arXiv:1107.3168v1 [quant-ph] 15 Jul 2011

Ab initio derivation of the quantum Dirac’s equation by conformal differential geometry: the “Affine Quantum Mechanics”

Enrico Santamato^∗ Dipartimento di Scienze Fisiche, Università di Napoli “Federico II”, Compl. Univ. di Monte S. Angelo, 80126 Napoli, Italy and Consorzio Nazionale Interuniversitario per le Scienze Fisiche della Materia, Napoli

Francesco De Martini^† Dipartimento di Fisica dell’Università “La Sapienza” and Consorzio Nazionale Interuniversitario per le Scienze Fisiche della Materia, Roma 00185, Italy and Accademia Nazionale dei Lincei, via della Lungara 10, Roma 00165, Italy

Abstract

A rigorous ab initio derivation of the (square of) Dirac’s equation for a single particle with spin is presented. The general Hamilton-Jacobi equation for the particle expressed in terms of a background Weyl’s conformal geometry is found to be linearized, exactly and in closed form, by an ansatz solution that can be straightforwardly interpreted as the “quantum wave function” ψ_4 of the 4-spinor Dirac’s equation. In particular, all quantum features of the model arise from a subtle interplay between the conformal curvature of the configuration space acting as a potential and Weyl’s “pre-potential”, closely related to ψ_4, which acts on the particle trajectory. The theory, carried out here by assuming a Minkowsky metric, can be easily extended to arbitrary space-time Riemann metric, e.g. the one adopted in the context of General Relativity. This novel theoretical scenario, referred to as “Affine Quantum Mechanics”, appears to be of general application and is expected to open a promising perspective in the modern endeavor aimed at the unification of the natural forces with gravitation.

PACS numbers: 03.65.Ta;45.20Jj Keywords: relativistic top, quantum spin

∗Electronic address: enrico.santamato@na.infn.it

†Electronic address: francesco.demartini@uniroma1.it

I. INTRODUCTION

The particle spin theory is one of the cornerstones of quantum mechanics. Consequently, being the spin a peculiar feature of the quantum world, any attempt to find a classical system behaving as a spinning quantum particle is generally considered hopeless. In this work, we show that a wave equation for quantum spin (and, in particular, the square of Dirac’s spin 1/2 equation) may be derived from the mechanics of the relativistic top in a curved configuration space.

Our approach is based on the theory proposed some time ago by one of us to derive the Schrödinger and the Klein-Gordon equations from mechanics in curved spaces [1]. The main physical assumption of this theory, we shall refer to henceforth as “Affine Quantum Mechanics” (AQM), is that the origin of quantum effects is a feedback between geometry and dynamics [24]. More precisely, in this work we ascribe the quantum effects to the presence of a not trivial parallel transport law in the particle configuration space bearing a nonzero curvature. The metric has no role here and can be arbitrarily prescribed. In fact, at the very fundamental level, the space curvature is originated by the affine connections and not by the metric tensor. The AQM assumes that the actual affine connections (and hence the scalar curvature) of the particle configuration space are affected by the dynamics of the particle itself and that, in turn, the space scalar curvature acts on the particle as a potential. Thus, the particle motion and the space affine connections must be determined consistently. The overall physical picture is analogous to the situation prevailing in general relativity: geometry is not prescribed; rather it is determined by the physical reality. In turn, geometry acts as a “guidance field” for matter. The idea of a “guidance field” to explain quantum phenomena dates back to De Broglie. The AQM identifies the origin of the already mysterious De Broglie field with the curvature of space-time and casts its effects on a firm and plausible theoretical frame. However, unlike in general relativity, the space curvature is ascribed by AQM to the affine connections rather than to the metric of the geometry. In this way, gravitational and quantum phenomena share a common geometrical origin, but are based on independent geometrical objects: the metric tensor for the former and the affine connections for the latter. As in general relativity, the geometric approach forces to describe matter as a fluid or as a bundle of elementary trajectories rather than as a single point particle moving along one trajectory. In this respect, AQM is somewhat related to the hydrodynamic approach to quantum mechanics first proposed by Madelung [2] and then developed by Bohm [3]. In the Madelung-Bohm approach the particle trajectories are deterministically governed by classical mechanics and quantum effects are due to a “quantum potential” of quite mysterious origin, whose gradient acts as a newtonian force on the particle. According to the AQM the active potential originates from geometry, as does gravitation, and arises form the space curvature due to the presence of the non trivial affine connections of the Weyl conformal geometry [4].

