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Abstract

We formulate a covariant description of a relativistic qubit identified with an irreducible
set of quantum spin states of a Majorana particle with a sharp momentum. We treat the
particle’s four-momentum as an external parameter. We show that it is possible to define
an interesting time evolution of the spin density matrix of such a qubit. This evolution
is manifestly Lorentz covariant in the bispinor representation and unitary in the spin
representation. Moreover, during this evolution the Majorana particle undergoes an
uniformly accelerated motion. We classify possible types of such motions, and finally
we illustrate the behaviour of the polarization vector of the Majorana qubit during the
evolution in some special cases.

Keywords Relativistic qubit - Relativistic quantum information theory -
Lorentz-covariant evolution

CR Subject Classification Relativistic quantum information

1 Introduction

In the last two decades, the relativistic quantum information theory became an impor-
tant area of research, see, e.g. [1,2,5,7-10,12,15,19,21,23-27]. One of the difficulties
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in this theory is related to the notion of a qubit modelled on the space of states of
a massive spinning relativistic particle. The main problem lies in the fact that the
procedure leading to the reduced density matrix is not Lorentz covariant regard-
less of the Lorentz invariance of the integration measure [22] (see also [16]). This
problem stems from the fact that the Wigner rotation is momentum-dependent and
consequently wave packets with momentum spread transforms differently for each
energy/momentum mode. This problem was overcame in our previous paper [11]
where we obtained the Lorentz-covariant reduced matrix which contains not only
the information about the polarization of the particle but also the information about
average values of the kinematical degrees of freedom. However, because the aver-
ages do not keep of the physically important interrelations like dispersion relation for
four-momentum, Minkowski transversality condition between four-momentum and
relativistic pseudospin four-vector, etc., we restrict here our attention to the case of
sharp momentum treated as an external parameter. Therefore, in the present paper we
define a covariant form of a spin density matrix in the bispinor basis for a relativistic
Majorana particle with a sharp four-momentum. We choose the Majorana particle as
an elementary system since it is the simplest spin-1/2 relativistic system. (In contrast,
Dirac field admits particle and antiparticle excitations.) However, the main goal of this
paper is to propose a model of a manifestly Lorentz- covariant, unitary evolution of
a qubit. Unitarity of the evolution enables us to treat four-momentum as an external
classical parameter—in this sense, our approach is a semiclassical one. On the other
hand, the spin state of the particle undergoes an unitary evolution. This approach is
similar to that used in the description of kinematical evolution of particles in Stern—
Gerlach experiment. Therefore, an interpretation of four-momentum as an external
parameter allows to associate the classical trajectory with the motion of the Majorana
particle. We consider the class of motions for which the square of a four-acceleration
is constant during the evolution.

The proposed model of evolution can be useful in the discussion of spin correlations
and entanglement evolution in experiments with accelerating particles. Paper on this
subject is in preparation.

2 The setting

In this section, we introduce basic notions, definitions, and conventions used through
this paper.

2.1 Majorana field

We recall here briefly the description of Majorana spin 1/2 particles.
The Majorana field operator has the standard momentum expansion

In 1 d3k —ikx ikx
b= [ Sl ™M tar e + e vp 0l 0] )

250
o=+1/2 2k
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where « is a bispinor index, ai (k) are creation operators of the particle with four-
momentum k, mass 7, and spin component along the z-axis equal to o ; moreover, kK =
+/kZ 4+ m?. Creation and annihilation operators fulfil the canonical anticommutation
relations

a0 0. al ()} = 268 & = P13, @)

The field operator, ¢3(x), fulfils the Dirac equation
(iy" 0, —mlI)$(x) =0, 3)

where y# are Dirac matrices (for our convention concerning Dirac matrices, see
“Appendix A”). This equation implies the following standard conditions for ampli-
tudes:

(ky + mI)v(k) =0, (4a)
(ky —mIu(k) =0, (4b)

where v(k) and u (k) denote matrices [vys (k)] and [uqo (k)], respectively, and ky =
k,y". Operators v(k) and u (k) can be treated as intertwining operators between spin
basis (corresponding to indices o) and covariant bispinor basis (corresponding to
indices «).

