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PREFACE

1. Mathematics reached a crisis at the end of the last century when a number
of paradoxes came to light. Mathematicians surmounted the difficulties by
revealing the origin of the troubles: the obscure notions, the inexact definitions;
then the modern mathematical exactness was created and all the earlier notions
and results were reappraised. After this great work nowadays mathematics is
firmly based upon its exactness.

Theoretical physics—in quantum field theory—reached its own crisis in the
last decades. The reason of the troubles is the same. FEarlier physics treated
common, visible and palpable phenomena, everything used to be obvious. On
the other hand, modern physics deals with phenomena of the microworld where
nothing is common, nothing is visible, nothing is obvious. Most of the notions
applied to the description of phenomena of the microworld are the old ones and
in the new framework they are necessarily confused.

It is quite evident that we have to follow a way similar to that followed by
mathematicians to create a firm theory based on mathematical exactness; having
mathematical exactness as a guiding principle, we must reappraise physics, its
most common, most visible and most palpable notions as well. Doing so we can
hope we shall be able to overcome the difficulties.

2. According to a new concept, mathematical physics should be a mathemat-
ical theory of the whole physics, a mathematical theory based on mathematical
exactness, a mathematical theory in which only mathematically defined notions
appear and in which all the notions used in physics are defined in a mathemati-
cally exact way.

What does the term ‘mathematically exact’ cover? Since physics is a nat-
ural science, its criterion of truth is experiment. As a straightforward conse-
quence, theoretical physics has become a mixture of mathematical notions and
mathematically not formulated ‘tacit agreements’. These agreements are organic
parts of theoretical physics; they originate from the period when physics used to
treat palpable phenomena like those in classical mechanics and electrodynam-
ics. Today’s physics deals with phenomena on very small or very large scales.
Unfortunately, since the education of physicists starts with the classical theories
which are left more or less as they were at the beginning of this century, the
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acquired style of thinking is the mixture mentioned above and this is applied
further on to describe phenomena in regions where nothing is obvious, resulting
in confusion and unclear thinking.

Mathematical exactness means that we formulate all the ‘tacit agreements’
in the language of mathematics starting at the very beginning, with the most
natural, most palpable notions. Following this method, we have a good chance
of making an important step forward in modern theoretical physics.

At first sight this seems to a physicist like creating unnecessary confusion
around obvious things. Such a feeling is quite natural; if one has never driven a
car before, the first few occasions are terrible. But after a while it becomes easy
and comfortable and much faster than walking on foot; it is worth spending a
part of our valuable time on learning to drive.

3. To build up such a form of mathematical physics, we must start with the
simplest, most common notions of physics; we cannot start with quantum field
theory but we hope that we can end up with it.

The fundamental notion of mathematical physics is that of models. Our aim
is to construct mathematical models for physical phenomena. The modelling
procedure has two sides of equal importance: the mathematical model and the
modelled part of physical reality. We shall sharply distinguish between these two
sides. Physical reality is independent of our mind, it is as it is. A mathematical
model depends on our mind, it is as it is constructed by us. The confusion of
physical reality and its models has led to grave misunderstandings in connection
with quantum mechanics.

A mathematical model is constructed as a result of experiments and theoreti-
cal considerations; conclusions based on the model are controlled by experiments.
The mathematical model is a mathematical structure which is expected to reflect
some properties of the modelled part of reality. It lies outside the model to an-
swer what and how it reflects and to decide in what sense it is good or bad. To
answer these questions, we have to go beyond the exact framework of the model.

4. The whole world is an indivisible unity. However, to treat physics, we are
forced by our limited biological, mental etc. capacity to divide it into parts in
theory.

Today’s physics suggests the arrangement of physical phenomena in three
groups; the corresponding three entities can be called Spacetime, Matter and
Field.

The phenomena of these three entities interact and determine each other
mutually. At present it is impossible to give a good description of the complex
situation in which everything interacts with everything, which can be illustrated
as follows:
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Spacetime

SN
e

5. Fortunately, a great number of phenomena allows us to neglect some
aspects of the interactions. More precisely, we can construct a good theory if
we can replace interaction by action, i.e. we can work as if the phenomena of
two of the entities above were given, fixed, ‘stiff’ and only the phenomena of
the third one were ‘flexible’, unknown and looked for. The stiff phenomena of
the two entities are supposed to act upon and even determine the phenomena of
the third one which do not react. We obtain different theories according to the
entities considered to be fixed.

Mechanics (classical and quantal), if spacetime and field phenomena are given
to determine phenomena of matter, can be depicted as:

Spacetime

- Field

In some sense continuum physics and thermodynamics, too, are such theories.

Field theory (classical, i.e. electrodynamics), if spacetime and matter phe-
nomena are given to determine phenomena of field, is:
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Spacetime

Gravitation theory, if matter and field are given to determine spacetime, is:

Spacetime

N

Matter Field

These theories in usual formulation are relatively simple and well applicable
to describe a number of phenomena: it is clear, however, that they draw roughly
simplified pictures of the actually existing physical world.

6. Difficulties arise when we want to describe complicated situations in which
only one of the three entities can be regarded as known and interactions occur
among the phenomena of the other two entities. The following graphically
delineated possibilities exist:

Spacetime

N
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Spacetime
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The third one is of no physical interest, so far. However, the other two are
very important and we are forced to deal with them. They represent qualitatively
new problems and they cannot be reduced to the previous well-known theories,
except some special cases treated in the next item.

Electromagnetic radiation of microparticles is, for instance, a phenomenon,
which needs such a theory. Usual quantum electrodynamics serves as a theory
for its description, and in general usual quantum field theory is destined to
describe the interaction of field and matter in a given spacetime.

As it is well known, usual quantum field theory has failed to be completely
correct and satisfactory. One might suspect the reason of the failure is that usual
quantum field theory was created in such a way that the notions and formulae of
mechanics were mixed with those of field theory. This way leads to nowhere: in
mechanics the field phenomena are fixed, in field theory the matter phenomena
are fixed; the corresponding notions ‘stiff” on one side cannot be fused correctly
to produce notions ‘flexible’ on both sides.

The complicated mathematics of quantum field theory does not allow us to
present a simple example to illustrate what has been said, whereas classical
electrodynamics offers an excellent example. The electromagnetic field of a
point charge moving on a prescribed path is obtained by the Liénard—Wiechert
potential which allows us to calculate the force due to electromagnetic radiation
acting upon the charge. Then the Newtonian equation is supplemented with
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this radiation reacting force—which is deduced for a point charge moving on a
given path—+to get the so-called Lorentz—Dirac equation for giving the motion of
a point charge in an electromagnetic field. No wonder, the result is the nonsense
of ‘runaway solutions’.

Electromagnetic radiation is an irreversible process; in fact every process in
Nature is irreversible. The description of interactions must reflect irreversibility.
Mechanics (Newtonian equation, Schrodinger equation) and electrodynamics
(Maxwell equations) i.e. the theories dealing with action instead of interaction
do not know irreversibility. Evidently, no amalgamation of these theories can
describe interaction and irreversibility.

7. There is a special case in which interaction can be reduced to some
combination of actions yielding a good approximation. Assume that matter
phenomena can be divided into two parts, a ‘big’ one and a ‘small’ one. The
big one and field (or spacetime) are considered to be given and supposed to
produce spacetime (or field) which in turn acts on the small matter phenomena
to determine them. The situations can be illustrated graphically as follows:

Spacetime

e BN

Matter \ Field

Spacetime

N\

O

Matter

An example for the application of this trick is the description of planetary
motion in general relativity, more closely, the advance of the perihelion of Mer-
cury. The field is supposed to be absent, the big Sun produces spacetime and
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this spacetime determines the motion of the small Mercury. Doing so we neglect
that spacetime is influenced by Mercury and the motion of the Sun is influenced
by spacetime as well, i.e. we neglect interaction.

The second example is similar. Suppose we want to determine how a light
charged particle moves in the field generated by a heavy charged particle. We
assume that spacetime and the heavy point charge are given and that they
produce an electromagnetic field and that this electromagnetic field determines
the motion of a light point charge. Doing so we neglect that the electromagnetic
field is influenced by the light point charge and the motion of the heavy point
charge is influenced by the electromagnetic field, i.e. we neglect interaction.






PART ONE

SPACETIME MODELS






INTRODUCTION

1. The principles of covariance and of relativity

1.1. Today the guiding principle for finding appropriate laws of Nature is the
principle of general relativity: any kind of reference frame should finally conclude
the same laws of Nature; the laws are independent of the way we look at them.
The usual mathematical method of applying this principle is the following: in
a certain reference frame we have an equation that, as we suspect, expresses
some law independent of the reference frame. The way to check this is referred
to as the principle of covariance: transfer the equation into another reference
frame with an appropriate transformation (Galilean, Lorentzian, or a general
coordinate transformation), and if the form of the equation remains the same
after this procedure, then it can be a law of some phenomenon. This method
can be illustrated in the following way:

]
Nature ]

'
]
[}
bmmamoosd

ref. fr. 1 ~— - ref.fr.2

It seems quite natural to organize the procedure in such a way; this is how
Galileo and Newton started it and this is how FEinstein finally concluded the
principle of general relativity. What could be the next step? Very simple:
since the laws of Nature are the same for all reference frames, the theoretical
description does not need the reference frame any longer; there should exist a
way of describing Nature without reference frames. In fact, at that time Einstein
said this in another way: “the description of Nature should be coordinate-free”.

This was some 100 years ago but if we take a glance at some books on theo-
retical physics today, we stumble upon an enormous amount of indices; thinking



22 Introduction

starts from reference frames and remains there; the program of coordinate-free
description has not yet been accomplished.

The key step (but not the only step) towards being able to describe Nature
without reference frames is the mathematical formulation of the ‘tacit agree-
ment’ behind the nonmathematical notion of reference frames. This formulation
finally lifts the notion of the reference frame from the mist and starts reorga-
nizing the method of description in a way Einstein suggested. This reorganizing
results in describing Nature independently of reference frames. If we wish to test
our theory by experiments, we have to convert absolute quantities into relative
ones corresponding to reference frames and then to turn them into numbers by
choosing units of time, distance etc. arriving in this way to indices and trans-
formation rules. Compared with the previous situation, this can be illustrated
as follows:

Nature

/N

_______ prm——————
1

)
1 ref.fr. ' ref.fr.2 !

]
(]
]

| P, | P |

1.2. The most important result of the present book is this reorganizing of
the whole method of theoretical description. In this framework the principle of
covariance and the principle of relativity sound very simple (encouraging us that
this might be the right way).

Principle of covariance: according to our present knowledge, the descrip-
tion of Nature should be done by first choosing one of the nonrelativistic * , special
relativistic or general relativistic spacetime models and then using the tools of the
chosen model.

Principle of relativity: there must be a rule in the spacetime models that
says how an arbitrary reference frame derives its own quantities from the absolute
quantities describing the phenomena.

2. Measure lines

2.1. In practice, the magnitudes of a physical quantity (observable) are
usually related to some unit of measurement, i.e., to a chosen and fixed value.

*

also called Galilean
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We decide, for instance, which distance is called meter and then we express all
distances as non-negative multiples of meter.

In general the following can be said. Let A be the set of the magnitudes of an
observable. Taking an arbitrary element a of A and a non-negative real number
«, we can establish which element of A is « times a, denoted by aa. In other
words, we give a mapping, called multiplication by non-negative numbers,

Rif xA— A, (a,a) = aa

with the following properties: for all a € A
(i) Oa is the same element, called the zero of A and is denoted by 0 as well;
(it) la=a
(ii5) B(aa) = (Ba)a for all a, B € R and a € A;
(iv) if @ # 0 then J,: Ry — A, a+ aa is bijective.
In customary language we can say that A is a one-dimensional cone.
An addition can be defined on this one-dimensional cone. It is easy to see
that the mapping, called addition,

AxA—=A, (b)) Jo(Jo ' 0)+ a7 () =tb+c

is independent of a.
Let us introduce the notations

—A:={(-1,a)| 0£a€ A}, A:=(—A)UA.
Then we can give a multiplication by real numbers
RxA— A, (a,a) = aa

and an addition
AxA— A, (b,c)—b+c

that are trivial extensions of the operations given on A, so that A becomes a
one-dimensional real vector space. For instance,

aa:=—|aja for a<0, a€A,
a(—a) == —aa for a>0, a€A,
a(—a) :=laja for a<0, a€A.

Furthermore, the two ‘halves’ of this vector space have different importance:
the original cone contains the physically meaningful elements. We express this
fact mathematically by orienting A with the elements of A (see IV.5).

The preceding construction works e.g. for distance, mass, force magnitude,
etc. In some cases—e.g. for electric charge—we are given originally a one-
dimensional real vector space of observable values.
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Thus we accept that the magnitudes of observables are represented by ele-
ments of oriented one-dimensional real vector spaces called measure lines. Choos-
ing a unit of measurement means that we pick a positive element of the measure
line.

2.2. In practice some units of measurement are deduced from other ones by
multiplication and division; for instance, if kg, m and s are units of mass,
distance and time period, respectively, then ki % is the unit of force. The
question arises immediately: how can we give a mathematically exact meaning
to such a symbol? According to what has been said, kg, m and s are elements
of one-dimensional vector spaces; how can we take their product and quotient?
To give an answer let us list the rules associated usually with these operations;

for instance,

(akg)(pm) = (af)(kg m) (@, 8 € RY),
a2 (e e RY, B €RT).

Bs  Bs

Extending these rules to negative numbers, too, we see that the usual mul-
tiplication is a bilinear map on the measure lines and the usual division is a
linear-quotient map, with the additional property that the product and quotient
of nonzero elements are not zero.

Consequently, we can state that the product and quotient of units of measure-
ments are to be defined by their tensor product and tensor quotient, respectively
(see IV.3 and IV .4).

Thus if L, T and M denote the measure line of distance, time period and

mass, respectively, m € L, s € T, kg € M, then kgs;" = kgg;" € %.

3. Spacetime heuristics
3.1. Space

3.1.1. Sitting in a room, we conceive that a corner of the room, a spot on
the carpet are points and the table is a part of our space. Looking through the
window we see trees, chimneys, hills that form other parts of our space. A car
travelling on the road is not a part of this space.

On the other hand, the seats, the dashboard, etc. constitute a space for
someone sitting in the car. Looking out he sees that the trees, the houses, the
hills are running, they are not parts of the space corresponding to the car.

Consequently, the space for us in the room and the space for the one in the
car are different. We have ascertained that space itself does not exist, i.e. there
18 mo absolute space, there are only spaces relative to material objects. A space
18 constituted by material objects.
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3.1.2. Let us call the room (more widely, the Earth) and the car observers.
Then we can say that every observer has its own space, different observers have
different spaces. The space points of observers are material points.

We warn the reader that the term observer appears in the literature in dif-
ferent senses. Frequently one considers a single point as an observer. Making
experiments, however, a single point is not sufficient; for instance, a cloud cham-
ber, showing the path of an elementary particle in no manner can be considered
as a single point. So we emphasize that in our treatment an observer is a collec-
tion of material points.

We find the following properties of our space:

(S1) There are straight lines in it and an oriented straight line segment, a
vector can be drawn between any two of our space points; the vectors obey the
well known rules of addition and multiplication by real numbers.

(S2) Our space is three-dimensional: there are three essentially different
directions — right-left, forward-backward, up-down — from which every other
direction can be ‘combined’.

(S3) It is not trivial — but experiments show (the asymmetry of K mezon
decay) — that our space is oriented: the order right-forward-up and the order
left-backward-down are not equivalent.

(S4) The distance between two space points — in other words, the magni-
tude of a vector — is meaningful and the distances obey the triangle inequality;
moreover, we experience an angle between two vectors.

The listed properties can be summarized by stating that our space is a three
dimensional oriented Fuclidean affine space. Of course, this is valid for the space
of a ‘good observer’, e.g. for an inertial observer whose space points are inertial
i.e. free of any action and do not move with respect to each other (the space of
a room having rubber walls and shaken by an earthquake is not such).

3.2. Time

3.2.1. Time is much more sophisticated than space. Processes indicate that
time progresses: the Sun proceeds in the sky, someone is speaking, a clock is
ticking etc. Time, too, is constituted by material objects.

In everyday conversations and in the usual terminology of physics, too, un-
fortunately, the word time can refer to

— a time period: ‘long time ago’, ‘it will take time’;

— a time point (instant): ‘what is the time?’ ‘at the same time’.

It is extremely important to distinguish between these two essentially different
notions. Note that a clock measures time periods by the number of its tickings
and does not measure but indicates time points.
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3.2.2. What is a time period exactly? I experience the time period between
my breakfast and my dinner, an elementary particle experiences its own life time
period between its birth and decay etc. We can accept as a fundamental fact
that time progresses for every material point. Visualizing this, we imagine that
a tiny chronometer (a quartz crystal) is tied to any material point and the ticks
(oscillations) measure the time period between arbitrary two occurrences of the
material point. Time progresses for every material point individually, i.e. every
material point has its proper time.

It may happen — why not? — that different proper time periods pass for
two material points between two of their meetings. Indeed, experiments with
elementary particles prove that this is the situation.

We find that time progresses in one direction only and the notion earlier-later
is meaningful for the occurrences of a material point: past (my breakfast) and
future (my dinner) cannot be interchanged. Summarizing, we find:

(T) Proper time of any material point is a physical reality, its progress has a
one-dimensional character and it is oriented.

3.2.3. Now let us examine what a time point is. It can be best grasped
by considering the notion ‘at the same time’, i.e. simultaneity. How can we
determine that an explosion in London and an other one in Paris occurred at the
same time, i.e. simultaneously? Saying that both occurred at two o’clock puts
off the answer because the question remains: how is two o’clock is established in
London and in Paris?

Of course, there are some conventions to establish simultaneity in different
space points on the Earth (using the position of the Sun or using radio signals). A
synchronization settles simultaneity again and again continuously and it creates
time points as simultaneous occurrences. A synchronization must have the
fundamental property that different occurrences of any material points cannot
be simultaneous.