II. THE RELATIVISTIC TOP

We start considering the simplest model for the relativistic spinning particle, namely the top described by six Euler angles, as made, for example, by Frenkel [5], Thomas [6] and in the classic work by Hanson and Regge [7]. Subsequent important works on relativistic spinning particles can be found in many textbook [8–10]. Here, we simply imagine that the particle follows a path x^μ = x^μ(σ) in space-time, where σ is an arbitrary parameter along the path, and that it carries along with itself a moving fourleg e^μ_a = e^μ_a (σ) (μ, a = 0, . . . , 3). The fourleg vectors e^μ_a are normalized according to g_{μν} e^μ_a e^ν_b = g_{ab} where g_{μν} = g_{ab} = diag(−1, 1, 1, 1) is the Minkowski metric tensor. Setting Λ(σ) = {e^μ_a (σ)} and G = {g_{μν} }, the normalization relations can be cast in the matrix form as Λ^T GΛ = G, showing that the 4×4 matrix Λ(σ) ∈ SO(3, 1) is a proper Lorentz matrix. The derivative of e^μ_a (σ) with respect to σ can be written as de^μ_a /dσ = ω^μ_ν e^ν_a. The contravariant tensor ω^{μν} = ω^μ_σ g^{σν} is skewsymmetric and can be considered as the “angular velocity” of the top in space-time. The free Lagrangian of this minimal relativistic top is

L_0 = mc √ −g_{μν} dx^μ dσ dx^ν dσ − a^2g_{μν} g^{ab} de^μa dσ de^ν_b dσ = = mc √ −g_{μν} dx^μ dσ dx^ν dσ − a^2ω_{μν} ω^{μν} , (1)

where m is the particle mass, c is the speed of light, and a is a constant having the dimension of a length. For a quantum particle of mass m we expect a to be of the order of the particle Compton wavelength. The square root in Eq. (1) ensures that L_0 is parameter invariant. In the presence of an external electromagnetic field, the total Lagrangian becomes L = L_0+L_{em}, where the electromagnetic interaction Lagrangian is taken as L_{em} = e c A_μ dx^μ dσ + κe 4c a^2F_{μν} ω^{μν} (2)

where e is the particle charge and F_{μν} is given by F_{μν} = ∂A_ν /∂x^μ − ∂A_μ/∂x^ν with fourpotential A_μ given by A_μ = (−ϕ, A), ϕ, A being the scalar and vector electromagnetic potentials, respectively. Finally, κ is a numeric constant that will be identified as the particle gyromagnetic ratio. The fourleg components e^μ_a (and the SO(3, 1) group) are parametrized by six “Euler angles” θ^α (α = 1, . . . , 6), so that the configuration space spanned by the space-time coordinates and the Euler angles is ten dimensional. When ω^{μν} is written in terms of the angles θ^α and their derivatives, the free-particle Lagrangian L_0 assumes the standard form L_0 = mc ds dσ = mc √ −g_{ij} dq^i dσ dq^j dσ , (3) where q^i = {x^μ, θ^α} (i = 0, . . . , 9) are the ten coordinates spanning the dynamical configuration space of the top [25]. Similarly, the electromagnetic interaction Lagrangian L_{em} assumes the standard form L_{em} = (e/c)A_idq^i/dσ, where A_i = (A_μ, A_α) is a ten dimensional covariant vector. The last six entries A_α of A_i are linear combinations of the components of the magnetic and electric fields H(x) and E(x), respectively [26]. The quantities g_{ij} in Eq. (3) define the distance ds = √ −g_{ij}dq^idq^j in the top configuration space, which is so converted into the 10-D Riemann metric space V_{10} = M_4×SO(3, 1). The extremal curves of L_0 are the geodetics of this space. The metric tensor g_{ij} in V_{10} has the diagonal block form g_{ij} = ( g_{μν} 0 0 g_{αβ} ) , where g_{μν} is the Minkowski metric and g_{αβ} is the metric of the parameter space of Lorentz group with signature (+, +, +, −, −, −) and we assumed the Euler angles θ^α ordered so that the first three angles θ^α for α = 1, 2, 3 are associated with space rotations, and the last three angles θ^α for α = 4, 5, 6 to Lorentz boosts. The classical mechanics induced by the extremals of the Lagrangian L on the space V_{10} is well known [8– 10]. Here it is enough noticing that neither the time-like vector e^μ_0 of the moving fourleg is identified by the particle four-velocity u^μ = dx^μ/dτ, dτ = √ −g_{μν} dx^μdx^ν being the proper time, nor Weysenhoff’s kinematical constraints ω_{μν} u^ν = 0 are imposed, in general. As a consequence, the so called “center-of-mass” space-time trajectory x^μ(τ) and the so called “center-of-energy” space-time trajectory y^μ(τ) of our top (obtained from dy^μ/dτ = e^μ_0 ) are different [see Ref. 10, chap. 20]. The main advantage of using a top described by six Euler angles is that the usual methods of analytical mechanics can be applied without worrying about kinematical constraints; but the usual picture of spin as the coadjoint action of the little Poincaré group on the particle momentum space [see Ref. 8, Chap. 3, sec. 13] is generally lost.