For further convenience, let us introduce the standard projectors

ml +ky

Ax(k) = o

(&)

Next, the field operator transforms under Lorentz group action in the following
way:
U(A))UT(A) = S (A)d(Ax), (6)

where U (A) is an element of the unitary irreducible representation of the Poincaré
group and S(A) is the bispinor representation of the Lorentz group (for the explicit
form of bispinor representation employed in this paper, see “Appendix A”, in particular
S(A) is given in Eq. (78)).
Creation and annihilation operators transform as follows:
U(M)ae (U (A) = W (A, K)gra,(AK), (Ta)
U(Mal (U (4) = W' (A, k)opa) (AK), (7b)
where W (A, k) € SL(2, C) corresponds to the Wigner rotation in a standard homo-

morphism of SL(2, C) onto a Lorentz group, compare (79).
Consistency of Eqs. (6 and 7) imply standard Weinberg conditions for amplitudes

v(Ak) = S(A) (k)W (A, k), (8a)
u(Ak) = S(Du)yW(A, k). (8b)
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A Majorana particle is its own antiparticle; therefore, it does not change under the
action of the charge conjugation operator, i.e.

Cal (k)C' = a (k), 9)

where C is a charge conjugation operator.
The charge conjugation operator acting on the Majorana field gives

CH)CT = 697 (x) = d(x). (10)

where we use standard notation é& = qSTyO and ¢ is the charge conjugation matrix
(75). Equation (10) implies the following condition for amplitudes:

ulk) = €7 (k), (11a)
v(k) = €’ (k). (11b)

Explicit form of amplitudes depends on the chosen representation of gamma matri-
ces. We have determined v (k) in “Appendix A”; its final form is the following:

1 L 1 I+ 1kta,) on
v(k):—( ’:1>02=— Utikio)or ) )
\/5 _Lk 2 1_{_& —(I+Ek”MO'M)O'2
m

where k7 = (ko, —Kk), and 07, i = 1, 2, 3, are the standard Pauli matrices, og = I.
The explicit form of the amplitude u (k) can be found with the help of Eq. (11a)

u(k) = iySvk)or = %@ G]:’il) , (13)
k

where L is the matrix corresponding to the standard Lorentz boost transforming
the particle of the mass m from the rest to the state with four-momentum k (see
“Appendix A”, Eq. (80) for the details).

2.2 One-particle states

The state of a particle with momentum & and spin component ¢ in the spin basis is
defined as
Ik, o) = al (k)]0), (14)

where |0) is a Lorentz-invariant vacuum vector, (0|0) = 1, a, (k)|0) = 0.
The states {|k, o)} span the carrier space of the irreducible unitary representation
U (A) of the Poincaré group
UMk, o) = W(A, k)yo| Ak, 1), (15)
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where W (A, k) is defined in (7). Equation (2) implies that states {|k, o)} are normal-

ized covariantly
(k,olk', o'y = 2k°8 (k — k)85, (16)

where k = (k°, k). Notice that Eq. (15) is consistent with Eq. (6) due to Weinberg
conditions (8).
With the help of operators v(k), one can define states!

o, k) = vao (k) |k, o) a7

transforming covariantly under Lorentz group action
U(A)le, k) = S7' (A)ap|B, Ak). (18)
Here S(A) is a bispinor representation of a Lorentz transformation; its explicit form is

given in Eq. (78). Therefore, (17) defines an overcomplete bispinor basis in a Hilbert
space of one-particle states. It holds

S(A) = ysT(A)y? =571 (). (19)

Using Eq. (84), we find
lk, o) = —v(k)oula, k), (20)

where 7(k) = v(k)Typ.