It is evident that a synchronization is a human invention, not a physical fact.

Let us consider two space points L and P of an observer (e.g. London and
Paris) and a time point ¢ of a synchronization. Then an occurrence l; in L and
an occurrence p; in P are simultaneous with respect to the synchronization in
question. Take another time point s of the synchronization, too.

As said, time progresses for every material point, in particular, for every space
point of an observer. It may happen — why not? — that the time passed in L
between [; and I, is not equal to the time passed in P between p; and p;.



3. Spacetime heuristics 27
3.3. Motions

3.3.1. We experience material objects moving; in general, a material point
can move with respect to observers. The same material object moves differently
with respect to different observers.

Velocity is an everyday notion connected with a motion. It makes sense,
however, only with the use of a synchronization. Indeed, a motion is described
by a function that assigns space points to time points and velocity is derived
from this function.

Now we shall state some fundamental facts concerning motions without using
synchronizations.

The path of a motion in the space of an observer is the collection of space
points that the material point meets with.

Our first experience is:

(M1) Every straight line in an observer space can be the path of a motion.

As said, a synchronization is necessary to determine how fast a motion is.
However, we can declare the following important statement: it makes sense
without synchronization which one is faster of two motions having the same path
relative to an observer, and meeting in some space point.

Indeed, let us consider a foot race between a valley and a hill. The racers
leave the start together (their departure is the same occurrence at the start) but
they arrive at the goal separately (their arrivals are different occurrences at the
goal). The notion earlier-later is a physical fact at a space point, in particular
at the goal. The racer who arrives earlier is faster, who arrives later is slower.
Thus, we know which of the racers is faster or slower without knowing how fast
or slow they are (what their speeds are) according to a synchronization.

We emphasize that such a faster-slower relation is independent of synchro-
nizations but does depend on observers. A (long-long) car travelling along the
racing track observes that the winner runs backward slower than the others.

Then we can formulate our experience:

(M2) For every motion there is a faster motion on the same path.
(M3) For every motion all the possible slower ones can be realized on the
same path.

The first assertion is evident. The second means that given an arbitrary (long)
time interval t, then there is a racer (e.g. a snail) which arrives at the goal ¢
time later than the winner.

3.3.2. Newton’s first law concerns uniform motions on straight lines. It can
be well formulated as follows: every inertial observer can choose at least one
synchronization in such a way that the motion of an arbitrary inertial material
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point has constant velocity (which implies that the path of the motion is a
straight line).

Note that this formulation does not involve the explicit use of a synchroniza-
tion; it merely declares the possibility of some synchronizations. Nevertheless,
we look for another statement.

Namely, let the running time be measured by the material point and the
covered distance by the observer. This can be done as follows: after each
determined amount of ticks of its chronometer, the material point marks the
space point where it is and the observer measures the distance between these
marked space points. Then we can state that “an inertial material point moves
(if does not stand) in the space of any inertial observer in such a way that its
path is a straight line and it covers equal distances during equal proper time
periods”.

From that we conclude:

(U) Inertial proper times and inertial space distances are uniformly related
to each other.

3.3.3. There is a further, extremely important notion in connection with
motions.

Let us consider a race where the start and the goal coincide. Then the
time period between the starting and the arrival of a racer is measured by the
chronometer of the start-goal, hence we can say without any synchronization
how fast a racer is.

In general, the round-way speed is meaningful, without any synchronization,
for a material point moving on a closed path in an observer’s space.

3.4. Spacetime

3.4.1. We will construct models for spacetime on the base of our experience
concerning physical facts. Observers, space points, space vectors as well as proper
time periods are physical entities but synchronizations and time points are not.
Therefore synchronizations and the usual notion of velocity have no place in our
following arguments.

The model must be formulated in terms of absolute objects. The physical facts
listed above, in general, are not absolute, they are related to material objects,
differently to different material objects.

Of course, all of our experience is relative, too. We have to find the absolute
objects behind them.

A child claps in the car; this occurs sometime in some space point of the car
as well as sometime in some space point of the Earth. The clapping is a physical
fact characterized by ‘here and now’ or ‘there and then’ according to different
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points of view. Similarly, an explosion, a flash of a lamp, a collision of two
vehicles happen in reality; such possible (pointlike) occurrences are conceived to
be spacetime points.

One often says event instead of occurrence which causes a number of misun-
derstandings. Namely, the notion of an event is well defined in probability theory
and in physics as well. An event always happens to the object in question: the
clap is an event of the child, the explosion is an event of the bomb etc. they are
not events of spacetime. That is why we adhere to say occurrence.

Properties (S1)-(S3), (T) and (U) suggest us first of all that spacetime is a
four-dimensional oriented affine space.

3.4.2. Of course, we have to pose the uneasy questions: have we reasoned
properly? have we not made some mistakes? have we not left anything out of
consideration?

There is a serious objection to our reasoning: we have extrapolated our expe-
rience gained in human size to much larger and much smaller size, too.

The affine structure includes a concept of continuity. According to our com-
mon experience, i.e. from human point of view, water is a continuous material.
However, we already know that water is in fact rather coarse: a microbe does
not perceive it to be continuous at all. Are perhaps space and time coarse as
well? At present no experimental fact supports the coarse nature of space and
time but we cannot exclude it in good faith.

Let us accept the continuity of space and time. Our conviction that a vector
can be associated with two space points is based on the fact that e.g. we can
span a thread between the corner of the room and a spot on the carpet, or we
can produce a light beam between them. But how can we determine the vector
between two points whose distance is much smaller than the diameter of the
thread or the light beam? If we can define vectors for such near points, too, do
they obey the customary rules of addition and multiplication by real numbers?

We meet a similar problem if we want to give sense of vectors corresponding
to points very far from each other. A thread cannot but a light beam can draw
a straight line between Earth and Moon; however, it is not evident at all that
addition and multiplication by real numbers of such huge vectors make sense
with the customary properties.

Indeed, some experiments show that in astronomical size the vectorial opera-
tions cannot be defined for segments defined by light beams. At present we have
no similar knowledge regarding minute size.

Evidently, the same problems arise for small and large time periods.

3.4.3. The objections above do not matter much. By accepting our experience
regarding human size as global, i.e. extrapolating it to very small and large size,
too, we have made some abstractions to create mathematical models. Such a
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model is not reality itself; it is an image—a necessarily simplified and distorted
one—of reality. Reality and model should not be confused!

If we admit that our experience is only local, i.e. considering it approximately
true even in human size, we have to give up the affine structure and we make
models in which spacetime is a four-dimensional manifold.

This book deals with models in which spacetime is accepted to has an affine
structure: the nonrelativistic model and the special relativistic model.

General relativistic spacetime models are based on differential manifolds.

The nonrelativistic spacetime model is suitable for the description of ‘sluggish’
mechanical phenomena—when bodies move relative to each other with velocities
much smaller than light speed—and of static electromagnetic phenomena.

The special relativistic spacetime model is suitable for the description of all
mechanical and electromagnetic phenomena, but it has a more complicated struc-
ture than the nonrelativistic one, therefore it is suitable for ‘brisk’ mechanical
phenomena and nonstatic electromagnetic phenomena.

To describe cosmic phenomena we have to adopt general relativistic spacetime
models.

3.4.4. Up to now we employed statments (S1)-(S3), (T) and (U) to accept
the affine structure of spacetime. It is noteworthy that (U) indicates also that
the proper time progress and the Euclidean structure of inertial observers are
connected somehow. Further properties of spacetime models will be obtained
later from (M1)-(M3) and from further special assumptions.

3.4.5. Of course, having a spacetime model as a mathematical structure, all
the intuitive notions appeared in our heuristics such as observers, proper times
etc. must be exactly defined in that mathematical framework. This holds for
synchronizations, too, which are important from a technical (not fundamental)
point of view.

A synchronization and an observer together will be called a reference frame.



I. NONRELATIVISTIC SPACETIME MODEL

1. Fundamentals
1.1. Absolute time progress

1.1.1. As mentioned earlier, experiments show that different proper time
periods can pass for elementary particles between their two meetings. On the
other hand, according to our (superficial) everyday experience, both the clock at
home and my watch have ticked just as many times between my departure and
return. Now we construct a spacetime model based on this assumption:

(A1) Proper time progress is absolute, i.e. the same time period elapses for
any two material points between two meetings.

According to another (superficial) everyday experience there is no upper limit
for the velocity of material objects; this can be rightly formulated as follows:

(A2) In the space of any inertial observer arbitrary round-way speed is pos-
sible.

1.1.2 According to what has been said in the Introduction, spacetime will be
modelled by an affine space.

Then it can be shown — the proof lies outside the purpose of this book — that
(M1)-(M3) and (A1)-(A2) imply that the absolute proper time progress is
described by a nonzero linear map 7 defined on the underlying vector space of
spacetime.

Moreover, (U) and (S4) result in that there is a Euclidean structure h on
the kernel of 7.

1.2. The spacetime model

1.2.1. Now we are ready to formulate a correct definition.

Definition. A nonrelativistic spacetime model is (M, T,L, T, h) where
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— M is spacetime, an oriented four-dimensional real affine space (over the
vector space M),

— T is the measure line of time periods,

— L is the measure line of distances,

— 71: M — T describes the absolute proper time progress, a linear surjection,

— h:S xS = L®L is the absolute Euclidean structure, a positive definite
symmetric bilinear map where S:=Kerr ={z e M| 7-=0}. R

The elements of M and of M are called world points and world vectors,
respectively.

For occurrences = and y (elements of M) 7 - (y — x) is the absolute time
elapsed between x and y. x is earlier than y and later than y if 7-(y—2) >0
and 7-(y—x) < 0, respectively. (Recall that T is oriented, thus it makes sense
to speak about its positive and negative elements, see IV.5.3.)

x and y are absolutely simultaneous if - (y—xz) =0.

Elements of S are called absolutely spacelike.

World vectors outside S are called timelike. The set of timelike elements
consists of two disjoint open subsets:

T :={xeM]| 7 -z > 0}, T :={zxeM]| 7 x <0}
Vectors in T~ and in T are called future directed and past directed, respec-

tively.
We often illustrate the world vectors in the plane of the page:

1.2.2. In this spacetime model there is a single synchronization (see later
in 3.3.), given by absolute simultaneity. z and y are simultaneous if and only
if y —x € S which is equivalent to y € ©+S or € y+ S. Thus, a set of
simultaneous world points is an affine hyperplane of M, directed by S.

To be simultaneous is an equivalence relation on M. An equivalence class, a
hyperplane directed by S is conceived to be an absolute time point or instant;
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the set of equivalence classes is T := M/S, the absolute time. We define the
subtraction T x T — T by

t—s:=7-(y—=x) (yet, zes),

in another form,
(y+8)—(z+8):=7-(y—2).

It is not hard to see that this subtraction is well-defined and turns T into an
affine space over T. Then the time evaluation

7:M— T, r—x+S

becomes an affine map over 7.

We say that t € T is later than s € T (or s is earlier than t) and we write
s <t if t — s is a positive element of T.

Spacetime, too, will be illustrated in the plane of the page. Then vertical
lines stand for the instants (hyperplanes of simultaneous world points). A line
standing to the right of another is taken to be later.

s t

If z is a world point, x + T~ and = + T% are called the futurelike and
pastlike part of M, with respect to x.

X+S
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1.3. Structure of world vectors and covectors

1.3.1. There are spacetime and time in our nonrelativistic spacetime model
and there is no space. However, there is something spacelike: the linear subspace
S of M. Later we see what the spacelike feature of S consists in. We find an
important ‘complementary’ connection between S and T. Let

:S— M
denote the canonical injection (embedding; if g € S, then ¢-q equals q regarded
as an element of M; evidently, 4 is linear). Then we can draw the diagram
S-S M- 7T ;

t is injective, T is surjective, and Rane = Ker7, thus 7-72 = 0.

M*, the dual of M will play an important role. Though it is also a four-
dimensional oriented vector space, there is no canonical isomorphism between
M and M*; these vector spaces are different.

A diagram similar to the previous one is drawn for the transposed maps:

™ I sM*25S* .

T* is injective, ¢* is surjective (see IV.1.4) and Ran7* = Ker¢*, thus ¢* - 7* =
0.
It is worth mentioning that for k € M*, ¢* -k =k -1 is the restriction of k

onto S: k-i=k|s.

1.3.2. Since 7" is injective, its range is a one-dimensional linear subspace of
M* which will play an important role:

Rant* ={r"-e|lecT}={e- 7| ecT} =T"-T.
Observe that k € M* isin T* -7 if and only if ¢* -k =k -7 = 0, thus
T -7={keM"| k-q=0 forall qeS}

We say that T* - T is the annihilator of S.
Tllustrating M* on the plane of the page, we draw a horizontal line for the
one-dimensional linear subspace T* - 7.

M
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As usual, the elements of M* are called covectors. The covectors in the linear
subspace T* - 7 are timelike, and the other ones are spacelike.

1.3.3. It will be often convenient to use tensorial forms of the above linear
maps. According to IV.3.4 and IV.1.2 we have

TeTQM*, i eM®S*,
TFTeM T, i eS*M.

1.3.4. With the aid of 7, the orientations of M and T determine a unique
orientation of S.

Proposition. If (ej,es,es3) is an ordered basis of S, then (x,e;,es,e;3)
and (y,e;,ez,e3) are equally oriented for all z,y € T.

Proof. Evidently, (x,e;,es,e3) and (ax,e;,es,e3) are equally oriented
if o € RT, hence we can suppose that 7-y =7 -z, i.e. g:=y—x €S. Then
yAheirANesNes=(x+q) NeitNesNes=xNej  Nes Nes,

hence the statement is true by IV.5.1. ®

Definition. An ordered basis (e1,es,e3) of S is called positively oriented
if (x,e1,e2,es3) is a positively oriented ordered basis of M for some (hence for
al) ze T7. =

1.3.5. (S,L,h) is a three-dimensional Euclidean vector space, S and L are
oriented. An important relation is the identification

S
—— = S*.
L®L
We shall use the notation

N := S
T L
and all the results of section V.3.
In particular, we use a dot product notation instead of h:

q-q :=h(q,¢)ecLaL (¢,4' €8).

The length of q € S is
lgl := Vg-q €Ly,
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and the angle between the nonzero elements g and ¢’ of S is
/

arg(q, q') := arccos LqI

lqllq’|
The dot product can be defined between spacelike vectors of different types
(see later, Section 1.4) as well; e.g. if A and B are measure lines, for w € %

and z € % we have

w-z

wl|z]’

w-z e

Ao’ arg(w, z) := arccos

L
|lw| == +Vw- - w e e

1.3.6. Do not forget that timelike vectors (elements of M outside S) have
no length, no angles between them.

T* - 7 is an oriented one-dimensional vector space, hence the absolute value
of its elements makes sense; thus a length (absolute value) can be assigned to a
timelike covector. However, the length of spacelike covectors (elements of M*
outside T* - 7) and the angle between two covectors are not meaningful.

1.3.7. The Euclidean structure of our space is deeply fixed in our mind,
therefore we must be careful when dealing with M which has no Euclidean
structure; especially when illustrating it in the Euclidean plane of the page.
Keep in mind that vectors out of S have no length, do not form angles. The
following considerations help us to take in the situation.

Recall that the linear map 7: M — T can be applied to element of % and
then it has values in £ =R (see V.2.1). Put

T =
‘r-u:l}.

V(1) := {u € %

According to VI.2.2, V(1) is an affine subspace of % over % It is illustrated
as follows:

M
T V(1)

-

o ——= U,

Sl

u;
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Three elements of V(1) appear in the figure. Observe that it makes no sense
to say that

— wu; is orthogonal to % (there are no vectors orthogonal to %),

— the angle between w; and wg is less than the angle between w; and uo
(there is no angle between the elements of V (1)),

— wug is longer than w; (the elements of V(1) have no length).

We shall see in 2.1.2 that the elements of V(1) can be interpreted as velocity
values.

1.3.8. Since there is no vector orthogonal to S, the orthogonal projection
of vectors onto S makes no sense. Of course, we can project onto S in many
equivalent ways; the following projections will play an important role.

Let w be an element of V(1). Then v ® T := {ut| t €T} is a one-
dimensional linear subspace of M; u® T and S are complementary subspaces,
thus every vector & can be uniquely decomposed into the sum of components
in u®T and in S, respectively:

z=u(t-z) + (x —u(r-x).

The linear map
Tw:M—8S, z—ox—u(r x

is the projection onto S along w. It is illustrated as follows:

[M] ] 1V()

V(1) is represented by a dashed line expressing that V(1) is in fact a subset
of %.
Observe that
Ty * 1= 15

and in a tensorial form m, € S ® M*.

1.3.9. Proposition. Let © € V(1). Then

€y = (T,7y) M- TxS T (T X, Ty - )
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is an orientation preserving linear bijection, and

1.4. The arithmetic spacetime model

1.4.1. Let us number the coordinates of elements of R* from 0 to 3 :
(€9, ¢1,£2,£3) € RY. The canonical projection onto the zeroth coordinate,

prf: R' =R, (2,61,6%,6%) — &
is a linear map whose kernel is {0} x R?® which we identify with R3. Let H

3 . .
denote the usual inner product on R*: H(z,y) = > z'y’. Endow R and R?
i=1

with the standard orientation.

It is quite evident that (]R4, R,R,pr®, H ) is a nonrelativistic spacetime model
which we call the arithmetic nonrelativistic spacetime model.

In the arithmetic spacetime model we have:

M=M = R*, T = R, L =R,
T =pr’,
S = {0} x R* = R?, h=H.
T=R x {(0,0,0)}, 7=pr".
Then
i:S—M equals R =R (2!2% 2% — (0,222, 2°).