III. THE CONFORMAL RELATIVISTIC TOP

The main result of the present work is to show that the square of Dirac’s equation for the quantum spin 1/2 particle can be obtained by a simple change of Lagrangian so to provide Weyl’s conformal invariance to the particle dynamics without introducing any concept extraneous to the classical world. In other words, to describe the quantum spinning particle, we propose to use in place of the Lagrangian L = L_0 + L_{em} a new Lagrangian L̄ which is invariant under the conformal change g_{ij} → ρ(q)g_{ij} of the configuration space metric. As suggested elsewhere for spinless particles [1], we introduce conformal invariance by assuming that the configuration space of the top is a Weyl space with metric g_{ij} and integrable Weyl’s connections Γ^i_{jk} given by

Γ^i_{jk} = − {_i jk } + δ^i_j ϕ_k + δ^i_kϕ_j + g_{jk}ϕ^i, (4)

where {_i jk } are the Cristoffel symbols out of the metric g_{ij} , ϕ^i = g^{il}ϕ_l, and ϕ_i is the Weyl potential that we assume to be integrable, viz. ϕ_i = χ^{−1}∂χ/∂q^i. As Lagrangian we take L̄ = ξℏ √ −R_W g_{ij} dq^i dσ dq^j dσ + L_{em}, (5)

where ξ is a numeric constant, L_{em} is given by Eq. (2) and R_W is the Weyl scalar curvature calculated from the connections (4), viz.

R_W = R + 2(n − 1)∇_kϕ^k − (n − 1)ϕ_kϕ^k = = R + 2(n − 1) ∇_k∇^kχ χ − n(n − 1) ∇_kχ∇^kχ χ^2

, (6)

where ∇_i denote the covariant derivatives built out from the Cristoffel symbols {_i jk } . The Lagrangian (5) is manifestly invariant under the conformal changes of the metric and Weyl potential g_{ij} → ρg_{ij} and ϕ_i → ϕ_i − ρ^{−1}∂ρ/∂q^i, respectively, provided the fields A_i are Weyl invariant. The dynamic theory derived from the Lagrangian L̄ applying the extremal action principle is conformally invariant too. Moreover, it is worth noting that the Lagrangian

L̄ is massless, because the particle mass m was replaced by Weyl’s curvature according to mc → ξℏ √ R_W . We will call the top described by the Lagrangian L̄ the conformal relativistic top. The Weyl curvature field R_W (q) in Eq. (6) acts as a scalar potential on the conformal top and, because it depends on χ and its derivatives, the field χ acts on the conformal top as a sort of pre-potential. The paths followed by the conformal top in the configuration space V_{10} = M_4×SO(3, 1) are the extremal curves of the action integral ∫¯ L dσ. Of particular importance are the bundles of extremals belonging to a family of equidistant hypersurfaces S = const. in the configuration space. These bundles are obtained from the solutions of the Hamilton-Jacobi equation associated with L̄ g^{ij} ( ∂S ∂q^i − e c A_i ) ( ∂S ∂q^j − e c A_j ) = = g^{ij} ( D_iS − e c A_i ) ( D_j S − e c A_j ) = −ℏ^2ξ^2R_W (7)

by integrating the differential equations dq^i ds = g^{ij}(^{∂S}_{∂qj} −^e_c A_j ) [g^{mn}(^{∂S}_{∂qm} −^e_c A_m)(^{∂S}_{∂qn} −^e_c A_m)]^{1/2}

. (8)

Moreover, we assume that the action function S obeys the auxiliary divergence condition D_k ( D^kS − e c A_k ) = 0. (9)