3 Relativistic Majorana qubit

The problem of a covariant reduced spin density matrix in a relativistic framework
was widely discussed in the literature, see, e.g. [11,16,22].

Here we restrict our attention to a particle with a definite (sharp) momentum. The
density operator describing such a particle can be written in the spin basis {|k, o)} as

p(k) = p(k)orlk, o) (k, Al. 2n

The same density operator can be written in the covariant basis {|o, k)} as

p(k) = 2(k) oo, k) (B, kI, (22)

(notice the reversed order of indices in £2, we use such an order for further convenience)
where we define

(o, kT = (B, klyg o = (k. 0|0(K) g (23)

1 Notice our notational convention: covariant vectors (17) and standard basis vectors (14) differ by the
order of arguments.
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Taking into account Eq. (17), matrices p (k) = [p(k)s2] and £2(k) = [$2(k)op] can
be related via the following equation:

o’ (k) = v(k) 2(k) v(k). (24)

To determine £2(k) as a function of p(k), we have to take into account that vectors
|a, k) are not linearly independent. Therefore, to fix uniquely a matrix £2, we demand
that

A_Q(k)A_ = 2(k). (25)

Equations (24 and 25) give
(k) =v(k) p" (k) B (k). (26)
Now, applying Lorentz transformation U (A) to the density operator p(k) we get

UM)pOUT(A) = p/ (Ak)oi] Ak, o) (Ak, | 27)

= Q2'(Ak) g, AK) (B, Ak, (28)

and using Eqgs. (15 and 18) we find the following transformation rules for matrices

p (k) and 2 (k)

p'(Ak) = W (A, k) p(k) W' (A, k), (29)

Q' (Ak) = S(A) 2(k) S~H(A). (30)

We see that, in contrast to the density matrix p, the matrix §2 (k) transforms in a
manifestly covariant way under Lorentz group action.

The properties of the matrix p (k) imply that it can be written in the standard Bloch
form

1
,O(k)=§(1+§(k)~d), 1§l < 1. €19

The corresponding matrix §2 (k) can be determined with the help of Eq. (26). We obtain

| —1 = ko) (w™o) ‘ %((ka) — 2(w0))

k) = - (32)
4\ L (wwo) +2w70) )|~ + Z o) wo)
where we introduced the Pauli-Lubanski four-vector
k-& 1 kk-£&)
0
- _ > - _ 33
e v 2<m£+m+k0 (33)
satisfying:
2 1
Ly 0 = —w, kw=0, w? = ——m2.§2, (34)
3 m 4

@ Springer



Lorentz-covariant, unitary evolution of a relativistic... Page70f19 262

Ly stands here for the standard boost defined before Eq. (80). We also use the standard
notation k™ = (k°, —k), ko = k"o, (and analogously w™ = w°, —w) and wo =
whoy,).

In terms of gamma matrices, the density matrix §2 (k) takes the form

Q) = % (’in—y - 1) (1 n 2y5%> . (35)

Moreover, the relation kw = 0 implies that (ky)(wy) = —(wy)(ky).
Notice that the hermicity of p (k) implies

Q) = 2(k), (36)
while the property Tr p (k) = 1 gives
Tr 2(k) = —1. 37

From Eq. (35), we see that the covariant matrix £2(k), representing the density
matrix p in the bispinor basis, is a function of k and & (via the Pauli-Lubanski
four-vector). In the following, we will treat four-momentum as an external param-
eter determining a classical kinematical state of a particle. The quantum state of a
particle is determined by spin.