The usual identification yields M* = (R*)" = R*; the covectors are indexed
in subscripts: (ko, k1, k2, k3) € (R*)" (see TV.1.4).
In the same way, T* = R* = R, but here we cannot make distinction with

the aid of indices.
Then

i M S equals  (RY)" = (R®)",  (ko, ki1, ko, ks) — (k1 ka, ks)
and

7 T" — M* equals R* — (R4)*, e (e,0,0,0).

1.4.2. It is an unpleasant feature of the arithmetic spacetime model that the
same object, R*, represents the affine space of world points and the vector space
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of world vectors and even the vector space of covectors. For a clear distinction
we shall write Greek letters indicating world points (affine space elements) and
Latin letters indicating world vectors or covectors.

Another shortcoming of this spacetime model is that spacetime seems to be
the Cartesian product of time and space. Then considering R* = R x R?, we
write (o, &) or (€°,€) and (t,q) for its elements; similarly, (e,p) denotes an
element of (R x R?)" = R* x (R?)". Then

T:RxR* =R, (a,€)— a,
7:RxR3 - R, (t,q) —t,
iR RxR3 g+ (0,q),
:RxR) = R, (e.p)=p,
™ :R* - (RxR®", e (e0).
The last formula means that T* - 7 now equals R x {0}.
Of course, 7 and 7T are equal though we have written the same formula with

different symbols. This is a trick similar to that of subscripts and superscripts:
we wish to distinguish between different objects that appear in the same form.

1.4.3. Now we have M = %? =R*, and
V(1) ={(°v) eRxR*| +*=1}={1} xR’
Here, too, we find a misleading feature of this spacetime model: V(1) seems
to have a distinguished, simplest element, namely (1,0).
For (1,v) € V(1) we easily derive that

T(1,0): R X R3 — R3, (t,q) — q — vt.

In particular, (1) is the canonical projection from R x R? onto R?.

1.5. Classification of physical quantities

1.5.1. In physics one usually says e.g. that (relative) velocity and acceleration
are three-dimensional vectors and are considered as triplets of real numbers.
Although both are taken as elements of R3, they cannot be added because they
have ‘different physical dimensions’. The framework of our spacetime model
assures a precise meaning of these notions.
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A physical dimension is represented by a measure line. Let A be a measure
line. Then the elements of

A are called scalars of type A,
A®M are called wectors of type A,

M
W are called wectors of cotype A,
A® (M®M) are called tensors of type A,
MM
% are called tensors of cotype A.

Covectors of type A, etc. are defined similarly with M™* instead of M.

In the case A =R we omit the term ‘of type R’. In particular, the elements
of M® M and M* ® M* are called tensors and cotensors, respectively; the
elements of M* @ M and M ® M* are mized tensors.

Recall the identifications A@M =M ® A etc. (see IV.3.6).

Because of the identification % = M ® A* the vectors of cotype A coincide

with the vectors of type A*.

1.5.2. The vectors and tensors of type A in the subspaces A ® S and
A® (S®S), respectively, are called spacelike.

The covectors of type A in the subspace A ® (T* - 7) are called timelike.

According to our convention (V.2.1 and V.2.2), the dot product of covectors
and vectors of different types makes sense; e.g.

for keBM* and 2€AM=M®A wechave k-ze€B®A.
In particular,
for TeTM* and z€AR®M wehave 7 -2€TQA,;

similarly,

M
for we — wehave 7T -we —;

A A
for TeAQ(M®M) wehave 7-TeT®A®M.

Evidently, z € A ® M is spacelike if and only if 72z = 0.
In the same way, ¢*: M* — S* is lifted to covectors of type A, etc. i.e.

for 7eS*" M and k€ A®M* wehave ¥ kK€ A®S* etc.

Evidently, k € A ® M* is timelike if and only if ¢* - k = 0.
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1.5.3. In nonrelativistic physics one usually introduces the notion of scalars,
three-dimensional vectors, three-dimensional pseudovectors and pseudoscalars as
quantities having some prescribed transformation properties. One is forced to
adapt such a definition because only coordinates are considered, only numbers
and triplets of numbers are used, and one must know whether a triplet of numbers
is the set of coordinates of a vector, or not. Of course, vectors can have different
‘physical dimensions’.

Now we formulate the corresponding notion in the framework of our nonrela-
tivistic spacetime model. The elements of

R are the scalars,
S are the spacelike vectors,

S AS are the spacelike pseudovectors of type L,

3
SASAS are the pseudoscalars of type & L.

The first and the second names do not require an explanation. The third
and fourth names are based on the fact that we have canonical linear bijections
SAS > S®L and SASAS 2 LL®L (see V.3.17); pseudovectors are
‘similar’ to spacelike vectors of type L, and pseudoscalars are ‘similar’ to scalars

of type (% L.

Having the notion of vectors of type A, it is evident how we shall define
spacelike pseudovectors and pseudoscalars of diverse types. For the sake of
simplicity, we consider now ‘physically dimensionless’ quantities: R, N, NAN,
N ANAN. Then we have the linear bijections 5: NAN — N and j,: NANA
N —=R.

Let R: S — S be an orthogonal map which is considered to be an orthogonal
map N — N as well. We say that R is a rotation if it has positive determinant.
The determinant of the inversion P := —1g is negative.

By definition, g{) R := (% P := 1y ; the scalars are invariant.

Vectors are transformed under R and P according to the definition of these
operations.

Pseudovectors are transformed by RA R and P A P (IV.3.21.); formulae in
V.3.16 say that

jo(RAR)=Roj, jo(PAP)=-Poj—j
which means that the pseudovectors are transformed by rotations like vectors
but they are invariant under the inversion.

Similarly we have that

joo (RARAR) =jo, joo (PAPAP)=—],
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the pseudoscalars are invariant under rotations and they change sign by the
inversion.

1.6. Comparison of spacetime models

1.6.1. A spacetime model is defined as a mathematical structure. It is an
interesting question both from mathematical and from physical points of view:
how many ‘different’ nonrelativistic spacetime models exist?

To answer, first we must define what the ‘difference’ and the ‘similarity’
between two spacetime models mean. We proceed as it is usual in mathematics;
for instance, one defines the linear structure (vector space) and then the linear
maps as the tool of comparison between linear structures; two vector spaces are
of the same kind if there is a linear bijection between them, in other words, if
they are isomorphic.

Definition. The nonrelativistic spacetime model (M, T,L, 7, h) is isomor-
phic to the nonrelativistic spacetime model (M’,T/,IL', 7/, ') if there are
(i) an orientation preserving affine bijection F: M — M’, over the linear
bijecion F'.
) an orientation preserving linear bijection B: T — T,
(4ii) an orientation preserving linear bijection Z: L — " such that
) T"ToF=Bor,
) Wo(FxF)=(Z®Z)oh.
The triplet (F, B, Z) is an isomorphism between the two spacetime mod-
els.
If the two models coincide, isomorphism is called automorphism. An auto-
morphism (F,B,Z) of (M, T,L,7,h) is strict if B=17 and Z=1;. ®

Two commutative diagrams illustrate the isomorphism:

M s T SxS LN LeL
Fl lB FxFl lZ@Z.
M — T S’ x 8’ — L'oL

.’-/ h/

The definition is quite natural and simple. It is worth mentioning that (I)
implies that for ¢ € S we have 7/ - F-q = B -7 -q = 0 which means that F
maps S into (and even onto) S’; hence the requirement in (II) is meaningful.

It is evident that (F~!,B~! Z~1), the inverse of (F,B,Z), is an iso-
morphism as well. Moreover, if (F',B’,Z’) is an isomorphism between non-
relativistic spacetime models (M’,T’, L/, 7/, h’) and (M”,T”,L”,7”,h"), then
(F'oF,B'oB,Z' o Z) is an isomorphism, t0o.
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1.6.2. Proposition. The nonrelativistic spacetime model (M, T,L, 7, h) is
isomorphic to the arithmetic spacetime model.

Proof. Take
(i) a positive element s of T,
) a positive element m of L,
(4ii) an element ey of T such that T-ep = s,
(iv) a positively oriented orthogonal basis (ei, eq, e3), normed to m, of S,
(v) an element o of M.
hen w:= € isin V(1) and it is not hard to see that

FZM—>R47 T = Tl(x_o>,<ea.ﬂ-u.(21._0)) )
s m @=1,2,3

B:T—R, t»—>§,

(24

Z:L—R, d»—>i
m

is an isomorphism. M

Observe that (eg,e1,eq,e3) is a positively oriented basis in M, and F' is
the affine coordinatization of M corresponding to o and that basis.
The isomorphism above has the inverse

3
R4 — M, (50751752753) — o0+ Zfiei,

R—>T, a— as,
R—L, é6— ém.

1.6.3. An important consequence of the previous result is that two arbitrary
nonrelativistic spacetime models are isomorphic, i.e. are of the same kind. The
nonrelativistic spacetime model as a mathematical structure is unique. This
means that there is a unique ‘nonrelativistic physics’.

Please, note: the nonrelativistic spacetime models are of the same kind,
but, in general, are not identical. They are isomorphic, but, in general, there
is no ‘canonical’ isomorphism between them, we cannot identify them by a
distinguished isomorphism. It is a situation similar to that well known in the
theory of vector spaces: all N -dimensional vector spaces are isomorphic to KV
but, in general, there is no canonical isomorphism between them.

Since all nonrelativistic spacetime models are isomorphic, we can use an
arbitrary one for investigation and application. However, an actual model can
have additional structures. For instance, in the arithmetic model, spacetime and
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time are vector spaces, time is canonically embedded into spacetime as R x {0},
V(1) has a distinguished element, (1,0). This model tempts us to multiply
world points by real numbers (although this has no physical meaning and that
is why it is not meaningful in the abstract spacetime structure), to consider
spacetime to be the Cartesian product of time and space (but space does not
exist!), to say that the distinguished element of V(1) is orthogonal to the space
(such an orthogonality makes no sense in the abstract spacetime structure), etc.

To avoid such confusions, we should keep away from similar specially con-
structed models for theoretical investigation and application of the nonrelativis-
tic spacetime model. However, for solving special problems, for executing some
particular calculations, we can choose a convenient concrete model. In the same
way as in the theory of vector spaces where a coordinatization—i.e. the use of
KN —may help us to perform our task.

1.6.4. In present day physics one uses tacitly the arithmetic spacetime
model. One represents time points by real numbers, space points by triplets
of real numbers. To arrive at such representations, one chooses tacitly a unit
of measurement for time and an initial time point, a unit of measurement for
distance and an initial space point (origin) and an orthogonal spatial basis whose
elements have unit length.

However, all the previous notions have merely a heuristic sense. Take a
glance at the isomorphism established in 1.6.2 to recognize that the nonrela-
tivistic spacetime model will give these notions a mathematically precise mean-
ing. Evidently, s and m are the units of time period and distance, respectively,
{e1, ez, e3} is the orthogonal spatial basis whose elements have unit length; 7(0)
is the initial time point and o includes somehow the origin of space as well. At
present only the sense of ey is not clear; later we shall see that it determines
the space in question, because we know that absolute space does not exist; eq
characterizes an observer which realizes a space.

1.7. The split spacetime model

1.7.1. As we have said, the arithmetic spacetime model is useful for solving
particular problems, for executing practical calculations. Moreover, at present,
one usually expounds theories, too, in the frame of the arithmetic spacetime
model, so we ought to ‘translate’ every notion in the arithmetic language. How-
ever, the arithmetic spacetime model is a little ponderous; that is why we intro-
duce an ‘intermediate’ spacetime model between the abstract and the arithmetic
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ones, a more terse model which has all the essential features of the arithmetic
spacetime model.

1.7.2. Let (M, T,L,7,h) be a nonrelativistic spacetime model, and use the
notations introduced in this chapter. Let pry: T x S — T be the canonical
projection (t,q) — t.

Then (T xS, T,L, prr, h) is a nonrelativistic spacetime model, called the split
nonrelativistic spacetime model corresponding to (M, T,L, T, h).

It is quite obvious that for all 0o € M and u € V(1),

M—TxS, x> &y - (xz—0)
T —T, t—t
L—-L, d—d

is an isomorphism of the two nonrelativistic spacetime models where &, is

defined in 1.3.9.

1.7.3. In the split spacetime model

7:TxS—T, (t,q) —t,
2:S— T xS, qg+—(0,q).

With the usual identification (see IV.1.3) we have that in the split spacetime
model the covectors are elements of T* x S*, correspondingly,

75 T — T* x S*, e+ (e, 0),
¥ : T* x §* — S*, (e,p) — p.

As a consequence, T* - 7 = T* x {0}.
In this model

S
1)=1{1 =
V)= (1) 2
and we easily derive for (1,v) € V(1):

T1w): T XS =S, (t,q) — q — vt.

1.8. Exercises
1. Let {ep,e1,e2,e3} be a basis in M such that {ej,eqs,e3} is an or-
thogonal basis in S, normed to m € LT. Put s := 7-eg, u := €2, Then

{"' <M> } is the dual of the basis in question.
i=1,2,3

s’ m2
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2. (i) Let (eg,e1,ea,e3) be a positively oriented basis in M such that
(e1, ez, e3) is a positively oriented orthogonal basis in S, normed to m € L*.
Put s:= 71 -ey. Take another ‘primed’ basis with the same properties. Then

3 3 .
i/:\Oei o i/:\oei A M

€ = = S
sm3 slm’?’ T L®3’

which is called the Lewvi-Civita tensor of the nonrelativistic spacetime model.
In other words, if v € V(1) and (n;,ng,ng) is a positively oriented or-
thonormal basis in N = % then

(i) Let (k% k' k% k3)) and (k'°, k't k’2 k’3) be the dual of the bases in
question (see the previous exercise). Then

— 3 . 3 . 4
€:=sm’ A K = s’m’?AOk” eTRL®® @ A M,
i= =

which is called the Lewvi-Civita cotensor of the nonrelativistic spacetime model.
In other words, if the elements n® € L@M* are such that i*-n* (o =1,2,3)
form a positively oriented orthonormal basis in N = %, then

— 3
€=7A An"

a=1

_ 4
3. € and € can be regarded as linear maps from T ® L®3 into A M and
4 4 4 * _
from A M into T®L®3 (recall that A M* = [ A M] ). Prove that € is the

inverse of €.

4. Take the arithmetic spacetime model and the usual matrix form of linear
maps RM — RY. Then

T7=(1000),
000 -t 1 0 0
. 100 )
1= s T(1,w) = —v 0 1 0
0 10 -3 0 0 1
00 1 v
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2. World lines
2.1. History of a masspoint: world line

2.1.1. Let us consider a pointlike material body. As mentioned in the
Introduction, and is well-known, its motion makes sense only relative to other
material objects, i.e., motion is a relative notion. The motion is described
usually by a function assigning space points (of an observer) to time points
(of a synchronization), i.e. in a reference frame.

Our spacetime model allows us an absolute description (independent of refer-
ence frames, to de defined later). We have to recognize only that the existence
or the history) of the body is an absolute notion and this history seems to be a
motion to another material object.

The history of a material point can be described in the spacetime model by
a function that assigns world points to instants; the world point assigned to an
instant gives the instantaneous spacetime position of the existence of the material
point. Of course, the instant of the assigned world point must coincide with the
instant itself.

Definition. A function r: T — M is called a world line function if
(i) Domr is an interval,
(i1) r is piecewise twice continuously differentiable,
(iit) 7(r(t)) =t for all t € Domr.
A subset C of M is a world line if it is the range of a world line function.
The world line function r and the world line Ranr are global if Domr = T.
|

It can be shown easily that a world line C uniquely determines the world line

function r such that C = Ranr.

Let the world line function r be twice differentiable at ¢. Then
and 7#(t) € % (see VI1.3.9); moreover,

7 -7(t) = lim M — lim 7(r(s)) — 7(r(t)) st

s—t s—t s—t s—t s—t §—1

2.1.2.
it) e ¥

and similarly we deduce 7 -#(t) = 0; in other words,

S
TeT

The same is true for the right and left derivatives at instants ¢ where r is
not twice differentiable.

The functions 7: T »— V(1) and #: T — ’H‘?ﬁ can be interpreted as the
absolute velocity and the absolute acceleration of the material point whose history
is described by r.

r(t) € V(1), 7(t) €
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That is why we call the elements of V(1) absolute velocity values and the
elements of ﬁ absolute acceleration values.

2.1.3. Recall that V(1) is a three-dimensional affine space over 5. The

elements of % will be called relative wvelocity values; later we shall see the
motivation of this name.

We know that the Euclidean structure of S induces Euclidean structures on %

and on % (see 1.2.5). The magnitude of a relative velocity value is a positive

element of %; the magnitude of an acceleration value is a positive element of
L
TRT"

L and T are the measure lines of distances and time periods, respectively.
Choosing a positive element in L and in T we fix the unit of distances and
the unit of time periods; for instance, (meter=)m € L and (second=)s € T.
Then the units of measurements of the relative velocity and the acceleration are

m L m ._ m L :
TeT and Z = 205 € ToT respectively.

We emphasize the following important facts.

(i) The absolute velocity values are timelike vectors of cotype T, in particular
they are future directed. They form a three-dimensional affine space which is
not a vector space; in particular, there is no zero absolute velocity value. An
absolute velocity value has no magnitude, absolute velocity values have no angles
between themselves.

(ii) The relative velocity values are spacelike vectors of cotype T, they form a
three-dimensional Fuclidean vector space; there is a zero relative velocity value.
Magnitudes and angles make sense for relative velocity values.

(iii) The absolute acceleration values are spacelike vectors of cotype T®T, they
form a three-dimensional Euclidean vector space; the acceleration values have
magnitudes and angles between themselves.

The absence of magnitudes of absolute velocity values means that ‘quickness’
makes no absolute sense; it is not meaningful that a material object exists more
quickly than another. An absolute velocity value characterizes somehow the
tendency of the history of a material point. Mass points can move slowly or
quickly relative to each other.