We may think this condition as stating that the trajectories in the bundle do not intersect in the considered region of the configuration space. In Eqs. (7) and (9) D_i denote the Weyl co-covariant derivatives with respect of the coordinate q^i [27]. The use of the co-covariant derivatives makes explicit the coordinate and conformal gauge covariance of Eqs. (7) and (9). When written out in full, Eq. (9) states the conservation of the Weyl-invariant current density j^i = χ^{−(n−2)} √ g g^{ij}(∂S/∂q^j − (e/c)A_j ). (10) Equations (7) and (9) are a set of nonlinear partial differential equations for the unknown functions S(q) and χ(q), once the metric tensor g_{ij}(q) is given. The nonlinear problem implied by Eqs. (7) and (9) looks very hard at first glance. However, bu introducing the complex scalar function ψ of Weyl’e type w(ψ) = −(n − 2)/4 given by

ψ(q) = χ(q)^{− n−22} e^{i S(q)ℏ} (11) and fixing ξ according to ξ^2 = n − 2 4(n − 1) = 2 9 , (12) where n = 10 is the dimensionality of the top configuration space, converts Eqs. (7) and (9) into the linear differential equation g^{ij} ( p̂_i − e c A_i ) ( p̂_j − e c A_j ) ψ + ℏ^2ξ^2Rψ = 0. (13)

where p̂_= − iℏ∇_i. This is a striking result as it demonstrates that the Hamilton-Jacobi equation, applied to a general dynamical problem can be transformed into a linear eigenvalue equation, the foremost ingredient of the formal structure of quantum mechanics and of the Hilbert space theory. Note that the transition from the Hamilton-Jacobi Eq. (7) to the quantum mechanical Eq. (13) implies the adoption of a formally trivial albeit conceptually significant transformation: p_i = ∂S/∂x^i → (−iℏ∂/∂x^i) × (iS(x)/ℏ), where the two factors are commonly interpreted as momentum operator (p̂) and (complex) phase, respectively. This transformation precisely represents the transition from Hamilton’s classical dynamics to quantum mechanics in our theory. In the absence of the electromagnetic field (A_i = 0), Eq. (13) reduces to L̂ψ = (−Δ + ξ^2R)ψ, where Δ is the Laplace-Beltrami operator and L̂ is the conformal Laplacian, also known as the Laplace-de Rham operator associated with the metric g_{ij}. The value of ξ given by Eq. (12) ensures that Eq. (13) is conformally invariant. The Laplace-de Rham Eq. (13) resembles the covariant quantum Klein-Gordon wave-equation in the configuration space with the mass term m^2c^2 replaced by the curvature potential term ℏ^2ξ^2R(q). What it is more surprising is that any explicit reference to the Weyl pre-potential χ(q) and to the Weyl curvature R_W has been cancelled out from Eq. (13). In fact, the curvature R(q) and the covariant derivatives ∇_i in Eq. (13) are calculated using the Cristoffel symbols derived from the metric g_{ij}. Finally, the (Riemann) curvature R of the top configuration space is constant in our case, and it is given by R = 6/a^2. Moreover, the conserved current density j^i in Eq. (10) can be written in the alternative form j^i = |ψ|^2 √ g g^{ij}(∂S/∂q^j − (e/c)A_j ). (14) without any explicit reference to the underlying Weyl’s geometry. The current (14) together with Eq. (8) shows that the scalar density |ψ|^2 is transported along the particle trajectory in the configuration space, allowing the optional statistical interpretation of the wavefunction ψ according to Born’s quantum mechanical rule [1]. The reduction of Eqs. (7) and (9) to the wave-equation (13) is the central result of this work, because it builds a bridge between the quantum and the classical worlds. The quantum wave equation (13) with the |ψ|^2 Born prescription is mathematically equivalent to the classical Hamilton-Jacobi Eq. (7) associated with the conformally invariant Lagrangian L̄; Born’s rule comes out in a very natural way from the conformally invariant zero divergence current requirement along any Hamiltonian bundle of trajectories in the configuration space. It is also worth noting that Born’s rule relays on the particular choice of the conformal gauge made to obtain the Laplace-de Rham Eq. (13). By changing the gauge, we can make |ψ|^2 → |ψ̄|^2 = 1 in which case the Weyl curvature reduces to the Riemann curvature R̄ of the not trivial metric ḡ_{ij} = χ^{−2}g_{ij} = |ψ|^{4/(n−2)}g_{ij}. Our final step is now to show that the wave equation (13) is able to account for the quantum spin 1/2.