3.1 Spin observable
The spin operator in the spin basis is defined as

I
S=—. 38
> (38)

Thus, to calculate the average value of the spin observable in a state p(k) we use the
formula

(S) = Tr (,o(k)%). (39)

Therefore, using (39,24,25) and taking into account that A_u (k) = 0 we find

T- T- .
(S) =Tr (g(k)M) Ty [Q(k)<v(k)o ik) |, uke u(k))]

2 2 2
(40)
We have included terms with u(k) to be able to apply the spin operator to negative
energy states. So, finally, in the bispinor basis the spin operator takes the following
form:

v(k)a T v(k) N ukyoTi(k)
2 2 '

S = (41)
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Explicitly, we have:

S_%[P (00)_’PX<0—0>_m+p0<0 P-a)] (42)

It is worth noticing here that the problem of choice of a proper spin observable for
a relativistic particle has a long history, see, e.g. [4,6,14] and references therein. In
our previous papers, e.g. [13,14], we have shown that the best spin operator has the
following form:

Syw = — (W02 @3)
where

~ 1 1.,/ ~
W = =2 eV Py (44)

is a Pauli—Lubanski four-vector and f,w are generators of the Lorentz group, in a
bispinor case

A i

J;w = Z[Vu, wl. (45)
InEq. (43), we used the subscript ‘NW’ because this spin operator is related to Newton—
Wigner localization (for the details see [13,14]). Using the explicit form of gamma

matrices (74), one can show that Sy is equal to the spin operator given in Eq. (42).
Therefore, we can write

(S) = Tr (SNWQ(k)). (46)
4 Unitary, covariant evolution of a qubit
Formalism introduced in the previous section enables us to find a model of Lorentz-

covariant and unitary evolution of a Majorana qubit. To this end, let us consider the
following element of the bispinor representation of the SL(2, C) group:

K(t) = e—irF — e—ir(w-J-i-rrK)’ 47)

where the most general form of F reads

i U N i i
F=fug vl = fug [V |+ fugl v 1=0 J 40K @)

In the above equation, we have introduced the standard notation for generators of
rotations and pure Lorentz boosts

i o S .
I = Sewj [V’, y’], K =21y vl (49)
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The explicit form of J and K in the Weyl representation of gamma matrices used in
this paper is the following:

1 /06 0O i (o 0
J:E(O G), K=5<0 _a>. (50)

Now, we identify 7 in K () (Eq. (47)) with a proper time of the particle. Trans-
formations K (t) form one-parameter subgroup of a bispinor representation of the
SL(2, C) group. The whole family {K (7)} transforms in an explicitly covariant man-
ner under inner automorphisms of the SL(2, C) group. Thus, equivalent trajectories
are determined by the values of invariants corresponding to Casimir operators in the
Lie algebra of the SL(2, C) group. These invariants read:

Clzwz—n2:w2—n2, Cr=w-n=wncosh. (51)
In the bispinor representation, y* transforms like four-vector; therefore,
K(@®quy"K (@) = pu(y”,  qu = pu(0). (52)
In the following, p,, () will be identified with a four-momentum of an evolving Majo-
rana qubit.

Taking into account the form of K (7) and Eq. (52), one can easily show that the
Minkowski square of a four-acceleration

(53)

is negative and independent of a proper time 7. This means that a motion defined by
(52) is an uniformly accelerated motion. Furthermore, when we determine p*(t) we
can estimate a classical trajectory of a qubit using the formula

1 T
x(1) = E/o p(tHdr'. (54)

Now, choosing various C and C, we obtain different types of motion. In particular,
we can distinguish the following special types:

l.o=1n#0,0w Ly (C; =Cy=0)
2. 0=0(C,=0,C; <0)
3.n=0(C,=0,C; >0)

Of course, in general motions with arbitrary values of C1 and C» are possible. Anal-
ogous classification of uniformly accelerated motions was considered in [17,18,20].
Next, by means of Weinberg conditions (8) we can connect the action of one-
parametric subgroup K (t) € SL(2, C) in bispinor basis with its action on objects in
spin basis (and vice versa). Formulas (27,28) and (8) imply that inserting A = K (7)
we get
Q'(p(r), (1. 9) = K(1)2(q,£(0, ) K (1), (55)
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and
p(E(t, q)) = W(K (1), q)p(E(0, )W (K (1), q), (56)

where the unitary matrix W (K (t), ¢ ) represents the Wigner rotation LI;I( 0 K(t)L,—
compare Eq. (79). In this way explicitly covariant (but in general nonunitary)
transformation of a matrix 2 is realized as unitary transformation of a corresponding
density matrix p.