2.1.4. A world line function in the arithmetic spacetime model is r =
(r%7r): R — R x R? such that r°(t) =t for all + € Dom7. In other words, a
world line function is given by a function r: R — R? in the form t — (¢,7(t)).

The first and the second derivative of the world line function (i.e. velocity
and acceleration) are ¢ — (1,7(t)) and ¢+ (0,7(t)), respectively.
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2.2. A characterization of world lines

World lines are special curves in M (for the notion of curves see VI1.4.3).

It is evident that if C is a world line then C Nt has at most one element for
all t € T (where T is identified with the affine subspaces in M, directed by S,
see 1.1.4). We shall use the symbol

Cxt

for the unique element of CN¢t if this latter is not void. Then we have that the
world line function r corresponding to C is given by

Domr = {t € T| Cnt# 0},
r(t) =Cx«t (t € Domr).

It is evident as well that a twice differentiable curve C for which CNt has at
most one element for all £ € T need not be a world line: it can have a spacelike
tangent vector.

Every nonzero tangent vector of a world line is timelike. The converse is true
as well.

Proposition. Let C be a connected twice differentiable curve in M whose
nonzero tangent vectors are timelike; then C is a world line.

Proof. Let p: R — M be a parametrization of C. Then 7 - (p(a)) # 0 for
all @« € Dom p. The function 7o p: R — T is defined in an interval, is twice
continuously differentiable, its derivative 7-p is nowhere zero; hence it is strictly
monotonous, its inverse z := (7o p)f1 is twice continuously differentiable as well
and 2(t) = 1/(7-p(2(t))), as it is well known. It is obvious then that r :=poz
is a world line function and Ranr = C.

2.3. Classification of world lines

Definition. The twice continuously differentiable world line function r and
the corresponding world line are called

(i) inertial if ¥ =0,
(i) uniformly accelerated if # is constant,
(#i) twist-free if #(s) is parallel to #(¢) for all ¢, s € Domr.

Proposition. The twice continuously differentiable world line function r is
(4) inertial if and only if there are x, € M and u, € V(1) such that

r(t) = o + o (t — (o)) (t € Domr);
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(i) uniformly accelerated if and only if there are z, € M, u, € V(1) and
a, € TT%T such that

’I"(t) = To + uo(t - T(‘To)) + %ao (t - 7-(550))2 (t € DOHI’I‘);

(#i) twist-free if and only if there exist o, € M, u, € V(1), 0 # a, € % and
a twice continuously differentiable function h: T — T® T for which h(0) =0,
h(0) =0 and

r(t) = o + to (t — T(20)) + ach(t — 7(20)) (t € Domr).

Proof. The validity of the assertions comes from the theory of differential
equations; (i) and (ii) are quite trivial. For (ii7) observe that r is twist-free if
and only if there is a nonzero acceleration value a, and a continuous function
a: T >— R (which can be zero) such that #(t) = a,«a(t). If x, is a point in the
range of r, we define x: T — R by x(¢) := a(T(xo) + t) which means that
x(t — 7(2o)) = a(t). Then h will be the function whose second derivative is x
and that satisfies the initial condition given above. W

Observe that a twice continuously differentiable world line function r is twist-
free if and only if #/|#| is constant on each interval where the second derivative
is not zero.

An inertial world line is uniformly accelerated (with zero acceleration) and a
uniformly accelerated world line is twist-free (with constant acceleration).

A world line is inertial if and only if it is a straight line segment.

2.4. Newtonian equation

2.4.1. We shall say some words about the Newtonian equation though it does
not belong to the subject of this volume; the Newtonian equation motivates
the notion of force fields and potentials which will make us understand the
importance of splitting of vectors and covectors (see Section 6).

First of all we have to say something about mass. One usually introduces
the unit of mass, kg, as a unit independent of the unit of distances, m, and
of the unit of time periods, s. This means in our language that we introduce
the measure line M of mass as a measure line ‘independent’ of I and T. We
shall do so in another book where we wish to treat physical theories in a form
suitable for applications, so in a form which applies the SI physical dimensions.
However, for the present purposes we choose another possibility.

The results of quantum mechanics showed that Nature establishes a relation
among the measure lines I, T and M. Namely, it is discovered, that the
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values of angular momentum are integer multiples of a given quantum denoted
by h/4m where h is known as the Planck constant. Hence we can choose R for
the measure line of angular momentum; a real number (more precisely an integer)
n represents the angular momentum value nh/4w. As it is known, angular
momentum is the product of mass, position and velocity; thus its measure line
is M®L® & which is identified with R; consequently, M = .

In this book, for easier theoretical considerations, we take ﬁ as the measure
line of masses. If m is the unit distance and s is the unit time period then >
is the unit mass. One finds the experimental data

o™ kg

4 =1.05..
h/4m 05 .

hence if we take it equal to the real number one we arrive at the definition

— 33 S
kg :=94813...-10% —.

2.4.2. Since acceleration values are elements of Wsﬂr and ‘the product of mass

. ) , T s _
and acceleration equals the force’, the force values are elements of oL © ToT =

S — S*. ¢ : sy
TeLer = T Inoreover, ‘a force can depend on time, on space and on velocity’.

Thus we accept that a force field is a differentiable mapping

*

f:MXV(l)H%

and the history of the material point with mass m under the action of the force
field f is given by the Newtonian equation

mi = f(z, ),
i.e. the world line modelling the history is a solution of this differential equation.

2.4.3. The most important force fields can be derived from potentials; e.g.
the gravitational field and the electromagnetic field. Usually the gravitational
field is the gradient of a scalar potential and the electromagnetic field is given
by the gradient of a scalar potential and the curl of a vector potential. The
gravitational force acting on a material point depends only on the spacetime
position of the masspoint, the electromagnetic force depends on the velocity of
the masspoint as well. To introduce the notion of potential in the spacetime
model, we have to rely on these facts. Now we give the convenient definition and
we shall show in Section 6 that it is suitable indeed.
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A potential is a twice differentiable mapping
K:M— M*

(in other words, a potential is a twice differentiable covector field).

The field strength corresponding to K is DA K: M — M* A M* (the
antisymmetric or exterior derivative of K, see VI.3.6).

The force field f has a potential (is derived from a potential) if

— there is an open subset O C M such that Dom f = O x V(1),

— there is a potential K defined on O such that

f(z, &) =i* - F(x)i (€0, e V()),

where FF:= DA K and i: S — M is the embedding. Checking this formula,
the reader can seize the opportunity to practice using the dot product.

2.5. Exercises

1. Let r; and r3 be world line functions. Characterize the function r; — ro.

2. Another formulation of the preceding exercise: give necessary and sufficient
conditions for a function z that r + z be a world line for all world lines r.

3. Describe the world line function s in the split spacetime model (cf. 2.1.4).

3. Observers
3.1. The notions of an observer and its space

3.1.1. Observers played an important role in our heuristics treated in the
Introduction; an observer in the real word is a material object or a set of material
objects, e.g the earth, the houses on it form an observer, the car is another
observer.

Now we are in position to give an exact definition in the spacetime model.

We can imagine that an observer is a collection of material points existing
‘in close proximity’ to each other. The existence of a masspoint in spacetime is
described by a world line. Thus an observer would be modelled by a collection
of world lines that fill ‘continuously’ a domain of spacetime. How can a conve-
nient notion of such continuity be defined? To all points of every world line of
the observer we assign the corresponding absolute velocity value; in this way we
define an absolute velocity field: a function defined for some world points and
having values in V(1). Conversely, given an absolute velocity field (with conve-
nient mathematical properties), we can recover the world lines of the observers:
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world lines having everywhere the velocity value prescribed by the velocity field.
We shall see that the velocity field is extremely suitable for our purposes, hence
we prefer it to the collection of world lines.

Definition. An observer is a smooth map U: M — V(1) whose domain is
connected.
If DomU = M, the observer is called global. =

We emphasize that we are dealing with mathematical models; an observer as
it is defined is a mathematical model for a physical object. To underline this
fact we might use the term ‘observer model’ instead of ‘observer’ but we wish to
avoid ponderousness. If necessary, we shall say physical observer for the material
objects in question.

3.1.2. Let U be an observer. The integral curves of the differential equation
(z: T— M)? z=U(x)

have exclusively timelike tangent vectors, thus they are world lines (see 2.2).
The maximal integral curves of this differential equation will be called U -
lines.
If the world line function r is a solution of the above differential equation—
i.e. Ranr is an integral curve of U —then 7(t) = U(r(t)) and so #(t) =
DU(r(t)) - 7(t) = DU(r(¢t)) - U(r(t)) for all ¢t € Domr. This motivates that

Ay: M — xz+— DU (x) - U(x)

T®T’
is called the acceleration field corresponding to the observer U.

3.1.3. Definition. An observer U is called fit if all the world line functions
giving the U -lines have the same domain; this uniquely determined interval of
T is the lifetime of the observer. W

It may happen that the maximal integral curves of a global observer are not
global world lines (see Exercise 3.4). A global observer U is fit if and only if all
U -lines are global.

3.1.4. In the arithmetic spacetime model an observer is given by a function
V:R x R?® »— R3? in the form (1,V) = (1, V! V2 V3). If we denote the
partial derivatives corresponding to R and R3 by 9y and V = (9, 0, 03),
respectively, then the acceleration field of the observer is (0, GV +V -VV) =

. 3 .
(0’ (QV'+ > Vkakvz)i—l,Q,S) .
h=1
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3.1.5. As it is stated in the Introduction, a physical observer—a material
object—establishes space for itself. The points of its space are just the material
points that it consists of. In our model these points correspond to the maximal
integral curves of the observer. Thus the space of an observer U is just the
collection of U -lines:

Definition. Let U be an observer and let Sy denote the set of maximal
integral curves of U. Sy is called the space of the observer U, or the U -space.
|

The elements of the U -space are world lines. We have to get accustomed to
this situation, which is strange at first sight but common in mathematics: the
elements of a set are sets themselves.

A maximal integral curve of U will be called a U -line if considered to be a
subset of M and will be called a U -space point if considered to be an element
of SU.

We measure distances in our physical space, we know what is near, what is
far. We define limit procedures regarding our space. These notions must appear
in the model, too.

It can be shown (see [1]) that, in general, the U -space can be endowed with
a smooth structure in a natural way, thus limits, differentiability etc. will make
sense. However, in this book we avoid the general theory of smooth manifolds,
that is why, in general, we do not deal with the structure of observer spaces.
Later the spaces of some special observers, important from the point of view of
applications, will be treated in detail.

3.1.6. Recall from the theory of differential equations that different integral
curves of U do not intersect (VI.6.2). Let us introduce the map Cy: DomU —
Sy in such a way that Cy(z) is the (unique) U -line passing through x.

We shall say as well that Cy(z) is the U -space point that the world point
x is incident with.

3.2. Classification of observers

3.2.1. We have considered the room and the car as examples of physical
observers. However, much ‘worse’ material objects can be observers as well.
For instance, the stormy sea: the distance of its space points (which are the
molecules of the water) and even the direction of their mutual positions are not
constant. A ship on the stormy sea is a little better because it does not change
its shape, it is rigid. However, it rotates, i.e. the directions of relative positions
of its space points vary with time. The slightly waving water is better than the
stormy one because it does not whirl. These examples show from what point of
view we should classify observers in our spacetime model.
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We mention that physical observers, in reality, are never rigid and rotation-
free; at least molecular motion contradicts these properties. Besides, a physical
observer is never global, it cannot fill all the spacetime. All these notions,
as all models, are idealizations, extrapolations for a convenient mathematical
description.

Recall the notation introduced in 2.2.

Definition. A fit observer U is called
(i) rigid if for all g1, g2 € Sy the distance between ¢; xt and g2 xt, in other
words |q1 xt — go xt|, is the same for all ¢ in the lifetime of U
(it) rotation-free if for all g1,q2 € Sy the direction of the vector g1 xt — ga x t
is the same for all ¢ in the lifetime of U;
(iit) twist-free if all U -space points are twist-free;
(iv) inertial if U is a constant function; in other words, if the U-lines are
parallel straight line segments in spacetime. H

Except the inertial observers, it is difficult to give a good illustration of these
types of observers. The following figure tries to show a rigid or rotation-free
observer.

Suppose ¢; runs in the plane of the sheet. Letting ¢o bend below the plane
of the sheet in such a way that its points have the same distances from the
corresponding points of ¢;, we can draw a picture of a rigid observer which is
not rotation-free.

Letting g2 bend in the plane of the sheet we can draw a picture of a rotation-
free observer which is not rigid.

3.2.2. We call attention to the fact that a fit observer whose space points are
all inertial (i.e. straight line segments) is not necessarily inertial: it may occur
that its integral curves are not parallel (see Exercise 5.4.1).

Evidently, an inertial observer is rigid, rotation-free and twist-free. The
converse is not true: see 5.2.

A fit observer U is rigid and rotation-free if and only if for all ¢1, ¢2 € Sy,
g1 xt — qo %t is the same for all ¢ in the lifetime of U.
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3.3. Reference frames, splitting of spacetime

3.3.1. Synchronization means defining simultaneity ’continuously’. Evi-
dently, if we want to give somehow a synchronization, then we must adhere
to the following rules:

1. every world point x must be simultaneous with itself,

2. if z is simultaneous with y then y is simultaneous with x,

3. if z is simultaneous with y and y is simultaneous with z then z is
simultaneous with z.

Thus, a synchronization is an equivalence relation. Moreover, a further evident
requirement is that

4. different occurrences of any world line cannot be simultaneous.

Thus, z and y cannot be simultaneous if y — x is timelike.

Further, we expect that the equivalence classes be ’good’ sets; all these lead
us to the following definition,

Definition. A synchronization is an equivalence relation defined in a con-
nected open subset of spacetime, such that every equivalence class is a three-
dimensional submanifold whose every tangent space is transversal to all timelike
vectors. M

In other words, the tangent spaces must be spacelike. It is trivial that there
is only one global (i.e. everywhere defined) synchronization in the nonrelativistic
spacetime model: the equivalence class of = is x + S.

3.3.2. The following definition seems superfluous but it is necessary for better
comprehending the relativistic case.

Definition. An observer and a synchronization together form a reference
frame. A

Evidently, an observer now uniquely determines a reference frame. Thus, in
the nonrelativistic spacetime model, but only here, we can say observer instead
of reference frame.

3.3.3. Given an observer U, then the map

¢u: DomU — T x Sy, z— (7(z), Cu(z))
is clearly injective, its inverse is

(t,q) —q*t ((t,q) € Ranéy C T x SU)

where the notation introduced in 2.2 is used.
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In this way spacetime points in the domain of U are represented by pairs of
time points and U -space points. We say that the observer U splits spacetime
into time and U -space with the aid of £p.

ﬂ%/\ :7D?mU
—
T | — L U-lines
| —
Cyl | ///—'—“
u X) ////—/"
T(x) \KL—/—

Definition. £y is the splitting of spacetime according to U. W

If Sy is endowed with the smooth structure mentioned previously then &y
will be smooth. Its properties will be clarified in special cases.

3.4. Exercise

The observer
(€% €, €% &%) (1, —(€Y°, 0, 0)
in the arithmetic spacetime model is global, its maximal integral curve passing
through (€0, &1, €2, €3) is

{(t, 0, &, &) | teR} if ¢ =0,
{(t’ ﬁ) §2a 53) t>€0_1/€1} lf El >07
(e € Ol < -1} <o

Consequently, most of the maximal integral curves of the observer are not global.

4. Rigid observers
4.1. Inertial observers
4.1.1. Let us consider a global inertial observer with constant absolute

velocity value w; we shall refer to this observer by w and we omit the epithet
global.



58 1. Nonrelativistic spacetime model

Recall the linear map ,, —the projection onto S along u ® T —defined in
1.3.8.
The observer space S,, is the set of straight lines directed by w; more closely,

Cylz)=2+uT:={z+ut| teT}
Note that
(+uT)xt=z+ut—7(x)).

As a consequence, the inertial observer is rigid and rotation-free:

(o +uT)*xt—(z1 +u@T)xt =
= (z2+u(t—7(22))) — (21 +ult — 7(21))) =
:x2—x1—u(7'-(x2—x1)) =

=y - (T2 — 7).

4.1.2. According to the previous formula, if ¢ and ¢; are w-space points
then go xt — g1 *t is the same vector in S for all t € T: more closely, it equals
Ty (T2 —x1) where 21 and x5 are arbitrary elements of ¢; and ga, respectively.
Regarding this vector as the difference of the w-space points, we define an affine
structure on S, in a natural way.

Proposition. S,,, endowed with the subtraction

G2 — q1 := Ty - (T2 — 1) (q1, @2 € Su, ®1 € q1, T2 € @2)

is an affine space over S. W

Observe that if 21 € q1, x2 € g2 and 7(x1) = 7(22), then g2 —q1 = 22 — 21.
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It is worth remarking that
(z4+q)+u®@T=(r+uxT)+q (xeM, ge8),

which is not trivial because here the same sign + denotes different operations:
the first one refers to the addition between elements of M and M; the second
and the third ones denote a set addition between elements of M and M; the
fourth one indicates the addition between elements of S,, and S. This formula
has the generalization

z4+z)+u@T=(4+u®T)+my = (reM, x € M).

4.1.3. The space of any inertial observer is a three-dimensional oriented
Euclidean affine space (over S). In this way we regain our experience regarding
our physical space from the spacetime model (see the Introduction).

Keep in mind that the space of every inertial observer is an affine space over
the same vector space S. Now we see why the vectors in S are called spacelike.

The following assertion is proved without any difficulty.

Proposition. The splitting of spacetime according to an inertial observer
with velocity value w,

M — T x S, z = Eu(z) = (7(2), Culz)) = (2 +S, 24+ u®T)

is an orientation preserving affine bijection having &, = (7,7,,) as its underlying
linear map. W

4.1.4. We have to get accustomed to the fact that a physical notion which
seems ‘structureless’, ‘as simple as possible’ (e.g. a space point of an observer)
is modelled by a less simple, structured mathematical object (by a line). In
mathematics it is customary that the elements of a set are themselves sets or
functions.

