 = (167G)~! [ /]g|d'z>R. First,
note that all the terms in 3R can be brought, by integration by parts and relabelling of
indices, into one of the following forms:

YUVAD V%), 1 (VarD) (V1D v (Verd)(Vars)s ot v Raer™““Yae-
(IV.A.32)
There is one other term which is allowed by dimensional analysis and the TT gauge condi-
tions, but it is related to these by

YP(Var®)(Vars) 2 = (Var™) (VarD)vg = v (VaVayd)vs

" . " e (IV.A.33)
= = 7"*(Ver) (Vars) + 7" Raev ™ “Vae,
Where =2 indicates equality up to a total divergence. Now,
9°"°Rap = 9" (—2V (o °CG, + 2'C1, °Ch + 27Cy1, 'CH) (IV.A.34)

is simplified by noting that the first term is a total derivative, that 1Cgbg“b = 0 in the TT
gauge, and that %0¢, = —51C%,, so

ab’

ab
9 3Ry 2290 0L 1CC S = %(Vﬂg + Verd — V) (V% + Varg — Vis)
7,}/1117 d c d c
SR [=(Vare)(Veva) + 2(Vave) (Van)]
a 1 C C ce
=y | LV HT5) = (T (V) + Rocs .
(IV.A.35)

Now we move on to —y2 2R, using (IV.A.30) to say

1
Rap = =V C5 + Ve (2 b — §'ngd’7§)

1 1 1
- Z(Va%i)(vwf) + §(Vc7§)(vc%d) + §7chdbe'7$§ (IV.A.36)

since

1 1 1
Cg - QWng%f = =Y (o ya + 570dvd%b - 5%‘3V,ﬂ§, (IV.A.37)
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we have
1
Y 2Ry 2(Vey™) <—’YCdVa”de + §7Cdvd%b — E’ngd'}/lf)
ab 1 c d 1 d c 1 d_ce
- —Z(Vﬂd)(vb%) + §(Vc%)(v Vod) — §Racb Y Yde

N | =

(VarD)(Varf) + 2 (Tar§)(Tind)

1
: (T T 0) + 5 Roct 32|

N W

o {— (Ver) (Vma) + 5 (Var§) (Vo) +

(Verd) (V) — Racbdvcewe}
(IV.A.38)
Finally,

1
— =7V Ve — YV Raes ™5 =2 4™ [(VerD) (Vov%a) — Rach™““Vae] »

VA0 Ry, = 5
(IV.A.39)

SO

a 1 C 1 C 1 C ce
R4 [§(Vc7ff)(v Vbd) + Z(wa)(vb”m) + g(Vc”YZl)(Vd%) — Raap™y "Yde:| (IV.A.40)

So the action to third order in A, not including surface terms, is

1 / 4 2 _1 c.ab l ab cd
167TG/ |g|d ZC{)\ |: 4(vc’7ab)(v Y )+ 2’7 Racbd/y

a 1 c 1 C 1 & ce
39 [TV + T(Tar V38 + 5 Ver Vi) ~ o2

+ (9(/\4)}. (IV.A.41)

IV.B Appendix: The propagator for a time-dependent
harmonic oscillator

For a simple harmonic oscillator with one degree of freedom ¢(¢) and the lagrangian
1

L) =3 [mq32(t) - moﬂaf(t)} (IV.B.1)

one can easily calculate the propagator via a path integral[41]:

K(outilouts) = [ Doesp [; / dt(m«?—mw%ﬁ?)}

y
ta
‘bb d’a

_ mw ox 1w oo\ [coswThy -1 o
“V 2misinwTh, P 5 sin wWlye \Pa -1 coswTya ) \ ¢

(IV.B.2)
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The purpose of this appendix is to calculate the propagator when the coordinate ¢
is a real vector, and the lagrangian is

L) = 5 [6) " m(t)d(t) — ot) " w(B)(t)] | (IV.B.3)

N =

where the arbitrary time-dependent real symmetric matrices m(t) and w(t) have taken the
place of the constants m and mw?, respectively.