Using the form of £2 given in Eq. (35), we obtain

2(p(r), w(r)) = K(©)2(q, wO)K (1), (57)

where w(0) can be determined from Eq. (33) by inserting ¢g/* as a four-momentum
and £(0) as a polarization vector.

wh(7) is a (pseudo-)four-vector; therefore, excluding space—time inversions, it
transforms like p* (7). Using this observation, we can determine w* (t) with the help
of the following formula:

we (Dy* = K(@w, (0)y K (0). (58)

Having w(7) and p(7) one can calculate & (7, ¢) from Eq. (33). Alternatively, we can
determine a Wigner rotation W (K (7), ¢) and eventually p(&(z, q)).

In general formulas for p*(t) and & (z, ¢) for arbitrary ¢*, & (0, ¢), w and n obtained
from (52) and (58) are very long. Therefore, we will not present them here explicitly,

but instead we illustrate our considerations by characteristic examples.

First, let us consider the simplest case w = n # 0, ® L 5 (C; = C> = 0). Using
this case, we will illustrate all steps that are necessary to find formulas for p*(7) and
& (7, q). We start with four-momentum. With the help of (52), we find explicitly:

PP(r) =21%[¢"0” +q- (9 x @)] +21(q - ) +¢°. (59)
p(r) =27%[(q- W+ (q- @o — ¢°() x ®) — o’q] +27[¢" — (@x )] +q.  (60)

The trajectory can be determined from (54). We receive

3 2
X(r) = éi[q%2 +q-xo)]+ =@ 0+ —q°, 61)
m m m
x(1) = 3—[(q “M+(q - @o—q () x ®)—o’q]+—[¢"1 — (@ x ®)] + —q.
m m m

(62)

Let us notice that we can interpret Eq. (61) as a relationship between a coordinate
time x° and a proper time 7. We can invert this relation to obtain 7 as a function of
coordinate time.

As a next step, we determine a four-acceleration using (53). We get

4 2
a® () = —1[¢°w? +q- (1 x @)] + =(q- 1), (63)
m m
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4 2
a() = —t[(@ M+ (@ 0o - " x @) — 0’q] + E[qon — (g x )],
(64)

and
4
@’ = a"(D)au(r) = —|o’m’+ @0’ +(@-0) ~2°[¢ +q- (1 x w)] | (65)

We want to obtain the evolution of a polarization vector & (7). To this end, we first
determine a Pauli-Lubanski four-vector as a function of t. Using (58), we obtain

wl(t) = [0’ (@- &) +me& - x @) +x q- () X )]
+efmn- ) +c@ ]+ LE, (66)

w(o) =22 [k[@- W1 + @ 0o - ’a] +m[(- O + @ Ho — ]

- @O0 x )]

1
+r[(q~f:)n+m(wxC)—K(qxw)]JrE(mC +1q), (67)
where for notational simplicity we have denoted ¢ = £(0, g) and k = m‘:'_fio .
Finally, & (7, g) can be obtained from (33) via the relation
f0 =2 (wio - L0 b (68)
)=—(w(r)— ———p(1) ).
m m + po(t)p

After tedious calculation, we have

2tA+2t2B +473C 4+ 4t*D
m+q°+21(q-n) +272[¢°? +q- () x w)]

E(t.q) =&+ (69)

where
A=(q-On—0-8)g+ (m+q°)(@xQ), (70)

B =«[2(q- mn — w’q] — (m +¢")o*¢ + m + ") (@ - Ow + (m — ¢°)n - O
— - xe)q+20- )@ x©) +2q-N@xE) —(q-O)n xw),  (71)