However, we have a tool to reduce some of our mathematical objects to simpler
ones. This tool is the vectorization of affine spaces: choosing an arbitrary element
(‘reference origin’) in an affine space, we can represent every element of the affine
space by a vector.

An inertial observer with velocity value w, taking a t, € T and a ¢, € Su,
can establish the vectorization of time and wu-space:

Vo: TxSy —TxS, (t,q) = (t—to, ¢ — Qo)

by which, in particular, we represent w-space points by vectors in S that are
simpler objects than straight lines in M.
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Notice that choosing ¢, and ¢, is equivalent to choosing a spacetime reference
origin 0 € M: 0:= ¢y xto, to =7(0), go = Cul(0).

Definition. An inertial observer with origin is a pair (u,0) where u is a
the constant velocity value of an inertial observer and o is a world point.
The vectorized splitting of spacetime corresponding to (u,0) is the map

buo=Vo0lu: M= TxS, z— (r(z) —7(0), Culz) — Cul0)) =

:(T~(x—0),7'ru-(x—o)). [ ]
Note that
gu,o = Eu o Oo;
where &, = (7,m,) and O, is the vectorization of M with origin o:, i.e.

O, M—>M, z+—x—o.

4.1.5. Let us consider the arithmetic spacetime model and the inertial ob-
server with constant value (1,v). The space point of the observer that (o, &) is
incident with is the straight line (o, &) + (1,v)R = {(a +t,& + vt)| t € R}.

As concerns the affine structure of the set of such lines we have

(0, 8) + (1 +v)R] = [(8,¢) + (1, )R] = £ — { — v(a - ) € R®.

Let the observer in question choose (0,0) as reference origin. Then the observer
space will be represented by R3; the space point («a, &)+ (1,v)R will correspond
to the difference of this straight line and that passing through (0,0)which is
(1,v)R; this difference is exactly & — va.

Consequently, the vectorized splitting of spacetime due to this observer is

R x R® = R x R?, (@, &) = (o, & — va).

In particular, the splitting of spacetime according to the ’basic observer’—the
one whose value is the basic velocity value (1,0) —with reference origin (0,0)is
the identity of R x R?: the arithmetic spacetime model is the Cartesian product
of vectorized time and vectorized space relative to the basic observer.

In other words, the observer with reference origin makes the correspondence
that previously has been accepted as a natural identification. The vectorized
splitting of spacetime is described by the formula above.

4.2. Characterization of rigid observers*
4.2.1. Now we derive some mathematical results to characterize some prop-

erties of observers. Simple but important relations for deducing our results are
the following.
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Recall that Cy(x) denotes the  U-line passing through z. Then t —
Cy(x) xt is the corresponding world line function. So we have

Cy(@)*x7(z) =2
and

%(Cu(x)*t) — U(Cule) *1).

Proposition. Let U be a fit global observer.
(i) U is rigid if and only if

(U@@+q)—U(x)) -g=0 (reM, q€8).

(ii) U is rigid and rotation-free if and only if
Uxz+q)—U(z)=0 (zeM, qge8),
which is equivalent to the existence of a smooth map V': T — V(1) such that

U=Vor.

Proof. Let ¢1,92 € Su.
(i) The function
T \ql*tfqg*t|2

is constant if and only if its derivative
t—2(U(qut) — Ulga*t)) - (qn xt — g2 * t)

is zero.

Putting = := g2 xt, q := q1 xt — g2 xt in the derivative we infer that the
derivative is zero if and only if the equality in the assertion holds (every z € M
is of the form goxt for some g and ¢t and every g € S is of the form gy xt—qgoxt
for some ¢).

(i1) The function
t—=qr*xt—qa*xt

is constant if and only if its derivative
t— U(ql *If) — U(QQ*t)

is zero.
Reasoning as previously we get the desired result.
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4.2.2. Let U be a global rigid observer. For ¢,,t € T let us define
Ry(t,t,) : S—S, q— Cu(ro+q)xt — Cuy(z,) *xt,

where 1z, isan arbitrary element of ¢, (i.e. z, €M and 7(x,) =1,).

,, |
%o /

Proposition. If U is a global rigid observer then Ry (¢,t,) is a rotation
in S (a linear orthogonal map with determinant 1) for all ¢,,¢ € T. Moreover,
Ry (t,t,) is independent of z, appearing in its definition.

The global rigid observer U is rotation-free if and only if Ry (t,t,) = 1s for
all t,,t e T.

Proof. Evidently,
Ry (t,t5)(0) = 0.

Moreover, since U is rigid, for all q1,g2 € S we have

| Ru(t,to)(q1) — Ru(t,to)(g2) | =
’ (CU To + q1) *t — CU(JJO) *t) (CU<.’1?0 + QQ) *t— C’U(xo) *t) ‘ =
=|Culo+q)*t—Cu(wo+ q2) *t | = | (xo + q1) — (2o + q2) | =
=g —q2 |
As a consequence, Ry (t,t,) is a linear orthogonal map (see V.3.7).
For fixed t, and fixed g € S, the function T — S, t — Ry(t,t,) - q
is smooth since it is the difference of two solutions of the smooth differential

equation & = U(z). Consequently, ¢ — det Ry(t,t,) is a smooth function.
Since the determinants in question can be 1 or —1 only and

RU(toy to) = 1Sa

all the determinants in question equal 1.
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If y, is another element of t¢,, then with the notation g, :=y, —x, € S we
deduce

CU(y0+q)*t_CU(yo)*t:CU(xo+QO+q)*t_CU(xo+QO)*t:
= (Cu(o+Go+q) xt — Cu(wo) xt) — (Cul®o + go) ¥t — Cu(zo *t)) =
= Ry(t,t,) - (g0 +q) — Ru(t,ts) - @0 = Ru(t,to) - q,

which means that the definition of Ry (t,t,) is independent of z,.

4.2.3. Proposition. For all t,,t,s € T we have
(Z) RU(tmto) =1g,
(i) Ru(t,te) " = Rulto,t),
(iii) Ruy(t,to) = Rul(t,s)  Ru(s,to).
Proof. (i) is trivial.
The defining formula of Ry (¢,t,) can be rewritten in the following form: if
q,qo are U -space points then

Q*t*QO*t:RU(tyto)'(Q*tO*QO*to> (tmteT)- (*)

Interchanging ¢ and t, we get
g*to —qo*to = RU(to,t) : (q*tfcb*t)

from which we infer (ii).
In a similar way we obtain (72.) H

Observe that (%) implies that if Ry (t,t,) is known for a ¢, and for all ¢
then every U -space point g can be deduced from an arbitrarily chosen g.

4.2.4. Let U be a global rigid observer. For fixed ¢, € T, the function
T —-S®S* t— Ry(tt,) is smooth (because for all g € S, t — Ry(t,t,) - q
is smooth); we introduce

: _ dRy(t,t,) S®S*

Ry(t,t,) := ar € T (t,t, € T),

which can be regarded as a linear map

. S d
RU(t,to) : S — T7 q — ERU(t,to) -q
(VL.3.11). We deduce from the defining formula of Ry (t,t,) that
RU(tvto) "q = U(CU(:EO + Q) *t) - U(CU(mo) *t) =
=U(Cu(zo) *t + Ru(t,to) - q) — U(Cul(w,) xt) =

=U(qg*t+ Ruy(t,to)-q) — Ulgxt),
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where z, is an arbitrary element of t, and ¢ is an arbitrary element of Sy .
Substituting Ry (t, to)fl -q for g and introducing the linear map

. _ S
Qu(t) := Ry(t,ty) - Ry(t,te) ' : S — T
for t € T, we obtain
Qu(t)-q=U(gxt+q) —U(g*t) (teT,qe8).

We know that Qg (t) is antisymmetric (see 11.1.10). Since g *¢ can be an
arbitrary world point, we have proved:

Proposition. If U is a global rigid observer then Qg (t) is an antisymmetric
linear map for all ¢ € T; it is independent of t, appearing in its definition.
Moreover,

Uxz+q) —U(z) = QU(T(x)) -q (xeM, g€S). (xx)

The global rigid observer U is rotation-free if and only if Q¢ (t) =0 for all
teT. m

Notice that the restriction of U to an arbitrary simultaneous hyperplane ¢t
is an affine map whose underlying linear map is Qg (¢).

Qu(t) can be interpreted as the angular velocity of the observer at the
instant ¢ (see 11.1.10).

4.2.5. For arbitrarily fixed t, € T, the function ¢ — Ry (t,t,) defines the
function ¢ — Qy(t) according to the preceding paragraph. Conversely, if the
function t — Qg (t) is known, then ¢ — Ry (t,t,) is determined as the unique
solution of the differential equation

(X:T—-S®S")? X=Qup-X
with the initial condition

X(t,) = 1s.

4.2.6. We see from the formula (#%) of 4.2.4 that the rigid observer U is
completely determined by an arbitrarily chosen U -space point g, and by the
angular velocity of the observer, i.e. by the function ¢ — Qg (t). Indeed, putting
q := go *7(x) — z in that formula we obtain

Uz) = U(q0 *T(a:)) + QU(T(x)) . (x —qo *7‘(13)) (x e M)

and we know that the values of U on ¢, coincide with the derivative of the
world line function ¢ +— g, x t.
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4.3. About the spaces of rigid observers*

4.3.1. Proposition. Let U be a fit global observer. U is rigid and rotation-
free if and only if Sy, equipped with the subtraction

G —q@:=q*xt—qx*t (¢1,92 € Sy, teT)

is an affine space over S.

Proof. If U is rigid and rotation-free then, for all ¢1,q2 € Sy, 1 xt —ga xt
is the same element of S for all ¢ € T. It is not hard to see that the subtraction
in the assertion satisfies the requirements listed in the definition of affine spaces.

Conversely, if Sgy is an affine space over S with the given subtraction then,
in particular, g1 xt — g2 xt is independent of ¢ for all q1,g2 € Sy, hence U is
rigid and rotation-free.

4.3.2. If U is a global rigid and rotation-free observer, then Sy is an affine
space, thus the differentiability of the splitting of spacetime according to U
makes sense.

Proposition. Let U be a global rigid and rotation-free observer. Then the
splitting
¢u: M — T x Sy, z— (7(z), Cu(z))

is a smooth bijection,
Déy(x) = (T,Tl'U(x)) (x e M),

and the inverse of £y is smooth as well.
Proof. For z € M and t € T we have Cy(z) xt = 2+ U(z)(t — 7(z)) +
ordo (t — 7(z)) (VL3.3). Thus for all y,z € M (see Exercise 4.5.1),
Cu(y) — Cu(z) =y — Cu(z) x7(y) =
=y—z+U(z)(r(y) — 7(z)) + ordo((y) — 7(z))

and so
¢uly) — ¢ulz) = (t(y) — (), Culy) - Cu(r)) =
= (7' (y—z), Ty (Y- x)) + ordo (T(y — a:))

Hence &y is differentiable, its derivative is the one given in the proposition.
As a consequence, we see that £y is smooth; its inverse is smooth by the inverse
mapping theorem.

4.3.3. The space of a rigid and rotation-free global observer, endowed with a
natural subtraction, is an affine space over S. The space of another observer is
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not affine space with that subtraction (in fact that subtraction makes no sense for
other observers). This does not mean that the space of other observers cannot
be endowed with an affine structure in some other way.

Let us consider a fit global observer U. For every instant ¢t we can define the
instantaneous affine structure on Sy by the subtraction ¢ —¢qo := g1 xt—go*t. In
general, different instants determine different instantaneous affine structures and
all instants have the same ‘right’ for establishing an affine structure on the U -
space. There is no natural way to select an instant and to use the corresponding
instantaneous affine structure as the affine structure of Sg.

Nevertheless, we can define a natural affine structure on the spaces of rigid
global observers.

4.3.4. Though the Earth rotates, we experience on it an affine structure
independent of time. A stick on the earth represents a vector. Evidently, the stick
rotates together with the earth. The stick will be represented in the following
reasoning by two points (the extremities of the stick) in the observer space. Now
we wish to define that two points in the space of a rigid observer determine a
vector (rotating together with the observer).

Let U be a rigid global observer. If ¢; and ¢o are points in the observer
space Sy then for all ¢,#/ € T

G xt—qxt=Ry(t,t) (g xt —q*t').
Let us introduce
Sy :={s: T— S| sissmooth, s(t)=Ry(t,t)-s(t') forall t,t' € T}.

It is a routine to check that Sg;, endowed with the usual pointwise addition
and pointwise multiplication by real numbers, is a vector space; it is three-
dimensional, because Sy — S, s+ s(t) is a linear bijection for arbitrary ¢t € T
(which means in particular, that the function s is completely determined by
a single one of its values). Moreover, if s; and so are elements of Sy, then
81(t) - s2(t) is the same for all instants ¢, thus

SyuxSy—-L®L, (81782)0—>81~822 :Sl(t)-SQ(t)

is a positive definite symmetric bilinear map which turns Sy into a Euclidean
vector space.
Now it is quite evident that Sy, endowed with the subtraction

q1—q:=(T =S, t—= (g rxt—qaxt))

will be an affine space over Sg. In other words, the difference of two U -space
points is exactly the difference of the corresponding world line functions, as the
difference of functions is defined.
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If U is rotation-free, then Sy consists of the constant functions from T into
S which can be identified with S. So we get back our previous result that the
space of a global rigid and rotation-free observer is an affine space over S in a
natural way.

If U is not rotation-free then Sy is a three-dimensional Euclidean affine
space in a natural way, but the underlying vector space is not S; in fact the
underlying vector space Sy depends on the observer itself.

4.3.5. The space of a global rigid observer is an affine space, thus the
differentiability of the splitting of spacetime according to the observer makes
sense. This question, reduced to a simpler affine structure, will be studied in the
next section.

4.4. Observers with origin *

4.4.1. The vectorization of observer spaces simplifies some formulae for
inertial observers and it will be a powerful tool for noninertial rigid observers.
Let U be a global rigid and rotation-free observer. Choosing an instant %,
and a U -space point ¢,, we give the corresponding vectorization of time and
U -space:
Vo: TxSy—TxS, (t,q) = (t—to, ¢—qo)-

We see that in this way U -space points (curves in M) are represented by
spacelike vectors (points in S).

Notice that choosing ¢, and ¢, is equivalent to choosing a ‘spacetime reference
origin” o € M: 0:= ¢, *ts, to =7(0), ¢o = Cy(o). That is why we have used
the symbol V, for the vectorization which can be written in the following form,
too:

Vo:TxSy—TxS, (t,q,) = (t —71(0), q=*7(0)—0),

since ¢ —qo = q*t —qo xt for all ¢t € T, in particular for ¢ := 7(0).
If U is not rotation-free, the result of a similar vectorization

VOZTXSU%TXSUa (tvq)H(t_th q_qo)

is not simple enough because the elements of Sy are functions. That is why we
make a further step by the linear bijection

L,: Sy — S, s 8(to)-

Since Ly (¢—qo) = (¢—¢o)(to) = q*to—go*to, We get the double vectorization
of time and U -space:

W,:=(1rx Ly)oV,: TxSy =T xS, (t,q) — (t —7(0), gq*7(0)—0),
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which coincides formally with the vectorization of time and space of a rigid and
rotation-free observer.

4.4.2. Definition. A rigid observer with reference origin is a pair (U, o)
where U is a global rigid observer and o is a world point.
If U is rotation-free, the vectorized splitting of spacetime corresponding to
(U, 0) is the map
Euoi=Vo0éy: M —T xS, z+— (7(z) — 7(0), Cu(z)—Cu(o))
= (7(z) = 7(0), Cu(a)7(0) —0),

and if U is not rotation-free then the double vectorized splitting of spacetime is
the map

Cuo:=Woo0lu: M —T xS, z— (1(x) —7(0), Cu(x)*7(0)—o0).

4.4.3. Proposition. Let (U,0) be an observer with reference origin.
If U is rotation-free then the vectorized splitting is a smooth bijection whose
inverse is smooth as well and

Déu.o(z) = (T, Tu(a)) (z e M).

If U is not rotation-free, the double vectorized splitting is a smooth bijection
whose inverse is smooth as well and

DgU,o(x) = (TvRU(T(x)ato)il TrU(L)) (‘r € M)

where t, := 7(0).

Proof. For rotation-free observers the assertion is trivial because of 4.3.2 and
because the derivative of V, is the identity of T x S.

For the double vectorization we argue as follows: the map M — S, x —
Cu(a)*te—o= Ry(r(z),ts) - (x—Cuy(o)*7(z)) (see formula (x) in 4.2.3.)
is clearly differentiable, its derivative is the linear map (see Exercise 11.2.2)

M — S, @ — Ry(r(x),t,) " - Qu(r(2)) - (x — Cu(o) *7(x))T - = +
+ Ry(r(z),to) " (z — U(Cu(o) *7(2))T - ) =

- RU(T(:L')’ to) : 7'rU(ac) © . n

Since W, is an affine bijection, it follows that the splitting {y: M — T x Sy
is smooth and has a smooth inverse as well (cf. 4.3.5.).
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4.4.4. Dealing with observers in the arithmetic spacetime model it is ex-
tremely convenient to consider observers with reference origin where the refer-
ence origin coincides with the origin (0,0) of R x R3. Namely, in this case the
(double) vectorized observer spaces are R? and the (double) vectorized split-
ting is a linear map R x R® — R x R3 whose zeroth component is the zeroth
projection.

4.5. Exercises

1. If Sy is the affine space over S with the subtraction given in 4.3.1, then

Cu(z +q) = Cu(z) +q,
Cu(y) —Cu(r) =Cu(y) »7(x) —x =
=y — Cy(z) *7(y).

for all z,y € M,q € S.
2. Prove that

Qu(t) = Ru(t.t) (teT)

(see 4.2.4).