First, for the case of time-independent matrices m and w, we observe that as the
action is quadratic, the propagator must have the form[41] K = F(Ty,)e™ (where Ty, =
ty — to). The action S of the classical path with endpoints ¢c(ts) = ¢o and de(ts) = @
can be calculated by defining ¢ = m'/2¢ so that

L(t) = = [a()"q(t) — q(t)“m—lﬂwm—l/?q(t)] . (IV.B.4)

N~

Defining Q by Q2 = m~'/2@wm~1/2, the classical solution is

1 cos QT
e(t) = cos Qt — ta)qa + sin Q(t — to) = — = Ak IV.B.5
Gar(t) = cos o+ sin ) ) <s1n T P sin QTbaq > ( )

which makes the classical action

1 ty 1 qb tr Qcos QTh, _ Q qb
. tr )2 QT T QTh.
Se1 = 5/ dt(derder — ge1 " Q7 qal) = 5( ) M geosrt ( >
ta Qa SnOTy,  sinQlp, 4a

tr Qcos Ty,
_ 1 be m1/2 sin QT sm QT /2 (bb
- 2 (b _ Q Qcos QT (b .
a sin QT sin QT a

This tells us that the infinitesimal propagator in the time-dependent case is

(IV.B.6)

K (¢ppt + dt|pat)
1-Q2(t)(dt)?/2 1
Fl i eXpl (?) ! (t)< N 1_92@)%3”2/2) m!/2(t) (ii)
dt

dt

o\ ((mO= m() b
F(t + dt|t) exp [2 (¢a m(t) M ba

Tdt

(IV.B.7)

We can then build up the finite propagator Ky, = K (¢dptp|data) by the composition
rule Ky, = [ dgcKp.Kq [which also allows us to determine the coéfficientF (¢p]t,)]. A little
tinkering reveals that the form for K which is preserved under composition is

N i (b tr( B, €} ) (¢b)
o = det(2miCey) ¥ lz (¢a> —¢ 1" Wt ) \Ga) | (IV.B.8)
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where 2, = A(ts[ta), Bra = B(tp|ta), and €q = €(t|t,) are all real matrices to be deter-
mined. In the infinitesimal case, they are given from (IV.B.7) by

dt?

At +dt|t) =1 — w(t)nfl(lt)7 + O(dt*) (IV.B.9a)
Bt +dt|t) =1— m*l(t)w(t)g + O(dt") (IV.B.9b)
C(t + dt|t) = m~ L (t)dt + O(dt?) (IV.B.9c)

Without loss of generality, we can take the matrix in the exponential to be symmetric, which
makes A€~ = €~ 1YT and €198 = Btr¢—1"" 11 Using the Gaussian integral

10 Av£ib™ v eiébtrAilb
dv e? = m, (IVBlO)
et (5=

27

we can perform the composition

Kba :/d¢chcKca

1
- /det(2miC,.)

{ tr —1 —1
ex = c A CQ: + tha %ca c
det(27iC.0) p{2 [¢ (Ao )0

_2¢ctr(€b_cltr¢b + €c_u,l(ba) + ¢btr€b_cl%bc¢b + ¢atrmca€c_al¢a:| }
1 P T e
- — exp {5 |07 € Bocd
\/ det(2miCh) det (M) det(2mi€.)

21

60" Aol B — (00"t + 60" € ) Rneiy! + €5 Bea) HE 0 + €160 }

(IV.B.11)
and read off
Wpa = AeaWpe + AcaC ! BraChe — €21 Ce (IV.B.12a)
%ba - %ca%bc + Q:cambc@[;cl%bc - Q:caetljcltr (IVBle)
Cra = CeaApe + BeaChe. (IV.B.12¢)

We can use these, along with the values (IV.B.9) for infinitesimal propagation, to get ex-
pressions for 2(t, + ditp|ta), B(ty + dip|ta), and E(t, + dip|t,) in terms of A(tpt,), ete., which

HThe matrix in (IV.B.8) seems to treat the matrices and their transposes unequally, but as