C=k[qg- M xon+o*@xo)— (@ DHx )]+ (¢ 0x)qx o)
+[@ n@-¢)— (@ @)@ O)]w+ [¢°w* +q- (1 x ®)](@x &)
—q°(¢ - x @) +q°@m- O x @) + (- £)q — *(q - 9L, (72)
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D = «[w*q—o*(q-nn — 0*(q- ©)o — (q- 0 x ©))() x ©)]
Jw

+[¢°* @)+ @ - O)(q- 0 x @) — (@-0)(¢ - x »)
+[q°* - O+ - OH(a- @ x») =@ -0 xe)n
"f‘

]
(- x @) x ) — 0*[¢°0? +q- (1 x @)]¢ + &*(¢ - (1 x @))q
(73)

In Fig. 1, we have depicted p(t), x(t) and &(7) for chosen initial conditions. For
plots we assume, without loss of generality, that m = 1 and the initial momentum
is directed along z-axis, g* = (/1 +¢2,0,0, ¢). Again, without loss of generality
we take  in x—z plane, ® = w(cosa, 0, sinw) and 5 as an arbitrary vector such
that || = |@|, » L ®. As an initial polarization vector we take an arbitrary unit
vector, & = (cos ¢ sin £2, sin ¢ sin §2, cos §2). In Fig. 1a we present the evolution of
momentum p(7), in Fig. 1b a classical trajectory of a qubit x(7) and in Fig. 1c an
evolution of a polarization vector &(z, g) for 7 € (0, tmax). In all three plots, we
use the same initial conditions. Points in plots 1a, b correspond to proper times: 0,
%‘L’max, _%tmax. In plot 1c we have depicted the trajectory of a polarization vector &
on a sphere || =const (notice that unitary evolution (56) preserves the length of a
polarization vector, | (7, ¢)|=const). Arrows correspond to & (0), g(%‘tmax), ’;‘(%rmax),
and to the limit & (r — 00). Notice that the end of the polarization vector describes a
fragment of a circle on the Bloch sphere. It is a general feature of the considered case
lw| =l #0, @ Ly.

As we have seen, general formulas for x*(t), p*(t), w*(7), &(t) are rather long
even in the simplest case |@| = |5| # 0, ® L 7. In all other cases, the corresponding
formulas are much longer. Therefore, we do not present them here explicitly but rather
describe general features of each of the cases.

In the case of the hyperbolic motion (@ = 0, n # 0), the trajectory of a particle
is situated in a plane determined by the initial momentum q and the vector 5. Let us
stress that in this case it is possible to arrange initial conditions in such a way that
the quantum spin state does not change during the evolution. It holds when the initial
momentum q is parallel to the vector 3.

In the case of the circular motion (w # 0, n = 0), the trajectory in general is a helix,
except the special case q L ® when the trajectory is a circle. The end of the Bloch
vector moves on a circle on a Bloch sphere. Notice that when the initial momentum
q = 0 the particle stays at rest but the polarization vector rotates.

The most complicated behaviour we have in a general situation C; # 0, C2 # 0.
Therefore, as a next example we consider the case w||5 belonging to this class. In Figs. 2
and 3, we have depicted p(7), x(t) and & () for chosen initial conditions. For plots, we
assume as in the previous case that m = 1 and the initial momentum is directed along
z-axis, g* = (/1 4+ ¢2,0,0, g). Again, without loss of generality we take @ in x—z
plane, ® = w(cos«, 0, sin «). Now, for simplicity we assume that 7 is parallel to  but
has different magnitude, i.e. n = n(cosa, 0, sin ). As an initial polarization vector,
we take an arbitrary unit vector, § = (cos ¢ sin §2, sin ¢ sin §2, cos £2). In Figs. 2a and
3a we have depicted the evolution of momentum p(r), in Figs. 2b and 3b classical
trajectory of a qubit x(7) and in Figs. 2c and 3c evolution of a polarization vector
&(t,q) for T € (0, Tmax). Like in Fig. 1, in all three plots we use the same initial
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(b)