IV. EQUIVALENCE WITH DIRAC’S EQUATION

We first note that Eq, (13) is invariant under parity P , so we may look for solutions ψ(q) which also are invariant under P . These solutions can be cast in the mode expansion form

ψ_{uv}(q) = D^{(u,v)}(Λ^{−1})^σ′ ψ^{σ′}_σ (x) + D^{(v,u)}(Λ^{−1})^{σ̇}_{σ̇}′ ψ^{σ̇′}_{σ̇} (x) (u ≤ v) (15)

where D^{(u,v)}(Λ)^σ′ are the (2u+1)×(2v +1) matrices representing the Lorentz transformation Λ(θ) = {e^μ_a (θ)} in the irreducible representation labeled by the two numbers u, v given by 2u, 2v = 0, 1, 2, . . ., and the ψ^{σ′}_σ (x) and ψ^{σ̇′}_{σ̇} (x) are expansion coefficients depending on the space-time coordinates x^μ alone. The matrices D^{(u,v)}(Λ) and D^{(v,u)}(Λ) depend on the Euler angles θ^α only, and provide conjugate representations of the Lorentz transformations [28]. As the notation suggests, the invariance of ψ_{uv}(q) under Lorentz transformations implies that ψ^{σ′}_σ (x) and ψ^{σ̇′}_{σ̇} (x) change as undotted and dotted contravariant spinors, respectively [29]. In Eq. (15) both dotted and undotted spinors appear, because we are interested in solutions ψ_{uv}(q) of Eq. (13) which are parity invariant. Indeed, both terms on the right of Eq. (15) obey Eq. (13) separately, each one providing not parity invariant solutions to Eq. (13). In the case of spin 1/2, the spinors ψ^{σ′}_σ (x) and ψ^{σ̇′}_{σ̇} (x) have two components. The use of two-components spinors in place of the four-component Dirac’s spinors have been extensively discussed in the literature [11]. In this paper, however, we will limit to parity invariant solutions of Eq. (13) described by four-component Dirac’s spinors. Insertion of the expansion (15) into the wave-equation (13) yields to the following equation for the coefficients ψ^{σ′}_σ (x) and ψ^{σ̇′}_{σ̇} (x) [ g^{μν} ( p̂_μ − e c A_μ ) ( p̂_ν − e c A_ν ) + ℏ^2ξ^2R ] ψ(x) + + Δ_J ψ(x) = 0 (16)

where p̂_μ = −iℏ∂_μ and ψ(x) denotes either ψ^{σ′}_σ (x) or ψ^{σ̇′}_{σ̇} (x). Finally, Δ_J is a (2u+1)×(2v+1) matrix depending on the space-time coordinates x^μ only, given by

Δ_J = [ ℏ a J − κea 2c H ]_2 − [ ℏ a K − κea 2c E ]_2

. (17)

Here J and K are the generators of the Lorentz group in the dotted or undotted (conjugate) representation, according if ψ^{σ′}_σ (x) or ψ^{σ̇′}_{σ̇} (x) are considered. The connection with the spin 1/2 Dirac’s theory is made by taking (u, v) = (0,^1_2 ) in Eq. (15) so that D^{(0,1/2)}(Λ) ∈ SL(2, C).

Then, introducing the Dirac four-spinor Ψ_D = ( ψ^{σ′}_σ ψ^{σ̇′}_{σ̇} ) with σ = σ̇ fixed and setting κ = 2

for the electron, Eq. (16) yields [ g^{μν} ( p̂_μ − e c A_μ ) ( p̂_ν − e c A_ν ) − eℏ c (Σ·H − iα·E) ] Ψ_D + + [ e^2a^2 c^2

(H^2 − E^2) +

3ℏ^2 2a^2

(1 + 4ξ^2) ] Ψ_D = 0, (18)

where: Σ = ( σ 0 0 σ ) , α = ( σ 0 0 −σ ) , and σ = {σ_x, σ_yσ_z } are the usual Pauli matrices.