¢ty —¢! pirg—1 g1 .
(_Q,lcr Ql@fl) = < el e—1trgqer | this is not the case.
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give the differential equations

RUMe) _ oty t,)e ! (tolt)Bltlte) - € 0lta) | m~ ) (VBI3w)

b

d%(tbﬁ) —&(ty|ta) (1) (IV.B.13b)
dty

de(tpts ) Bty |ta)m (tb); (IV.B.13c¢)
dty,

similarly, the expressions for A(t|t, + dt,) give the equations

dmgfua) = @(ta)C(tolta) (IV.B.14a)
% = —m (k) [l )€ (Bolta) Bltolta) — € (tt0)"] (IV.B.14D)
dCStb 1) — gt ). (IV.B.14c)

The initial conditions for either of these systems of equations are [see (IV.B.9)] 2(t]t) =1 =
B(t|t) and €(¢]t) = 0.

Focusing on the ¢, equations, we can write (IV.B.13b) and (IV.B.13c) as a larger
matrix equation

i (?éf:ﬂf:fff) (e ) (?ffjﬂf:)):f) _ M) (ﬁ((fj'f:)):f ) v

whose solution can be written in terms of a time-ordered exponential

(?((f:||;:))tt: > ~ Texp /t t dtM (1) <(1)> - ni <k]f[1 /t t dko(fk)> <(1)> (IV.B.16)

where ty = t,. Since
M(t)M(i) = <_w(t)m_l(t~) 0 > : (IV.B.17)

BT contains only terms with even numbers of Ms, and

Btyta)" Z H < /tk ldtk/ diyw(ty)m™ 1 (Z, )) : (IV.B.18)

n=0 k=1 ta

Thus

B(ty|ta) i < - /t“ dt, /tk dfk> I [=m " G)w ()], (IV.B.19a)

n=0 \k=1 k=n
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and we can obtain the other two matrices by using (IV.B.13b) and (IV.B.14c):

C(tylts) = —%fb'“)w—l(tb) (IV.B.19b)
de(tylta)

IV.B.1
i (IV.B.19c¢)

Q[(tb|ta) = _m(ta)

IV.C Appendix: Perturbative expansions

IV.C.1 2,5 and ¢

To make practical use of the exact expressions (IV.B.19), we need to expand them
in powers of the coupling constant A. The zero-order expansion is trivial, since my = 1 and
wo = O3, where

{omimofom, {o} )
Q) T2 TR . IV.C.1
e e R (v.C1)
The expansion is
Ao = cos QoTpe = Bo (IV.C.2a)
¢, = SnhTia (IV.C.2b)
Qo

Proceeding to the first order terms, we first need to expand

I - E)wt)] = [T {-1 + dma ()]0 + Ao (1))}
h=n e (IV.C.3)
= T+ Ao ()] [0+ A (8] (=$25),
k=n

where T have defined 4, (t) = @1 (tx)Qg 2, and used the fact that the expressions (IV.5.17-
IV.5.18) have only zero- and first-order terms. The first order term in (IV.C.3) is thus

D (=98)" [ (tx) — ma (B)](—29)*, (IV.C.4)
k=1
which gives

2l

n te—1
1T /t dt, /t

k=1 a a

dtk> > =) () — ma(B)(-2)F. (IV.C.5)
k=1
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If we usel?

(11 o) o= (11 [ m) (1)
(I ) s (T ) s

y N n—~{ ¢ ty . ty _ -1 _ n—~
:/t dflf(fl)% <H/ dtk>_/t dtf(t)(t&_ti)! (t(nt_")ﬂ)! , (IV.C.6)

a k=27 tk—1 a

HEN

we find that

— -1)" b S n— n— n— —
%1—27@2_)1)./ de[Qé Pt~ ta) " (G (1) (1 — 1)
n=1 " ta k=1

— an—ﬂc (t _ ta)2n72k @Z:})ml(ﬂ (tb _ t)QkIng]

n

2 (72(5 i)m/ d’fZ{ Ot = )T (R ) @ ([0t — 1))

n=1

[t = )P G (000l — D0 .