20

(c)

1.0

Fig. 1 Evolution in the case @ = n # 0, ® L n. We assume that m = 1, |§] = 1 and
g" = (V1+442,0,0,9), ® = w(cosa,0,sine), § = w(sinasin B, cos B, —cosasin B), £(0,q) =
(cos ¢ sin §2, sin ¢ sin §2, cos £2). In a we present the evolution of the momentum p(t), in b we present
the classical trajectory x(7) and in ¢ we present the evolution of the polarization vector & (7). All plots are
drawn for the following initial conditions: ¢ = 3, w = 04,0 = n/8, B =n/4, ¢ = /8, 2 = m. All
of the plots are drawn for the proper time t € (0, Tmax = 9.6). Points and arrows correspond to T = 0,
T = Tmax/3, T = 2Tmax /3. The fourth arrow in the plot (c) corresponds to the limit & (t — oc0)
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1.0

Fig. 2 Evolution in the case ||. We assume that m = 1, || = 1 and ¢"* = (/1 +¢2,0,0,¢9), ® =
w(cosa, 0,sinw), § = n(cose, 0, sinw), (0, g) = (cos ¢ sin §2, sin ¢ sin £2, cos §2). In a we present the
evolution of the momentum p(7), in b we present the classical trajectory x(r) and in ¢ we present the
evolution of the polarization vector &£(t). All plots are drawn for the following initial conditions: ¢ = 1,
0w =07n=01a =31/8 ¢ = /10, 2 = 107/9. All of the plots are drawn for the proper time
T € (0, Tmax = 9.6). Points and arrows correspond to T = 0, T = Tax /3, T = 2Tmax/3
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(@ (b)

1.0

Fig.3 Evolution in the case ||5. As in Fig. 2, we assume thatm = 1, &| = landg* = (/1 +42,0,0, ¢),
® = w(cosa, 0, sina), n = n(cosa, 0, sinw), (0, g) = (cos ¢ sin £2, sin ¢ sin £2, cos §2). In Fig. 2a we
present the evolution of the momentum p(7), in Fig. 2b we present the classical trajectory x(t) and in
Fig. 2c we present the evolution of the polarization vector &£ (7). All plots are drawn for the following initial
conditions: ¢ = =3, w =2,n =0.10 = /4, ¢ = n/18, 2 = 7/6. All of the plots are drawn for the
proper time 7 € (0, Tmax = 9.6). Points and arrows correspond to t = 0, T = Tmax/3, T = 2Tmax/3
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conditions. Points in plots 2a, b 3a, b correspond to proper times: 0, %rmax, %rmax. In
plots 2¢ and 3c, we have depicted the trajectory of a polarization vector & on a sphere
|&| =const (as in the previous example, unitary evolution (56) preserves the length of a
polarization vector, | (7, g)|=const). Arrows correspond to & (0), ‘;‘(%rmax), ‘;‘(%rmax).
We see that in this case the end of the polarization vector describes quite a complicated
curve on the Bloch sphere. The trajectory of the Majorana particle is a composition
of a circular and hyperbolic motion; its detailed shape depends on initial condition.

5 Conclusions

We have defined a relativistic spin density matrix for a Majorana qubit, using
ideas developed in [11] where a covariant description is formulated within the
four-dimensional (bispinor) formalism. We have also discussed an appropriate rep-
resentation of a spin observable in a covariant basis.