Setting a = (ℏ/mc) √ 3(1 + 4ξ^2)/2, where m is the particle mass, and neglecting the term (ea/c)^2(H^2 − E^2) = (ea/c)^2)(^1_2 F_{μν} F^{μν} ), Eq. (18) reduces to the square of Dirac’s equation in its spinor representation, viz. [see, for example, Ref. 12, Eq. (32,7a)] [ γ^μγ^ν ( p̂_μ − e c A_μ ) ( p̂_ν − e c A_ν ) − m^2c^2 ] Ψ_D = 0, (19)

where γ^μ are Dirac’s 4 × 4 matrices in the spinorial representation. Equation (18), comprehensive of the electromagnetic term proportional to F_{μν} F^{μν} , was derived by Schulman by applying usual quantization rules to the relativistic top described by three Euler angles [13]. In his work, Schulman proposed also generalized wave equations for fields of arbitrary spin, which are equivalent to our Eqs. (16) and (17). We will refer to Schulman’s paper for a detailed discussion about the physical implications of Eq. (18). However, it is worth noting that the term proportional to F_{μν} F^{μν} in Eq. (18) can be cancelled out just transforming the Weyl curvature R_W in the Lagrangian (3) according to R_W → R_W − (ea/cℏξ)^2(^1_2 F_{μν} F^{μν} ) so that Eq. (18) would reproduce the square of Dirac’s equation exactly. Before concluding, we notice that the present approach applies to any spin (see Eq. 15), as expected from a theory based on rotating fourlegs. When spin other than 1/2 are considered, the usual functional relationship for the particle mass m(s) = as(s + 1) + b, (a, b constant) is found, because we considered a six internal degrees of freedom Lagrangian with no constraint. It would be then interesting to investigate if appropriate constraints can be imposed either to select the spin 1/2 only, as proposed in Ref. [14, 15], or to extend the present fixed mass and spin approach to include a family of particles collected in a different Regge trajectory [16–18].

V. INTERPRETATION

We derived the square of Dirac’s spin 1/2 equation in the framework of the Affine Quantum Mechanics. The spinning particle was described as a conformal relativistic top, obtained from the minimal relativistic top introduced long time ago by Frenkel [5] and Thomas [6] by formally replacing the mass with the Weyl curvature of the top configuration space. The dynamics of the conformal top is invariant under conformal changes of the metric. All trajectories of the conformal top are extremal curves of the corresponding Lagrangian and they can form bundles described by the Hamilton-Jacobi equation. In summary, according to the present AQM interpretation the quantum wave equation related to any quantum mechanical problem (here the Dirac’s spin dynamics) should not be taken as the starting point of the theory, as usually done. It is rather a useful mathematical tool adopted to reduce a generally awkward nonlinear geometro-dynamical problem to a more tractable linear one, in order to obtain simultaneously the dynamical properties of the particle motion and the geometrical properties (Weyl’s potential and curvature) that determine that motion. Then, according to AQM, the physical interpretation of the dynamical theory is different from the usual one since the particle trajectories here are the extremal curves of a Lagrangian, i.e. the geodesics of the Weyl’s field acting on the particle [19]. We may regard the space curvature as a “guidance field” which is ultimately imposed by the conformal invariance of the problem. A stochastic interpretation of the present theory is possible, as pointed out by [1]. But it is not necessary since the particle motion on his trajectory can be traced with a precision allowed by the Heisenberg’s uncertainty relations, which are of course valid in the AQM theory. We do believe that the present AQM geometro-dynamical interpretation of Quantum Mechanics leads to two consequences that may result of large relevance in modern Physics. First, several alleged “mysteries of the quantum world” may be partially unveiled or at least find an alternative plausible interpretation. Among them the quantum superposition and, hopefully, the entanglement and quantum nonlocality involved in the EPR paradigm. Moreover, the well known Penrose’s claim for the role of gravitation in the state reduction process can be analyzed in concrete terms by the AQM theory by replacing the metric with the affine properties of space [20]. Second, the AQM geometro-dynamical interpretation relates in an obvious and direct way the quantum world with general relativity, in particular with the modern paradigmatic endeavor of quantum gravity. Indeed it could suggest new research paths in that domain [21] [22] [23].

Acknowledgments

We thank dott. Paolo Aniello for useful suggestions.

[1] E. Santamato, Phys. Rev. D 29, 216 (1984).

E. Santamato, Phys. Rev. D 32, 2615 (1985). [2] E. Madelung, Z. Phys. 40, 332 (1926). [3] D. Bohm, Phys. Rev. 85, 166 (1983).

D. Bohm, Phys. Rev. 85, 180 (1983).

[4] H. Weyl, Sitzungsber. Preuss. Akad. Wiss. Phys. Math. K1, 465 (1918).