(IV.C.7)

To proceed further, we should streamline the notation for components of matrices
on RS/2®5/2 - At the moment, the components of Qg are written as Qft; v, = oM, Mo kM, ;

ok, = 0, QWha,v, = 0, and QGR; v, = Omymukm, . This is greatly simplified if we
observe that k_n = |—knm| = km, and define

(M%) R ( DMvan) (M)
w= (i) D) = () b)) = (nas), aves

where the indices in the first two expressions range over /2 and those in the third range

12 As defined in Appendix IV.B, iy = t. In addition, fg = tq.
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over 8. Then Qon, M, = IMm, M, kM, , and

B1M, M.
0 ( 1) ty (t) n ,_H/L ,_(.)/‘L
_ -U" will)Mi M, 2n—1 1 \12n—2k+1 — \J2k—2
"L, e R G e
= i (Oong, 3 (), ¢ = )2 o, 1 — 0}
k=1
R G Y 1 (Ba1 +052)*" 1 + (041 — 0p2)*" !
“L ooy, MmOt 2
n=1 a
0 + 0 2n—1 _ 0 ) 2n—1
—m1(t)M1M2kM2( A1+ 0p2) . (041 — Op2) >
ty . .
_,sin(641 + 6 +sin(fa; — 0
:—/ dt<W1(t)M1M2lel (01 +62) 5 (041 ~ 052)
ta
sin(f41 + 0 —sin(@41 — 0
(), b, (041 + 0p2) . (041 32))

ty
:/ dt [ml (t)M1M2 kMQ COS 9A1 sin 932 — W1 (t)MlMg kl?/lll sin 9A1 (¢{0)] 6‘32}
t

(Iv.C.9)
Then we can use the first order term in (IV.B.19b)
d
¢ = —%ng — Qo sin Qo Tpa Q%1 (4)Q2 2 (IV.C.10)
b
to calculate
¢ B t J sinf a1 sinfps |
1M M, = — t|my (t)M1M2 cos 0 41 cos s + w1 (f)MlMZW ; (IVCll)
ta M; "My
likewise, the first order term in (IV.B.19c),
de
A = — dtl + my(te) cos QoTha, (IV.C.12)

gives

ty
mlMlMg = / dt [ml (t)MlMg le sin 6‘,41 COS 932 — W1 (t)MlMg ki/[é COS 6‘,41 sin 6‘32} .
t

’ (IV.C.13)
It is straightforward to check that (IV.C.9), (IV.C.11), and (IV.C.13) satisfy (IV.B.13) and
(IV.B.14)
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IV.C.2 A, Band C

We can use the expansions for 2, 8B and € calculated in Section IV.C.1 to find
expansions for

s GO EH) () e
e (5[ a(t[ D en(l) e

and
Clo] = ¢! (% ’-%) . (IV.5.25¢)

From (IV.C.2), the zero order terms are

Qo
Ay = =B IvV.C.14
0 tan Q()T 0 ( V C 3)
Qo
Co = : 1V.C.14b
07 Sin QT ( )
Proceeding to the first order terms, we have
Qo Qo Qo . T
A[®] =2 — QoT ¢ — —— ) IV.C.15
1[9] Ysin QT o830 sin QT 'sin QT m 2/’ ( )
using (IV.C.13) and (IV.C.11) gives
kn, kv /T/2 : .
A = L2 dt t kn, Tsin 6 0
MM = e T e my () v, M, sin kv, 7' sin 041 cos 0o
t
- M sin kng, T cos 0 41 sin 0o + ma (t) v, M, €08 kng, T cos 041 cos Opa
km, kv,
t T
+ m cos kv, T'sin 641 sin@Bg] — My (——) ; (IV.C.16)
le kM2 2 MM,

if we note that kn;, T — 041 = km, (T/2 — t) = 01, we can convert this to

A = o, / a dt (t) cosfpy cosd
= M, M m
IMiM, = Tsin kaa, T ) 1(t) M1 M, Bl B2

T

sin 931 Sin932:| - m1 <——> . (IVCl?)
2 MlMg

_ w1 (t)Mle
Font, b,
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The m boundary term can be converted as follows:

T
- ml <_—> sin leTsin kM2T = M(t)M1M2 sin 931 sin 932}T¢/2
2 MM,

T/2 d
= / dt [ml(t)Mle sin 931 sin 932 + ml(t)Mleﬁ (sin 6‘31 sin 932) ; (IVCl8)
—T/2

integration by parts gives
/ dtm1 (f)Mle— (sin 931 sin 6‘32)
—-T/2 dt

T/2 T/2 2
- / dtml(t)Mleﬁ (sin@Bl sin 932)
—T/2 -T/2

d . .
= ml(t)M1M2a (Sln 0p1 sin 9B2)

T
=m (—5> (km, cos km, T sin kne, T + km, sin kng, T cos kni, T)
MM,

T/2
+ / dtm;y (t)MlMg [(k12\/[1 + k12\/[2) sinfp1 sinflgy — 2kM1 kM2 cos 01 cos 6‘32} , (IVClg)
—T/2

SO

T km km
A _ 4 1 2
1My M, = T < 2)M1M2 (tan ke, T + tankMQT)

- v, / " t (t)n, M, cosOp1 cosbpa + ni(t)m sinfp; sin §
dt|m n in i
sin b, T sin kv, T /o 1 1M> 1 2 1 1Mo B1 B2
(Iv.C.20)

where

@1 ()M, — 11 (E) MM, — ma () v, (B, + KRa,)

le kMz

Analogously, we find

T km km
B — - 1 2
MM, = 1 (2)M1M2 (tan kan, T + tan kMZT)

- g, vt /T/2 dt {ma(t) cos 041 cos a2 +ny(t) sinf 41 sin 6
sin kv, T'sinkne, T J 7)o 1{t)M, M, Al A2 1) MM, Al A2
(IV.C.22)
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The first order term C; = _%leinﬂﬁ can be cast into a similar form by noticing that

T/2
/ dt’ﬁll (t)M1M2 sin 9,41 sin 932
—-T/2

T/2

. . . T/2 . d . .
= 11 ()M, M, Sin 6471 sin 932|7/T/2 — / dtrg () v, M, p (sinf 41 sinOp2)

—T/2
. . T/2
= —m (t)m, M, (km, cos a1 sinfpa — ki, sin 6471 cos 932)’_9/2

T/2 d2
+ / dtml (t)M1M2_2 (sin 6‘,41 sin 6‘32)
—T/2 dt

T T
=m (5) kM2 sin leT + my (—§> le sin kMzT
M1M2 M1M2

T/2

- / dtmy () v, m, [(kag, + kg, ) sin @41 sin 02 + 2k, ki, cos 0a1 cosfpo],  (IV.C.23)
-T/2

so that

C = — e - B
MMz (2)M1M2 sinkm, T' m ( 2 >M1M2 sin kv, T

ki, kv /2 . .
- kMII:sinszgT /T/2 dt | mq (t)n, v, cos0a1 cosOpa — ny ()M, Sin 41 sinfpa |
(IV.C.24)

Now, each of the expressions (IV.C.20), (IV.C.22) and (IV.C.24) contains integrals over
terms with two t-dependent trigonometric functions, e.g., cos@a1cosfps = cosknr, (t +
T/2) coskm, (T /2 — t); this can be rewritten using

coskm, (t +T/2) coskm,(T/2 —1t) = % [cos(k_t + k4+T/2) + cos(kqt + k_T/2)]

k_T k_T

ki T
+ — coskytcos 5 |

—sink_tsin + cos k4.t cos

N =

k. T
[cos k_tcos

(IV.C.25)

where ki = km, £ km,. This sort of identity allows us to rewrite (IV.C.20), (IV.C.22) and
(IV.C.24) as

T km km
A _ 4 1 2
IM; Mz = 1101 < 2)M1M2 (tan ka, T + tankMQT)