Next, we have developed a model of a time evolution of the density matrix. This
evolution is manifestly Lorentz covariant in the bispinor basis while unitary in the spin
basis. Treating four-momentum as an external classical parameter, we can determine
the classical trajectory of a particle. Such an approach allows us to treat a Majorana
particle classically with respect to the evolution of the kinematical parameters, while
quantum with respect to the evolution of the spin. We have shown that in our model the
motion on a classical trajectory is an uniformly accelerated motion (the square of a four-
acceleration is constant), we have also distinguished different types of these motions
(see also [17,18,20]). In the simplest case, we have derived explicit formulas for
pH(t), a* (), x* (), w"(r), and & (7). The obtained formulas are quite complicated
even in this case. Therefore, the second, more general, example we have treated only
numerically. We have depicted the behaviour of p(t), x(7), and £(7) in a number of
plots. As an evolution parameter, we have taken the proper time t, but one can instead
use a coordinate time—compare the discussion after (62).

We hope that the proposed model of evolution will be useful in the discussion of
correlation experiments with accelerated particles.
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A Conventions

Dirac matrices fulfil the relation y*y¥ + yVy#* = 2g¢"V where we choose the
Minkowski metric tensor gV = diag(l, —1, —1, —1); we also take g9123 — 1. The
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following explicit representation of gamma matrices is used throughout the paper:

0 __ 0 I _ 0 —o 5 1 0
e U A U B G

where ¢ = (01, 02, 03) and o; are standard Pauli matrices.
The charge conjugation matrix has the form

G =—iy?y® =i (‘g _‘3,2), (75)
SO
cyrTe= = —yH, (76)
and
¢ =1. (77)

The bispinor representation of the Lorentz group is the representation DGO @
D(O’%). Explicitly, if A € SL(2,C) and A(A) is an image of A in the canonical
homomorphism of the SL(2, C) group onto the Lorentz group, we take

san = (5 ah1) 78)

(so-called Weyl or chiral form of the bispinor representation). The canonical homomor-
phism between the group SL(2, C) (universal covering of the proper orthochronous
Lorentz group Ll) and the Lorentz group Ll ~ SO(1, 3)¢ is defined as follows
[3]: With every four-vector k* we associate a two-dimensional Hermitian matrix
ktoy, where o9 = I and o;, i = 1, 2,3, are the standard Pauli matrices. In the
space of two-dimensional Hermitian matrices, the Lorentz group action is given by
K* o, = A" O‘M)AT, where A denotes the element of the SL(2, C) group correspond-
ing to the Lorentz transformation A(A) which converts the four-vector k to k’ (i.e.
k/M — AMV kl))'

In our paper, we use blackboard bold typeface style to denote matrices from SL(2, C)
group corresponding to the Lorentz transformations. In particular, we use the following
transformations

— W (A, k) corresponding to the Wigner rotation
R(A, k) = L} AL, (79)

where L; denotes the standard Lorentz boost defined by the relations Lklg =

k, Ly = I, k = (m,0). In fact, W(A, k) coincides with the matrix spin 1/2
representation of the R(A, k) € SO(3), W(A, k) = 2'/2(R(A, k)).

@ Springer



262 Page180f19 J. Rembielinski et al.

— L corresponding to the standard Lorentz boost defined by the relations Lik =k,
L; =1,k = (m,0). Explicitly

1 k*
L = <1 n G“) . (80)
20+ 8 m
Moreover,
L' =Lgr, K™ =" —K). (81)

To determine amplitudes v(k) and u(k), we use the Weinberg conditions (8). The
most general form of v(k) fulfilling (8) reads

1L
v(k) = (c;Lkl ) c1,¢r € C, (82)
k

where L is given in (80). Now, the Dirac equation (4a) implies that
= —c. (83)

Further restrictions on ¢; come from the normalization condition. Requiring that
v(k)v(k) = —A_ (the standard projector defined in (5)), we obtain ¢; = % with
x| = 1. Under this choice, also relation (84) holds. Since the phase factor x is
irrelevant, we set for convenience y = 1. In this way, we arrive at formula (12).

Here we gathered some useful relations for the amplitudes v(k) and u (k):

v(k)v(k) = =1, (84)

o)ty = v =ml (85)
2m

i(ouk) = I, (86)

ity = ML, (87)
2m
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