3. We know that the derivative at a point of a double vectorization is of the
form (7,R™' - my): M — T x S where u € V(1) and R is an orthogonal
map S — S, i.e. R* = R™! (see 4.4.3). Recall that the adjoint R* is
identified with the transpose R* due to the identification —— = S*. Thus we

Lol —
have R* = R* = R™! andso (i- R)* = R™'-4*. Prove that

-1

(r,R7' )" = (u,R7'-i%).

4. Let U be a global rigid observer. Using Proposition 4.2.1. prove that
DU(z)|s is antisymmetric for all z € M (which is proved in 4.2.4 in another
way).

5. Let U be a fit global observer. Demonstrate that U is rotation-free if
and only if there is a smooth map a: T x M x S — R such that

(i) Cu(zr+q)*xt—Cy(z)*t =a(t,x,q)q (te T,z eM,qeS);
(i) o(r(z),2,q9) =1 (x€M,q€8S);
(#i) a(t,x,0) =1 (teT,zeM).

6. Using the previous result prove that if U is a global rigid and rotation-free
observer then there is a smooth map 3: M — % such that DU(z)|s = 8(z)1s
for all z € M.
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5. Some special observers
5.1. Why inertial observers are better than others

5.1.1. We know that the space of a rigid and rotation-free global observer,
even if it is not inertial, is an affine space over S. However, the splitting of
spacetime according to noninertial observers is not affine.

Proposition. Let U be a rigid and rotation-free global observer. The
splitting of spacetime according to U,

éu: M — T x Sy, z— (7(z),Cu(x))

is an affine map if and only if U is inertial.

Proof. We have seen that if U is inertial then £y is affine.

We know that {y is differentiable, Déy(x) = (7, Ty(,)) (see 4.3.2). If {u
is affine, then D&y(w) is the same for all € M. This means that my(,) does
not depend on x which implies that U is a constant map as well.

5.1.2. We can say that if Sy is affine but U is not inertial then the affine
structures of M and T xSy —though they are mathematically isomorphic—are
not related from a physical point of view.

If Sy is affine, then (T x Sy, T,LL, T, h) is a nonrelativistic spacetime model
and so it is isomorphic to the spacetime model (M, T,L,7,h); however, the
physically meaningful triplet ({y,1r,1y) is an isomorphism between them if
and only if U is inertial.

This shows that global inertial observers play an important role in applica-
tions. Let U be a global inertial observer and suppose an assertion is formulated
for some objects related to T x Sgs; then the assertion concerns an absolute fact
if it uses only the affine structure of T x Sgy. The assertion has not necessar-
ily an absolute content if it uses other properties of T x Sg; for instance, the
Cartesian product structure or the affine structure of Syy alone.

5.2. Uniformly accelerated observer

5.2.1. The rigid global observer U is called uniformly accelerated if its

acceleration field is a nonzero constant, i.e. there is a 0 # a € % such
that
Ay(z) :=DU(z) - U(z) = a. (x € M).

Equivalently, for all U -space points ¢, %(q xt)=a (teT).
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We have for all x € M and ¢t € T that

Cul(z)xt =z + U(z)(t — 7(x)) + %a(t —7(2))°

and

= %(C’U(x) *t) =U(z) +a(t —7(z)). (%)

Now it follows that for all x €e M, g€ S and t €T

U(Cu(x) *t)

Cu(@+q)xt—Cy(z)xt=q+ (U(x+q) — U(x))(t — 7(x)).

Since U is rigid, the length of this vector is independent of ¢, so it equals
the length of g. Then assertion (¢) in Proposition 4.2.1 implies that

U@z+q)—U(x)=0 (xeM,qeS)

which means, according to the quoted proposition, that U is rotation-free.

U-lines

0 Ulo)

5.2.2. U is constant on the simultaneous hyperplanes. Thus U(C’U(x)*
7(y)) = U(y) for all z,y € M and we infer from (*) that

Uy =Ul(x) + a(‘r(y — x)) (z,y € M).

As a corollary, the uniformly accelerated observer U is uniquely determined
by a single value of U at an arbitrary world point and by the constant value of
the acceleration field of U.

We see as well that the uniformly accelerated observer is an affine map from
M into V(1) whose underlying linear map is a - 7.
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5.2.3. Let the previous observer choose a reference origin o. Then
Cuy(z) — Cy(o) =z — Cy(o) x7(x) =
1 2
=z —0—U(0) (t(z) — 7(0)) — 5(1(7’(5(}) —7(0))".

As a consequence, the vectorized splitting of spacetime is

M—TxS, x»—)(r~(ac—o), wU(O)-(J:—o)—;a(T-(Jc—o))z).

5.2.4. For a > 0, the observer
(€%, €% €% &%) = (1, ag®, 0, 0)
in the arithmetic spacetime model is uniformly accelerated. Its maximal integral

curve passing through (fo, gL, &2, 53) is

{ (t, 4 al®(t — €9 + %a(t—§0)2, £, 53> ’ te R} =

- { (t, et %aﬁ - %a({o)z, €2, 53> ‘ te R}.

Accordingly, if the observer chooses (0,0) as a reference origin then the
vectorized splitting becomes

RxR > RxR, (¢ ¢, & ¢) (50, ¢ - 2o, &, 53) .

5.3. Uniformly rotating observer

5.3.1. The global observer U is called uniformly rotating if there is a nonzero

antisymmetric linear map €: S — % (in other words, € € N@N, N = %),

called the angular velocity, such that

Uiz+q)—U(x)=Q-q (r € M,q € 8S).
Proposition 4.2.1 (i) implies that U is rigid. Moreover, we easily obtain that

Ry(t,t,) = et7to) (to,t €T),
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because this is the (necessarily unique) solution of the initial value problem given
in 4.2.5.
Consequently, 4.2.2. yields that if o,z € M, 7(0) =1, and t € T then

Cu(z)*t = Cy(o) xt + 71 (Cy(z) *to — 0). (%)

Every U -line is obtained from a given one and from €2. This formula becomes
simpler if we consider z € t,:

Culz)xt = Cy(o) xt 4+ et (5 — o).
U itself is determined by its values on a given U -line g, and by Q (4.2.6):

U(z) =U (go*x7(2)) + Q- (z — go x 7(x)) (x € M).

5.3.2. Reformulating the previous result we can say that a uniformly rotating
observer can be given by the history of a point of the observer (by a space point
of the observer) and by its angular velocity. If we deal with a uniformly rotating
observer then we are to look for its ‘best’ space points to have a simple description
of the observer. Even if the observer is given by one of its space points and by
its angular velocity, it may happen that we find a ‘better’ space point than the
given one.

Now we shall examine a uniformly rotating observer U that has an inertial
spacepoint. Then there is an 0 € M and a ¢ € V(1) such that ¢, :==0+¢c¢®T
isa U-line. U equals ¢ on ¢, thus

Uix)=c+Q -7 (z—0) (x € M).

We see that U is an affine map, the underlying linear map is €2 - 7. whose
range coincides with the range of €2 which is a two- dimensional linear subspace
;8
m T-

We know that the kernel of €2 is one-dimensional and orthogonal to Ran €
(see V.3.9). If e € KerQ, then U(o+e+ct) =c forall t € T, ie. U is
constant on the inertial world line o + e+ ¢ ® T as well. Thus it is a maximal

integral curve of U, parallel to g,. It is an easy task to show that
{reM|U(z)=ct=0+KerQ+c®T.
The observer has the acceleration field

Ay(z)=DU(z) - U(z) =Q -7 - U(x) =Q- (U(z) — ¢) =
=Q- Q-7 - (zr—0) (x e M).
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Since Ker(Q?) = KerQ (Exercise V.3.21.2), the set of acceleration-free world
points is {z € M| 7. - (x — 0) € KerQ} which equals 0+ KerQ +c¢® T.

Thus for all e € KerQ2, o+e+¢c®T is an inertial U -space point and there
are no other inertial U -space points. The inertial U -space points corresponding
to different elements of Ker€2 are different. The set

{o+e+c®T| e € Ker2}

in Sy is called the axis of rotation.

5.3.3. The axis of rotation makes sense for arbitrary uniformly rotating
observers (see Exercise 5.4.4).

The Earth can be modelled by a uniformly rotating observer. Note that
the angle between the axis of rotation and the direction of progression makes
no absolute sense. The direction of progression is the direction of the relative
velocity with respect to the Sun. The axis of rotation (Ker{2, an oriented one-
dimensional linear subspace in S) and a relative velocity value (an element of %
as we shall see in Section 6.2) make an angle; however, KerQ and an absolute
velocity value (¢ in the former treatment) form no angle.

5.3.4. Let the previous observer choose o as a reference origin. Then formula
(*) in 5.3.1 yields that

Cu(z) *to—o0= e~ (r@-r()a. (z — (o + c(r(z) — 7(0)))),
thus the double vectorized splitting of spacetime becomes

M—-TxS, :c»—><T~($—0)7e_""(”“'_°)n-Wc-(x—o)).

5.3.5. For w > 0, the observer
(50’ 517 527 53) = (17 —OJ§2, ngv 0)

in the arithmetic spacetime model is uniformly rotating. Its maximal integral
curve passing through (&0, ¢*, €2, &%) is

{(t, el cosw(t — £%) — sinw(t — £°),
el sinw(t — €%) + €% cosw(t — fo),§3) ’ t e R}.

If the observer chooses (0,0) as a reference origin, the double vectorized
splitting will be

R x R? -5 R x R?,
(&0, €', &2, %) = (€, &M coswe® + @ sinwe”, ¢ sinwg® + & coswe?, €°).
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5.4. Exercises

1. Let U be a global observer. Demonstrate that the following assertions are
equivalent:
(7) the acceleration field of U is zero,
(#) all the integral curves of U are straight lines.
Such an observer need not be inertial. Consider the observer

(€0, ¢, &, €)= (1,0, ¢, 0)

in the arithmetic spacetime model. Give its maximal integral curves. Show that
the observer is not rigid.
2. Let U be a global observer. Demonstrate that the following assertions are
equivalent:
() the acceleration field of U is a nonzero constant,
(i) all the integral curves of U are uniformly accelerated with the same nonzero
acceleration.
Such an observer need not be uniformly accelerated. Consider the observer

(€2, &', &, )~ (1,0, +¢4,0)

in the arithmetic spacetime model.

3. Prove that a global rigid observer whose integral curves are straight lines
is inertial.

4. Define the axis of rotation for an arbitrary uniformly rotating observer.

5. Find the axis of rotation of the observer given in 5.3.5.

6. Since M and V(1) are affine spaces, it makes sense that a global observer
U:M — V(1) is affine; let DU: M — % be the underlying linear map (the
derivative of U at every point equals the linear map under U). The restriction
of DU onto S will be denoted by Qy; it is a linear map from S into . Prove

T
that for all x € M the world line function

T—M, tea+U)(t—71())+ %DU~ U(z)(t - T(x))2+
+3 (e -r@)ay)

gives the maximal integral curve passing through z.
7. Let U be an affine observer. Then Q¢ :=DUlg:S — % is a linear
map. Prove that
(4) Cu(z+q)=Cu(z) +4q (zeM, g€S8)
if and only if g € KerQy;
(ii) U is rigid if and only if Qp is antisymmetric.

U Ux)(t — 7(x))?
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8. Let U be a rigid affine observer. Then, according to the previous exercise,
Qg is antisymmetric.
We distinguish four cases:

(i) Qu#0, DU-u#0 forall wue V(1)
(i) Qu#0, DU-¢=0 forsome ce V(1);
(iti) Qu =0, DU -u#0 forall wue V(1)
(v) Qu=0, DU-¢=0 forsome ce V(1) (ie. DU =0).

Demonstrate that
(iv) is an inertial observer,
(#it) is a uniformly accelerated observer,
(4i) is a uniformly rotating observer having an inertial space point,
(i) is a uniformly rotating observer having a uniformly accelerated space point.
(Hint: the kernel of Qg # 0 is one-dimensional, U and DU are surjections.
Hence there is a ¢ € V(1) such that a := DU - ¢ is in the kernel of Q.
Consequently, there is a world point o such that for all world points x

U@)=U(o)+DU - (z —0)=c+ Qu -7 (xr —0)+at - (x—0)
and so the observer has the acceleration field
Apy(x)=a+Qu - Qu 7. - (x —0).)

9. Take an o € M and define the observer

r—0

Ulk) =—— ).
() (@0 (x€eo+T7)
Prove that
(i) every U -space point is inertial, more closely,
x—o0
Cu(z)*xt=o0+ m(t_T(O)) (z € DomU, t > 7(0));

(i1) the acceleration field corresponding to U is zero which follows from

TU(w)

DU(z) = T—O)’

(éi) U is not rigid; the distance between two U -space points increases as time
passes.



6. Kinematics 77

10. Take an o € M, a w € V(1), an s € TT and define the observer

Ul(z) ::u+w (z € M).
Demonstrate that

(i) U is an affine observer, more closely
DU(z) = % for all x € M;

(i) the acceleration field corresponding to U is

. ﬂu'(l‘z—O) _ U(x)—u;
s s
(i1i) Cu(o+q)xt=o0+u(t—1(0)) +elt=7()/5q (g es).
(iv) U is rotation-free and is not rigid: the distance between two U -space
points increases with time.

6. Kinematics
6.1. The history of a masspoint is observed as a motion

6.1.1. The motion of a material point relative to an observer is described by
a function assigning to an instant the space point where the material point is at
that instant.

Now we are able to give how an observer determines the motion from the
history of a material point.

Definition. Let U be a fit observer and let r be a world line function,
Ranr C DomU. Then

ryg: T — SU s t— Cu(r(t))

is called the motion relative to U, or the U -motion, corresponding to the world
line function r. =

Cylr(t))

U-lines <
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6.1.2. If U is a global rigid observer, then Sy is an affine space thus the
differentiability of ry makes sense and ry is piecewise twice differentiable.

Given a rigid and rotation-free global observer U and a motion relative to U,
i.e. a piecewise twice differentiable function m: T — Sy, we can regain the
history, i.e. the world line function r for which ry = m holds. Indeed, for
every t, m(t) is a U-space point, i.e. a maximal integral curve of U; then r(t)
will be the unique element in ¢ N m(t). In other words, using the splitting &y
we have

r(t) = &u (8, m(t)) = m(t) x t.

Similar considerations can be made for a general global rigid observer.

6.1.3. Let us consider the arithmetic spacetime model. As we know (see
2.1.4), a world line function r in it is given by a function r: R ~ R3 in the
form r(t) = (¢,7r(t)). Paragraph 4.1.5 shows that 7 is the corresponding motion
relative to the basic observer. We see that the history is regained very simply
from the motion (in view of the previous considerations it is a consequence of
the fact that, for the basic observer (1,0), &1,y is the identity the fact that for
the basic observer (1,0), the splitting &1 oy is the identity of R x R3).

Thus if r: R = R3 describes the motion relative to the basic observer then

r(t) = (t,7(t)) (t € Domr)

is the corresponding world line function.

6.2. Relative velocities

6.2.1. Proposition. Let U be a global rigid and rotation-free observer; if
the world line function r is twice differentiable then r¢ is twice differentiable
as well and

fg () =#(t) = U(r(t),  fut) =i(t) — Au(r(t)).

Proof. Taking into account the relations

Cu(r(s)) — Cu(r(t)) = Cu(r(s)) xs — Cu(r(t)) xs =
=r(s)—r(t) — [Cu(r(t)) xs — Cu(r(t)) ~t]

we deduce

o 1) = tig ST ZCUO) ) g0,

s—t s—1t
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from which #y(t) = #(t) — DU(r(t)) - #(t) follows immediately. Since now
U=Vor (see 4.2.1 (1)), we have DU = (DV o7) -7 and Ay = DV or; thus
the equality regarding the relative acceleration is verified. ®

The first and the second derivative of ryy is accepted as the relative velocity
and the relative acceleration of r with respect to the global rigid and rotation-
free observer U, respectively.

6.2.2. The preceding result motivates the following definition.
Definition. Let w and u’ be elements of V(1). Then

Uy =U —u
is called the relative velocity of uw' with respect to w.

Proposition. Suppose u, v’ and u” are elements of V(1). Then
(i) Vyrq isin %,

(”) Vu'u = — Uy,

(’LZZ) Vy''y = Uyl + Vylre. M

These relations are very simple and they are in accordance with our everyday

experience:

(i) the relative velocity values form a three-dimensional Euclidean vector space,
the length of a relative velocity is in % ;

(i1) if a body moves with a given relative velocity with respect to another body
then the second body moves relative to the first one with the opposite velocity.
(4i) the sum of relative velocity values in a given order yields the resulting
relative velocity value.

6.2.3. Let us imagine that a car is going on a straight road and it is raining.
The raindrops hit the road and the car at different angles. What is the relation
between the two angles?

Let uw and u' be two different elements of V(1) (the absolute velocity values
of the road and of the car, respectively). If w is an element of V(1), too,
w # u, w#u' (the absolute velocity value of the raindrops),

Vwu' - (_'U'uxu/)

|ku’ ||vuu’|

Vwu * Vu'u

, 0’ (w) := arccos
[V || V|

f(w) := arccos
are the angle formed by the relative velocity values ., and v, and the angle
formed by the relative velocity values vy and —vyrq, = Uy, respectively (the
angles at which the raindrops hit the road and the car, respectively).

A simple calculation yields that

_ |ku’| . |'v'u/u|

= os 0 (w) +
Ve

cos O(w) Pk



80 1. Nonrelativistic spacetime model

We call attention to an interesting limit case. Suppose u and o' are fixed
and w tends to infinity, i.e. it varies in such a way that |v..,| tends to infinity;
then |vyqy| tends to infinity as well and the quotient of these quantities tends
to the number 1:

lim cosf(w) = lim cosf'(w),
w—r 00 w—r 00
which implies lim f(w) = lim 6'(w).
w— 00 w— 00

Roughly speaking, the raindrops arriving with an ‘infinitely big’ relative ve-
locity hit the road and the car at the same angle. Replacing ‘raindrops with
infinitely big relative velocity’ by a ‘light beam’ we get that nonrelativistically
there is no aberration of light: a light beam forms the same angle with the road
and the car moving on the road.