Fna, b, /T/ 2 kT kT
— dt t t k_t k_t
Zs o, Tsin oty T J 10 [m1(t) + n1(t)lm, M, | cosk_t cos 5 Tsink-_tsin—

ki T k
+ [m1(t) — n1(t) v, M, <cos k4t cos +T + sin k t sin —

T> } (IV.C.26a)
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T knm km
B — - 1 2
MM = 10 (2)M1M2 (tan ka, T * fan kMZT)

Fna, ki, /T/ 2 kT . kT
— dt t t k_t — k_t
Zs o, Tsin oty T | 10 [ma(t) + n1(t)]mym, | cosk_tcos 5 sin k—tsin —

kT kT
+ [ma(t) — n1(t)] vy M, <cos kit cos +T — sinkytsin ; >} (IV.C.26b)

%, o (L e, (T _
M T2 ) v, sinka, T\ 2 ) g, sinka, T

_ le kM2 /T/2
2sin km, T sin kng, T —T/2

kT kT
dt{[ml(t)+n1(t)]MlM2 <cosktcos e sink_tsin ; >

k_T
+ [ma(t) — n1(t))myMs (cos k4t cos —sinkytsin T) } (IV.C.26¢)

These seem to be taking on a nice form in terms of more basically defined modes

T/2
X+ = / dt[m1(t) F n1(t)m, M, cos kit + boundary terms (IV.C.27a)
-T/2
and
T/2
o+ = / dt[mq(t) F n1(t)|m, m, sin k4t + boundary terms, (IV.C.27b)
—T/2
namely
Bimym, cos % —sin % cos % —sin % Yo
Amvm, | _ kv, B, cos k’TT sin —k%T cos ’”TT sin ’“%—T o_
Cl%vlle 2sin kn, T sin kv, T cos’”TT —sin*TT cos ILQT —sinfTT v |
r
Civim, cos % sin % coS —k’QT sin _kET o

(Iv.C.28)

Where we calculate C i\l;Ile = CimM,M, - We can use this to define x4 and o4, and inverting
the matrix to write

k_T k_T k, T

X— oS ~—5— COS —5—  —CO0S —5— —COS 7 Bin, M,
o 1 sin 2=L —sin BT _gin&L g kL A
- = 2 2 2 1M1 M>
== Eor kiT k_T [y
X+ 2km, kv, | — cos *T — cos *T COS —5— cos —5— Civ, M,
N .kl T . kST . k_T tr
O+ —sin~5=  sin —5— sin —5— —sin —5— Cinv, M,

(IV.C.29)
determines the boundary terms, giving

T/2 k:l: T/2
X+ = / dt[m1 (t) F nq (t)]M1M2 COs kit F ml(t)M1M2 ﬁ sin Qkit
—-T/2 M "M -T/2

(IV.C.30a)
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and

T/2 k:i: T/2
o+ = / dt[m1 (t) F nq (t)]M1M2 sin kit + mi (t)M1M2 ﬁ COS Qkit
-T/2 M; MM -T/2

(IV.C.30b)
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Chapter V

What have we learned?

In conclusion, these are some lessons and accomplishments of this research program.

The first project (Chapter II) concerned spacetime alternatives in the general-
ized quantum mechanics of a relativistic particle. While the theory was chosen for its
reparametrization invariance, in analogy to the time reparametrization invariance of gen-
eral relativity, that invariance was not the focus of the work. Rather, the goal was to exhibit
a simple coarse graining which would decohere for certain initial and final conditions. Due
to the complexity of the theory (notably the inclusion in the sum of paths which go both for-
ward and backward in time), the decoherence functional could only be calculated for coarse
grainings involving a region extending arbitrarily far into the past and future. This leads
to a number of further complications, such as a non-trivial final condition which allowed
non-overlapping branch wavefunctions to interfere with one another, and a possible depen-
dence of the decoherence functional upon the choice of surfaces on which the initial and final
conditions are attached. Nonetheless it is possible to choose initial conditions which lead to
decoherence and the assignment of probabilities.