H. Weyl, Space, Time, Matter (Dover Publications, Inc., New York, 1952), 4th ed. [5] J. Frenkel, Z. Phys. 37, 243 (1926). [6] L. H. Thomas, Nature 117, 514 (1926).

[7] A. J. Hanson and T. Regge, Ann. Phys. (NY) 87, 498 (1974). [8] J. M. Souriau, Structure des systèmes dynamiques (Dunod Université, Paris, 1969).

[9] H. C. Corben, Classical and quantum theory of spinning particles (Holden-Day, San Francisco, 1968).

[10] E. C. G. Sudarshan and N. Mukunda, Classical dynamics: a modern perspective (John Wiley & Sons, New York, 1974).

[11] L. M. Brown, Phys. Rev. 111, 957 (1958).

[12] L. D. Landau and E. M. Lifs̆itz, Relativistic Quantum Theory (Pergamon Press, New York, 1960).

[13] L. S. Schulman, Nucl. Phys. B18, 595 (1970).

[14] A. P. Balachandran, G. Marmo, B. S. Skagerstam, and A. Stern, Phys. Lett. 89B, 199 (1980). [15] A. P. Balachandran, G. Marmo, B. S. Skagerstam, and A. Stern, Gauge Symmetries and Fibre Bundles: Applications to Particle Dynamics, vol. 188 of Lecture Notes in Physics (Springer- Verlag, Berlin, 1983).

[16] G. F. Chew and S. C. Frautschi, Phys. Rev. Lett. 8, 41 (1962). [17] M. V. Atre and N. Mukunda, J. Math. Phys. 27, 2908 (1986).

[18] L. C. Biedenharn, H. V. Dam, G. Marmo, G. Morandi, N. Mukunda, J. Samuel, and E. C. G.

Sudarshan, I. J. of Mod. Phys. A 2, 1567 (1987).

[19] J. A. Wheeler, Geometrodynamics (Academic Press, New York, 1962).

C. W. Misner, K. S. Thorne, and J. A. Wheeler, Gravitation (W. H. Freeman, San Francisco, 1973).

[20] R. Penrose, The road to reality (J. Cape, London, 2004).

R. Penrose and S. W. Hawking, The nature of space and time (Princeton University Press, 1996).

[21] R. Penrose, Gravity and Quantum Mechanics in General relativity and Gravitation, edited by R. Gleiser, C. Kozameh, and O. Moreschi (IOP, Bristol, 1993).

[22] F. Wilczek, Science 307, 852 (2005).

C. Kiefer (2008), gr-qc/0812.0295.

C. H.-T. Wang, Phil. Trans. R. Soc. A 364, 3375 (2006). [23] C. Rovelli, Quantum Gravity (Cambridge University Press, 2010).

[24] According to the Felix Klein Erlangen program, the affine geometry deals with intrinsic geometric properties that remain unchanged under affine transformations (affinities). These preserve collinearity transformations e.g. sending parallels into parallels, and ratios of distances along parallel lines. The Weyl geometry is considered a kind of affine geometry preserving angles. Cfr: H. Coxeter, Introduction to Geometry (Wiley, New York 1969).

[25] The configuration space of the top described by the Lagrangian L is the principal fiber bundle whose base is the Minkowski space-time M_4 and whose fiber is SO(3, 1), conceived as a proper Lorentz frame manifold. The dynamical invariance group is the whole Poincaré group of the inhomogeneous Lorentz transformations.

[26] More specifically, A_α = ξ^a_α(θ)A_a(x) (α, a = 1, . . . , 6), where A_a(x) = −^κ_2 {H(x), E(x)} and ξ^a_α(θ) are the Killing vectors of the Lorentz group SO(3, 1).

[27] The action of D_i over a tensor field F of Weyl type w(F ) is given by D_iF = ∇^{(Γ)}_i F −2w(F )ϕ_iF , where ϕ_i is the Weyl potential and ∇^{(Γ)}_i is the covariant derivative built up from the Weyl connections Γ^i_{jk} given by Eq. (12). The Weyl type of D_iF is the same as of F .

[28] The two matrices are related by [D^{(u,v)}(Λ)]^† = [D^{(v,u)}(Λ)]^{−1}.

[29] The spinors ψ^{σ′}_σ (x) and ψ^{σ̇′}_{σ̇} (x) are invariant with respect to their lower indices, which are related to the spin component along the top axis.