We have spoken intuitively; of course the question arises at once: what
is the model of a light beam in the nonrelativistic spacetime model? What
mathematical object in the nonrelativistic spacetime model will correspond to a
light beam? We shall see that none. A light beam cannot be modelled in the
present spacetime model.

6.2.4. We can obtain the results of 6.2.1 by choosing a reference origin o in
M, too, for the global rigid and rotation-free observer U. Let us put ¢, := 7(0),
¢o := Cu(0). Evidently, the derivative of the vectorized motion

ry: T— S, t—ry(t) — qo
equals the derivative of ry. Since

ru(t) — go = Cu(r(t) — go = Cu(r(t)) xt —gox t =
=7(t) — qo xt,

we get immediately
Py (t) = 7 (t) = Ulgo x t) = i(t) = U(r(t)), (teT),

because U is constant on the simultaneous hyperplanes.
We mention, that in practice it is more convenient to use the vectorized motion
in such a form that time is vectorized, too:

T>—>S7 tHrU(to""t)_QO:r(to""t)_QO*(to+t)'
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6.3. Motions relative to a rigid observer *

6.3.1. Recall that the space Sy of a rigid global observer U is an affine space
over Sy consisting of functions T — S whose values ‘rotate together with the
observer’. Thus, in general, it is somewhat complicated to control the affine
structure based on these vectors; we can simplify the calculations by performing
a double vectorization of the observer space, corresponding to a chosen reference
origin o in M. Let ¢, :=7(0), ¢o := Cy(o) and let L,: Sy — S be the linear
bijection introduced in 4.4.1.

Let us take the motion ry corresponding to the world line function r and
let us consider the double vectorized motion

ry: T— S, tHLO-(rU(t)—qO):CU(r(t))*to—OZ
= Ru(t,to) - (r(t) — aox1).
For the sake of simplicity, we shall use the notations r(t) := ry(t), R(t) :=
Ry (t,to), t) = Qu(t), uo(t) :=Ul(go *t), ao(t) := Ay(go *1).
Then the previous formula can be written in the form
R(t)-r(t) =r(t) — qo*t;
differentiating with respect to ¢t and then omitting ¢ from the notation we obtain

R-7+R-7=7—u,

yielding
R-7=-Q -R-r+7—u,. (%)

A second differentiation gives
R7*+R-#i=-Q R r—Q-Rr—Q-R-7+7—a,
from which we infer

R#i=-20-R7—Q-Q - R-r—Q-R-r+7—a,.

6.3.2. Let us introduce the notation
w(t) := R(t)f1 Q) - R(t) = R(t)f1 . R(t) (teT).

From R-w = Q- R we derive that R-w+R-&=Q-R+Q-R, which implies
QR w+R-w=Q-R+Q-Q-R; then we can state that

w=R'-Q R
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Consequently, the last formula in the preceding paragraph can be written in the
form

F=—2w-7—w-w-r—w-r+R(i—a,).

—2w -7 and —w -w - T are called the Coriolis acceleration and the centrifugal
acceleration with respect to the observer.

6.3.3. Recall that r: T ~— S denotes the double vectorized motion: #(t) =
L, - (ru(t) — go); consequently, the relative velocity value at the instant ¢,
7y (1) = Lyt - 7(t) is in Sy, ie. it is a function from T into S which is
uniquely determined by an arbitrary one of its values:

Ty (t)(s) = Ru(s,to) - 7(t) (seT).

Since Q(t) - (r(t) — go*t) = U(r(t)) — U(go x t), formula (*) in 6.3.1 gives

The expression on the right-hand side coincides with that for the relative
velocity with respect to a rotation-free observer. However, keep in mind that
now this expression is only a convenient representative (a value) of the relative
velocity and not the relative velocity itself.

6.4. Some motions relative to an inertial observer

6.4.1. In this paragraph w denotes a global inertial observer.
Suppose r is an inertial world line function, use the notations of 2.3.1(iii)
and put t, 1= 7(z,):
r(t) = a0 + uo(t — to). (%)

Applying one of the formulae in 4.1.1, we get the corresponding motion relative
to u:
ry(t) = (xo—i—uo(t—to)) +uRT=(2,+u®T)+ (u—uo)(t —t,) =
=z, + 'Uuou(t - to)
where ¢, =2, +u ®T is the w-space point that z, is incident with.
This is a uniform motion along a straight line.

Conversely, suppose that we are given a uniform motion relative to the inertial
observer u, i.e. thereis a g, € Sy, a to € T and a v, € % such that

’I"u(t) =q + Uo(t - to) (t € T)
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Then the corresponding history is inertial; putting z, := qo *x to, Uo := U + Vo,
we get the world line function (*) which gives rise to the given motion.

6.4.2. Let r be a twist-free world line function (see 2.3.1(44)):
r(t) = To + Uo(t — o) + ach(t — ).

Then
Tu(t) = g, + Vuyu(t — to) + ach(t — o),

where ¢, =2, +u®T.

If the world line function is not inertial, i.e. h # 0, then the motion is not
uniform. The motion is rectilinear relative to the observer if and only if v, is
parallel to a,.

6.4.3. Now we see that the property ‘rectilinear’ of a motion is not absolute,
in general. The same history can appear as a rectilinear motion to an observer
and as a nonrectilinear one to another observer; exceptions are the uniformly
rectilinear motions, i.e. the inertial histories.

Recall that assertion involving the inertial observer w is absolute if and only
if it can be formulated exclusively with the aid of the affine structure of T X S,,.

Let ry: T — S, be a motion. Saying that the motion is rectilinear we state
that the range of r, is a straight line in the observer space, i.e. we involve the
affine structure of S, only. This is not an absolute property.

Saying the motion is rectilinear and uniform we state that {(¢,7.(t)) ‘ teT}
is a straight line in T x S,; this is an absolute property.

6.4.4. Suppose that the inertial observer u chooses a reference origin o.
Then, g, := 04+ u® T is the u-space point that o is incident with; hence the
vectorized motion corresponding to the world line function r becomes

T — S, t=rt) — (o4 ult —to)),
or
T— S, t—r(to +t) — (0+ ut),

where t, := 7(0).

In particular, if r is the twist-free world line function treated in 6.4.2. and
7(zo) = t, (which can be assumed without loss of generality) then the vectorized
motion is

T — S, t— qo + Uy, ut + ach(t),

where q, := 2, — 0.
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Since g, = ¢y, — go holds as well, comparing our present result with that of
6.4.2, evidently we have—as it must be by definition—that the vectorized motion
equals to t +— 1y (to +t) — go. The advantage of the vectorized motion is that it
is easier to calculate.

6.5. Some motions relative to a uniformly accelerated observer

6.5.1. Let r be the previous twist-free world line function and let us examine
the corresponding motion relative to a uniformly accelerated observer U with
constant acceleration a. We easily obtain by 5.2.1 that

Cu(r(t)) *s = o + uo(t — to) + ach(t —to) + U(r(t)) (s —t) + %a(s —1)%
Then 5.2.2 helps us to transform this expression:
U(r(t)) = U(zo) + alt — to)
and so

Cu(r(t)) xs = o + U(xo)(s — to) + %a(s — )+

+ (o — U(zo)) (t — to) + <aoh(t —to) — %a(t — t0)2> :

Denoting by ¢, the U -space point that z, is incident with and putting
Vo 1= U, — U(x,), we can write:

ru(t) = gz, +vo(t —to) + (aoh(t —to) — %a(t — t0)2) .

In particular, it is a uniformly accelerated motion, if h = const., i.e. if r is
inertial or uniformly accelerated.

6.5.2. Let the previous uniformly accelerated observer U choose a reference
origin o. Then the U -space point that o is incident with is given by the world
line function ¢ — go *t := 0+ U(o)(t — t,) + 2a(t — to)?; hence the vectorized
motion corresponding to the world line function r becomes

T — S, t—r(t) —qoxt

or
T — S, t=r(to +t) —qo* (to +1).
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In particular, the vectorized motion corresponding to the twist-free world line
function r treated above is

1
T — S, t— g, + Vot + (aoh(t) — 2at2> ,

where g, := 2, — 0 and v, := uo — U(0) = uo — U(x,) (recall that U is
constant on simultaneous hyperplanes).

We see in this case, too, that the vectorized motion is ¢t — ry(to +t) — qo,
as it must be, but it is more complicated to determine the motion r¢; and then
the vectorized motion than to calculate the vectorized motion directly.

6.6. Some motions relative to a uniformly rotating observer *

6.6.1. Let the uniformly rotating observer U choose a reference origin o. If
¢o is the U -space point that o is incident with and €2 is the constant angular
velocity of the observer, then the double vectorized motion is

T —8S, bt e (o), (r(t) — goxt).

In particular, if g, is an inertial world line, ¢, = 04+¢®T, and r is an inertial
world line function, r(t) = z, + uo(t — t,), where we supposed without loss of
generality that 7(x,) = 7(0) = to, then the double vectorized motion becomes

T—S, t s e (tto)SE, (qO + Vue(t — tO))
where q, := x, — 0; again it is more convenient to use vectorized time:
T—S, t— e M (g + vy, ct).

If vy, = 0, ie. the relative velocity of the material point with respect to
the axis of rotation is zero, then the motion relative to the observer is a simple
rotation around the axis. If v, . # 0, then the motion is the ‘rotation of a
uniform motion’. Anyway, the observed rotation of the inertial masspoint is
opposite to the rotation of the observer (take into account the negative sign in
the exponent).

6.6.2. In the case of inertial observers and uniformly accelerated observers,
the vectorized motion can be deduced a little easier than motion. On the
other hand, for uniformly rotated observers, it is significantly simpler to get
the double vectorized motion than motion itself, as it will be seen from the
following calculation.
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Let U and r be as in the preceding paragraph. Then ¢, := Cy(0) = 0+¢®T
and so

CU(r(t)) x8=qo*ks+ 5Tt (C’U(r(t)) *to — 0) =
= go x5+ 3T o= (t-to)2 (CU<T(t)) *t — qo *t) =

=goxs+e 1T I (4o fy o(t —1o)).

The functions

T —S, 5 qo(s) := T (2, — 0)
S »
T— T $ = vo(8) i= e(57t0)S2 “Vye

arein Sy and in STU (they are a vector and a vector of cotype T in the observer

space), respectively. Thus we have got for the motion that
ru(t) = go + e I (go + ot — L)) (t €.

Originally, the exponent of € is a linear map from S into S. Here it is
regarded as a linear map from Sy into Sy defined by

(e—(tfto)ﬂ ) s) (s) 1= e (1) . g(4) (s €Sy, seT).

6.7. Exercise

Let U be a uniformly rotating observer that has an inertial space point. Use
the notations of Section 5.3. For g, € S and v, € % define the world line
function

ts o+ et —to) + e (qy + vt —to)).

Prove that the corresponding motion relative to the observer U is a uniform
straight line motion.

7. Some kinds of observation
7.1. Vectors observed by inertial observers
7.1.1. Let C; and Cy be two world lines defined over the same time

interval J. The vector between C; and Co at the instant ¢t € J is Coxt — Cq *t.
The distance at t between the two world lines is |Cy x ¢t — Cq x t].
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The two world lines represent the history of two material points. An inertial
observer u observes the two material points describing their history by the
corresponding motions 71, and rg,. Hence, the vector observed by the inertial
observer between the material points at the instant ¢ is evidently

Tg’u(t)fT'l’u(t) = (Cg*t+u®T)f(Cl*t+u®T) :Cg*thl*t.

The observed vector coincides with the (absolute) vector; consequently, the
observed distance, too, coincides with the (absolute) distance.

7.1.2. The question arises how a straight line segment in the space of an
inertial observer is observed by another observer. The question and the answer
are formulated correctly as follows.

Let us consider two inertial observers u, and w. Let H, be a subset (a
geometrical figure) in the wu,-space. The corresponding figure observed by u at
the instant ¢ —called the trace of H, at ¢ in S,, —is the set of u-space points
that coincide at ¢ with the points of H,:

{gxt+u®T| ¢ € Hy}.
Introducing the mapping
P : Sy, = Su, g—gxt+u®T,

we see that the trace of H, at ¢t equals P;[H,]. It is quite easy to see (recall the
definition of subtraction in observer spaces) that

Pi(q) = P(q1) = @*xt—qgxt=q —q

for all gi,q2 € Sy,. Thus P; is an affine map whose underlying linear map is
the identity of S.

We can say that the observed figure and the original figure are congruent.
Evidently, every figure in the wu,-space is of the form ¢, + H,, where ¢, € S,
and H, C S; then P;[q, + Ho] = Pi(qo) + Ho.

In particular, a straight line segment in the u,-space observed at an arbitrary
instant by the observer u is a straight line segment parallel to the original one.
Moreover, the original and the observed segments have the same length; the
original and the observed angle between two segments are equal as well.

7.1.3. It is an important fact that the spaces of different global inertial
observers are different affine spaces over the same vector space S. Thus, though
the observer spaces are different, it makes sense that a vector in the space of an
inertial observer coincides with a vector in the space of another inertial observer.
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Evidently, the coincidence of vectors in different observer spaces is a symmetric
and transitive relation (if ‘your’ vector coincides with ‘my’ vector then ‘mine’
coincides with ‘yours’; if, moreover, ‘his’ vector coincides with ‘yours’ then it
coincides with ‘mine’ as well.)

This is a trivial fact here that does not hold in the relativistic spacetime
model.

7.2. Measuring rods

7.2.1. A physical observer makes measurements in his space: measures
the distance between two points, the length of a line, etc. In practice such
measurements are based on measuring rods: one takes a rod, carries it to
the figure to be measured, puts it consecutively at convenient places ... One
supposes that during all this procedure the rod is absolutely rigid: it remains a
straight line segment and its length does not change.

We are interested in whether the nonrelativistic spacetime model allows such
measuring rods, i.e. whether we can permit in it the existence of such an
absolutely rigid rod.

As we shall see, the answer is positive (in contradistinction to the relativistic
case).

7.2.2. The existence of an absolutely rigid rod—if it is meaningful-—can be
determined uniquely by the history of its extremities. Two world lines Cy and
C1 correspond to the two extremities of a measuring rod if and only if they are
defined on the same interval J and their distance at every instant is the same:
|Ci*xt—Coxt|=d for all t €.

Then for all « € [0,1] we can define the world line C, as follows:

Co*xt:=Coxt+a(Cyxt—Cy*t) (teld).
It is quite evident that the set of world lines, {C,| a €0,1]} gives an

existence of a rigid rod: at every instant ¢t € J, {C, xt| a € [0,1]} is a straight
line segment in S, having the length d.

8. Vector splittings
8.1. What is a splitting?
Recall what has been said in 3.1.1: in the experience of a physical observer

relative to a phenomenon, and in the notions deduced from experience, properties
of the phenomenon are mixed with properties of the observer. Our aim is to
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find the absolute notions that model some properties or aspects of phenomena
independently of observers and then to give how the observers derive relative
notions from the absolute ones (how the absolute objects are observed).

We know already how spacetime is observed as space and time and how the
history of a mass point is observed as a motion. In the following, the splitting
of force fields, potentials etc. will be treated: such splittings describe somehow
the observed form of force fields, potentials, etc. We begin with the splitting
of vectors and covectors according to velocity values and then we define the
splitting of vector fields and covector fields according to observers.

8.2. Splitting of vectors
8.2.1. For uw € V(1) we have already defined
Ty: M — S| z—x— (T x)u
and the linear bijection
€u = (T,my): M= T xS, T (T @,y - T)

having the inverse
(t,q) —» ut+q

(1.2.8). Thus
Tu=1lM—u®T, m, =1y — TR u.

Moreover,
T Ty =0, T -t = 1g, Ty -u=0.

8.2.2. Definition. 7 -x and 7, -« are called the timelike component and
the w -spacelike component of the vector ®. (7-x, m, - ) is the w-split form
of ®. &, := (7, my) is the splitting of M corresponding to w, or the w-splitting
of M. ®

Note that &, -q = (0,q) for all g € S. In other words, S is split into {0} xS
trivially. In applications it is convenient to identify {0} x S with S and to
assume that the split form of a spacelike vector q is itself.

8.2.3. If A is a measure line then A ® M is split into (A®T) x (A® S) by
&, ; similarly, % is split into % X % . Correspondingly, the timelike component
and the w-spacelike component of a vector of type A arein AT and A® S,
respectively, and the timelike component and the w-spacelike component of a

vector of cotype A are in % and g respectively.
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In particular, &, splits M into R x % and for all v’ € V(1)
Eu-u' = (Lu' —u) = (1,vu);

the wu-spacelike component of the velocity value u’ is the relative velocity of u’
with respect to wu.

Thus V(1) is split into {1} x %; in applications it is often convenient to omit
the trivial component {1}, and to regard only r,, instead of &, as the splitting
of V(1):

/ /
U U — U= Vylo-

8.2.4. The timelike component of a vector is independent of the velocity value
u producing the splitting but the w-spacelike components vary with w, except
when the vector is spacelike (an element of S); then the timelike component is
zero and the wu-spacelike component is the vector itself for all w € V(1).

The transformation rule that shows how the w-spacelike components of a
vector vary with w can be well seen from the following formula giving the w’-
spacelike component of the vector having the timelike component t and the
u-spacelike component gq.

Definition. Let u,u’ € V(1). Then
Ew =&y &3 TXxS—>TxS
is called the vector transformation law from w-splitting into w’-splitting.
Proposition.
Cwn - (t,q) = (t, —Vyult +q) (teT,qeS). m

Using the matrix form of the linear maps T xS — T x S (see IV.3.7), we can

write
. 1t 0
£u’u - <_vu’u 18) .