When generalized quantum mechanics was applied to a non-Abelian gauge theory
(Chapter III), the gauge invariance of the theory, and the constraints associated therewith,
were of paramount interest. First (Sec II1.3), I demonstrated one way to convert the for-
mal sum-over-histories expression for the class operators used to construct the decoherence
functional to a more explicit “skeletonized” construction on a spacetime lattice. In the limit
that the lattice spacing vanishes, this construction is gauge invariant and gives the same
result for the propagator as a reduced phase space operator theory. Then I turned to results
for particular coarse grainings, concentrating on those defined by the constraints. When the
constraints are expressed in terms of the full phase space variables (Sec I111.4), with the gauge
electric field represented by the momentum conjugate to the vector potential, the scalar po-
tential acts as a Lagrange multiplier, enforcing the constraint identically. This holds for any
coarse graining which does not involve a covariant time derivative. If the constraints are
defined solely in terms of configuration space variables (Sec. II1.5), however, with the gauge
electric field expressed in terms of the scalar and vector potentials, things are less clear-cut.
For coarse grainings defined by the non-Abelian equivalent of the longitudinal part of the
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electric field, I extended the result from Abelian theory, namely that any coarse graining
which decoheres produces a definite prediction that the constraint is satisfied, and exhibited
such a decohering coarse graining. However, the result did not extend to the non-Abelian
divergence of the electric field because of the covariant derivative’s dependence on what are
usually called the physical degrees of freedom. And in the Abelian case, I constructed a
quantity which should vanish in the presence of the constraints, but which also involves the
“physical” degrees of freedom, and demonstrated that there were decohering coarse grainings
by this quantity which predicted non-zero probabilities for alternatives inconsistent with the
constraint. This is a different result than would be predicted for the analogous phase space
quantity. Insight into the nature of this dilemma was gained by demonstrating the manifest
Lorentz invariance (Sec IIL.6) of the sum-over-histories generalized quantum mechanics of
this theory when expressed in the solely configuration-space form. Even the operator con-
straints imposed upon the initial and final wavefunctions do not pick out an arbitrary time
direction. Instead, the relevant direction is the local normal to the spacelike surface on which
the wavefunctions are defined. (These results were demonstrated only formally, and not in a
skeletonized theory.) I observed that, from the point of view of Lorentz invariance, it is not
surprising that the constraints, expressed as configuration space quantities, are not always
satisfied, as there is nothing to distinguish them from any of the other components of the
equations of motion. Since defining alternatives at a moment of time would select a preferred
time direction, it is reasonable to conjecture that the spacetime nature of the field averages
is an essential part of this result.

The final project, concerning the decoherence of spacetime (Chapter IV), demon-
strated a toy model result which suggested that coarse grainings by long-wavelength features
of the gravitational field might be made to decohere via their coupling to the unobserved
short-wavelength modes. The toy model used has an action similar to that for perturbative
general relativity, with the perturbed metric replaced by a scalar field. Due to the pertur-
bative nature of the calculation, the non-perturbative effect of decoherence can only occur if
some other quantity, such as the inverse temperature of the short-wavelength “environment”,
becomes small. If the short-wavelength modes are taken to be in a thermal state defined by
the expected cosmic graviton background temperature, the scale dividing “long” and “short”
wavelengths must be larger than around a millimeter. In that case, sufficiently coarse-grained
sets of alternatives involving long-wavelength modes whose spatial frequency is higher than
their temporal frequency (which includes static configurations) should decohere.

So I have illustrated some of the capabilities of, and challenges to, generalized
quantum mechanics as a quantization method for a theory of gravity, in particular in the areas
of spacetime coarse grainings, the role of the constraints, and the use of some gravitational
modes to induce decoherence in others. Of course, many issues remain. The relativistic
particle could be formulated in a manner which more heavily stressed the reparametrization
invariance, the relationship between spacetime alternatives in a gauge theory and the singling
out of the constraint could be further explored, and there remains much ground to cover on
the decoherence of spacetime, notably to restore the tensor nature of the field, and eventually
to attempt a non-perturbative analysis. In addition, there are many open questions in the
quantization of gravity and similar theories which were not addressed here, including the
resolution of the non-renormalizability problem and the impact of global topological effects.
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