According to the identification Lin(T) = R we have 1y = 1. Moreover,
applying the usual convention that the identity of a vector space is denoted by
1 (the identity is the operation of multiplication by 1), we obtain

1 0
Su/u - (Uu’u 1> .

In the lower left position of the matrix a linear map T — S must appear;
recall that vy, € 3 = Lin(T, S).
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8.2.5. Let us give the transformation rule in a form which is more usual in
the literature.

Let (¢t,q) and (t',q’) be the w-split form and the w'-split form of the same
vector, respectively. Let v denote the relative velocity of u’ with respect to u.
Then

t =t, qg =q—vt.

Usually one calls this formula—or, rather, a similar formula in the arithmetic
spacetime model—the Galilean transformation rule and one even defines Galilean
transformations by it.

The transformation rule is a mapping from T x S into T x S. A (special)
Galilean transformation is to be defined on spacetime vectors, i.e. as a mapping
from M into M. Thus the transformation rule and a Galilean transformation
cannot be equal. In the split spacetime model T x S stands for both spacetime
vectors and spacetime. Thus, using the split model (or, similarly, the arithmetic
spacetime model) one can confuse the transformation rule with a mapping de-
fined on spacetime vectors or on spacetime. This indicates very well that we
must not use the split model or the arithmetic model for the composition of
general ideas.

Of course, there is some connection between transformation rules and Galilean
transformations. We shall see (11.3.7) that there is a special Galilean transfor-
mation L(u,u’): M — M such that

€u’u = Su : L(uau/) : E;l

8.3. Splitting of covectors
8.3.1. For w € V(1), M* is split by the transpose of the inverse of &, :

Nu = (€51)  M* = (Tx S)" =T* x S*,
where we used the identification described in IV.1.3. Then for all k € M*,
(t,q) € T xS we have

(Mu-k)-(t,q)=k-&,' - (t,q)=k-(ut+q)=(k-u)t+k-q.

Of course, in the last term k can be replaced by k|g = 4*-k, where i: S - M
is the canonical embedding. Furthermore, recall that k-u € & = T* and (k-u)t
stand for the tensor product of k-w and t. Then, in view of our convention
regarding the duals of one-dimensional vector spaces (IV.3.8), we can state that
Nu -k = (k-u, ¢ - k). Recall that ¢* - k = k - 4; moreover, our dot notation
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convention allows us to interchange the order of k and w to have the more
suitable forms
N -k=(k -uk-i)=(u-k,i" k) (k € M*).

Definition. w -k and ¢* - k are called the w-timelike component and the
spacelike component of the covector k. (u-k, *-k) is the w-split form of the
covector k. m, is the splitting of M* corresponding to w, or the w -splitting
of M*. m

Note that 7, -(eT) = (e,0) for all e € T*. In other words, T* -7 is split into
T* x {0} trivially. In applications it is convenient to identify T* x {0} with T*
and consider that the split form of et is simply e.

8.3.2. The spacelike component of a covector is independent of the velocity
value w establishing the splitting, but the w-timelike components vary with wu,
except when the covector is timelike (an element of T*-7; then the spacelike com-
ponent is zero and the u-timelike component coincides with the corresponding
element of T*). The transformation rule that shows how the w-timelike com-
ponents of a covector vary with w can be well seen from the following formula
giving the u’-timelike component of the covector having the w-timelike compo-
nent e and the spacelike component p.

Definition. Let u,u’ € V(1). Then
N =My - My TF x 8* = T* x S*

is called the covector transformation law from w-splitting into w’-splitting.

Proposition.
nu’u‘(evp):(e‘FP"Uu’u,p) (GGT*, pES*)
Proof. It is not hard to see that

M. (e,p) =eT+m, - p
from which we easily obtain the desired formula. W

Using the matrix form of the linear maps T* x S* — T* x S*, we can write

— 1’]1‘* Vu'u — 1 Vu'u
Thurw 0 1s- ) \o 1 )

In the upper right position a linear map S* — T* must appear. The
identifications Lin(S*,T*) = T* ® S = % justify that s, stands in that
position.
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The definitions imply that n,,,,, = (S;i,)*, which is reflected in the matrix
form as well.

8.3.3. In 1.2.8 we have drawn a good picture how vectors are split. Now we
give an illustration for splitting of covectors.

Recall that for all w € V(1), the surjection 7, : M — S is the left inverse
of the canonical embedding i: S — M, i.e. m, -7 = 1ls. As a consequence, the
injection 7}, : S* — M* is the right inverse of the surjection ¢*: M* — S*:

Since T* - 7 = Keri* (see 1.2.1),

* *
S* . m, = Ranm,,

is a three-dimensional linear subspace in M*, complementary to T*-7. Evidently,
the restriction of ¢* is a linear bijection from S* -, onto S*.
Moreover, we easily find that

S* my={keM"| k-u=0};

in other words, S* - 7, is the annihilator of u ® T.
Then the splitting of covectors according to w is illustrated as follows:

E3

S*']Tu

k—(u-k) -7 isin S*-m,, itsimage by ¢* is the spacelike component of k.

8.4. Vectors and covectors are split in a different way

The splitting of vectors and the splitting of covectors according to u € V(1)
are essentially different. The timelike component of vectors is independent of
u, whereas the spacelike component of covectors is independent of w. The
transformation laws for vectors and covectors are essentially different as well.
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The reason of these differences lies in the fact that there is no one-dimensional
vector space A in such a way that M* could be canonically identified with %,
in contradistinction to the relativistic case.

8.5. Splitting of vector fields and covector fields according to inertial
observers

8.5.1. In applications, vectors and covectors appear in two ways: first, as
values of functions defined in time; secondly, as values of functions defined in
spacetime. The first case can be reduced to the second one: a function defined
in time can be considered a function defined in spacetime that is constant on the
simultaneous hyperplanes. Thus we shall study vector fields and covector fields,
i.e. functions X: M — M and K: M — M*, respectively.

An inertial observer u splits vector fields and covector fields in two steps by
splitting the range and then the domain of these functions.

First, at every world point z the values of the fields, X (z) and K(x), are
split according to the velocity value u of the observer; thus the half wu-split
form of the fields will be

&L, XM —TxS, z (1 X(2), 7y - X(2)),
Ny - K: M — T* x S, z— (u- K(z), i* - K(z)).

Secondly, the observer splits spacetime as well (the observer regards spacetime
as time and space); accordingly, instead of world points, instants and w-space
points will be introduced to get the completely w -split form of the fields:

§u X o0& i TxS, —TxS, (t,q) = (T-X(gxt), 7u- X(gx1)),
Ny Kol': TxS, —T"x8*  (t,q)— (u-K(gxt), i* K(gxt))

where gxt:=¢,1(t,q) (see 3.2.2).

8.5.2. Let us examine more closely a covector field K : it has the half split
form

(—Va,Ay) :=1y - K: M — T x S7, z— (u-K(z), i* - K(z)),
and the completely split form
Ny Kol 't TxS, — T x8*  (t,g)— (= Vulgrt), Aulg*t)).

A covector field K is a potential (see 2.4.3). (t,q) — Vu(gxt) and (t,¢q) —
A, (q *t) are called the corresponding scalar potential and wvector potential
according to w.
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If v is another inertial observer then, in view of 8.3.2,
Va :Vu_vu’u'Aua Ay = Ay

Introducing V :=V,,, V' :=Vyu, A:=A,, A := Ay, v := vy, we get
the formulae
Vi=V—-v-A, A=A,

which are the well-known nonrelativistic transformation law for scalar and vector
potentials in electromagnetism.

This supports our choice that (absolute) potentials are cotensor fields.

The reader is asked to bear the following remark in mind. One usually
says that if an observer perceives scalar potential V' and vector potential A,
then another observer moving with relative velocity v perceives scalar potential
V —v- A and vector potential A, i.e. ‘the vector potential is not transformed’.
However, an observer u perceives spacetime as time and w-space, perceives
the potentials to be functions depending on time and w-space; thus, in fact, an
observer works with the completely split form of the potentials. In particular, if
u' # u, then Ao {;1 # Ao {;,1: the observed vector potentials are different!
Remember, usually one does not distinguish between the half split forms and
the completely split forms.

8.5.3. Similarly, one usually says that force is not transformed, a force field is
the same for all observers. Of course, this is true for the half split form of force
fields; the completely split forms of force fields—which are actually observed—
depend on the observers.

A force field
S

FiMx V() = moraT

has exclusively spacelike values, thus its half split form is f itself for all global
inertial observers. On the other hand, f has the completely split form

T><Su><§ S

THW, (t,q,v) — flgxt,u+v)

strongly depending on wu.

8.5.4. Let the inertial observer w choose a reference origin o; then (u,0)
performs another splitting using &, instead of &,. The half split form of vector
fields and covector fields according to (u,0) is the same as the half split form
according to w; on the other hand, the observer with reference origin obtains
functions TxS»— T xS and T x S — T* x S* for the completely split forms
of the fields.
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8.6. Splitting of vector fields and covector fields according to
rigid observers

8.6.1. Recall that the space Sy of a global rigid observer U is an affine
space over S or Sy (Section 4.3), depending on whether U is rotation-free or
not. The corresponding splitting of spacetime, {y: M — T x Sy is a smooth
bijection whose inverse is smooth as well.

The splitting of a vector field X according to U is defined by the correspond-
ing formula of coordinatization: at every world point x, the value of the field,
X (x), is split—i.e. is mapped from M into T x S or T x Sy —by Déy(x).
Similarly, the covector field K, is split in such a way that at every world point
x the value of the field, K(z) is split—i.e. is mapped from M* into T* x S* or

T* x S}; —by ((DgU(x))*)_l. Thus the half U -split forms of such fields are
M—TxS (or T x Sy), x— Déy(x) - X (x),
Mo T x§* (or T xS};), o~ (Déu(x)) ™ - K(x).

We get the completely U-split forms by substituting 551 (t,q) = g*t for z in
these formulae.

8.6.2. If U is rotation-free, then, in view of 4.3.2, the half split forms of the
fields are

M—TxS, [E*—)(T'X(Z), ﬂU(m)-X(I)),
M — T* x S*, z— (Uz) K(z), i* - K(z)).

The values of the fields at = are split by the corresponding value U(x) of
the observer.

8.6.3. If U is not rotation-free, Sy is an inconvenient object; that is why
we let the global rigid observer choose a reference origin o and use the double

vectorization £y, of spacetime.
Then the half split forms become

M—TxS, z+ Déy,(z) X(z)=(1-X(2),R(x)" myu) X)),

M- T* x S*, > ((Dépo(x)))”

where

(see 4.4.3 and Exercise 4.5.3).
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8.7. Exercises

1. Give the split form of vector fields and covector fields that depend only on
time; more closely, if x: T — M and k: T — M?*, consider the splitting of the
fields X :=xo7 and K :=KoT.

2. We know, it has an absolute meaning that a function s defined in spacetime
depends only on time: if s is constant on the simultaneous hyperplanes.

On the other hand, it does not have an absolute meaning that s depends
only on space (absolute space does not exist). If U is an observer, it makes
sense that s depends only on U -space, in other words, s is U -static: if s is
constant in the U -space points (on the U -lines), i.e. if the completely split
form of s depends only on the elements of Sy .

Let o€ M, c€ V(1), C:S — M, and let U be the global inertial observer
with velocity value u. Prove that the vector field z — C(w-(z—0)) is U -static
if and only if v = c.

3. Take the arithmetic spacetime model. Give the completely split form of
the vector fields

(€°,¢) — (€], 0),
(€%,8) = (" +1¢l, € +¢° 1+64,0)

according to the inertial observer with velocity value (1,v).

Consider the previous mappings to be covector fields and give their completely
split form.

4. Take the arithmetic spacetime model. Give the completely split form of
the vector field

(5076) = (51 + 527COS (50 - 63)7070)

according to the uniformly accelerated observer with reference origin treated
in 5.2.4 and to the uniformly rotating observer with reference origin treated

in 5.3.5. [It is easy to obtain the composition of this vector field and the

inverse of the splitting if we use different symbols for the variables; e.g. the
splitting due to the uniformly accelerated observer has the inverse (¢% ¢)
(¢ ¢t + 3a(e ¢3¢)

5. In the split spacetime model the splitting of vectors according to the basic
velocity value (1,0) is the identity of T x S. The splitting according to (1, v)
is

TxS—TxS, (t,q) — (t,q — vt),

which coincides with the transformation rule from (1,0) into (1,v). Because of
the special structure of the split spacetime model a splitting and a transformation
rule—which are in fact different objects in principle—can be equal. To deal with
fundamental ideas do not use the split spacetime model or the arithmetic one.
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6. In the split spacetime model the splitting of covectors according to the
basic velocity value (1,0) is the identity of T* x S* and the splitting according
to (1,v) equals

T* x S* — T* x S*, (e,p)— (e+p- v, p).

Again we see that the splitting coincides with the transformation rule from

(1,0) into (1,v).

9. Tensor splittings
9.1. Splitting of tensors, cotensors, etc.

9.1.1. The various tensors are split according to w € V(1) by the maps
£ ®&: MM — (TxS)®(TxS8)=
=(TeT)x (T®S)x (S®T)x (S®S),
€u®@My: MOM* — (T x S)® (T* x S*) =
=(TeT)x (TeS*) x(S®T") x (S®S*),
Nu @&u: M"OM — (T" xS*) @ (T x S) =
=(T"T)x(T*"®S) x (S*®T) x (S*®8S),
Ny @Myt M*@M* — (T* x S*) ® (T* x S*) =
=(T*"T") x (T*"®S*) x (S*®T") x (S*®S*).

Since we know &, and m,,, our task is only to determine the above splittings
in a perspicuous way. First recall that the elements of the Cartesian products
on the right-hand sides can be well given in a matrix form (see IV.3.7). Second,
with the aid of the usual identifications, consider &, = (7,m,) € (T x S) @ M*,
N = (u,1*) € (T* x S*) ® M, take into account the identifications T ® M* =
M*®@T, T=7" and "M =M®T*, u=u* (see IV.3.6), and apply the
dot products to have

for Te M® M:

(€. ®8&,)(T) =€, T &, =6, T ny,'

B T -1 T T—u(r-T 1)
h (T~T—u(T-T-T) T—u®(‘r-T)—(T-T)®u—|—u®u(T-T-T)>’

for Le M® M*:

. 4 _(T7-L-uw T-L-3\
(£u®nu)(L):£uLnu_€uL£u1_<ﬂ-uLu T L’L>_
u

I
~/~
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for Pe M*® M:

(nu®£u)(P)nu-P~£Znu~P~nu1(
u

for Fe M*®@ M*:

_ A a1 u-F-u u-F-1
(M @1,)(F) =1 - F-my =1y, - F -, _<Fu ze>
®

(To see, e.g. that mwo, - T-7=T -7 —u(t-T -7), take T=2®y.)

9.1.2. The splittings corresponding to different velocity values w and u' are
different. To compare the different splittings we can deduce transformation rules

by giving
a b "
gu’u'<a A)'gu’u 5

where a € TQ®T, a € ST, be T®S, A € S®S, and using similar formulae
for the other three cases as well. In general, the transformation rules are rather
complicated. We shall study them for antisymmetric tensors and cotensors.

9.2. Splitting of antisymmetric tensors

9.2.1. If the tensor T is antisymmetric—i.e. T'€ MAM —then 7-T-7 = 0,
T T -wl,=—(mwy -T-7) and w, - T 7 € SAS, which (of course) means
that the split forms of T are antisymmetric as well. Thus splittings map the
elements of M A M into elements of the form

0 —a*\_(0 -a
a A ) \a A)’°
where a € SQT, A € SAS; a* € T®S is the transpose of a, which is identified

with a in the usual identification T® S =S ® T. We shall find convenient to
write

(S®T)x (SAS)=(T xS)A (T xS),
(a,A)=<2 ;)

The corresponding formula in 9.1.1 gives us for T € M A M
& T =(T -7, T— (T -7)Au).
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Definition. T'-7 and T — (T - 7) Au are called the timelike component and
the w -spacelike component of the antisymmetric tensor T'.

9.2.2. Notice the similarity between splittings of vectors and splittings of
antisymmetric tensors. The timelike component of T is independent of wu, the
u-spacelike component varies with uw except when T is spacelike, i.e. is in
S AS; then the timelike component is zero and the w-spacelike component is T'
itself for all u.

The following transformation rule shows well how the splittings depend on
the velocity values.

Proposition. Let u,u’ € V(1). Then

Cuwu (@A) €™ =(a,—a Nvyry + A) (aeS®T, AeSAS).

Proof. Use the matrix forms:

1 0 0 —a 1 —vy) (O —a
T | a A 0 1 T \a —aAvyu+A)

9.3. Splitting of antisymmetric cotensors

931. f Fe M*AM* then u-F-u=0, u-F-i=—(i*-F-u)* and
t*-F -1 € S*AS*; the split forms of F' are antisymmetric as well. Thus splitting
maps the elements of M* A M* into elements of the form

0 —Z* _ 0 —Zz — * * * *
(0 2)= (2 F)=eacsorasas)
where we used notations similar to those in 9.2.1.

The corresponding formula in 9.1.1 gives for F € M* A M*:

Nu -F-n;,=0@" F-u,i* F-1).

Definition. ¢*- F-u and ¢*- F' -4 are called the u -timelike component and
the spacelike component of the antisymmetric cotensor F'.

9.3.2. Notice the similarity between splittings of covectors and splittings of
antisymmetric cotensors. The spacelike component of F' is independent of u,
the w-timelike component varies with w except when F' isin M* A (T* - 1) :=
{kn(e-T)| ke M* ec T*}; then the spacelike component is zero and the
u-timelike component is the same for all w.
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The following transformation rule shows well, how the splittings depend on
the velocity values.

Proposition. Let u,u’ € V(1). Then

Nu'u ° (Z,Z) ’T’u’u* = (Z+ Z’vu/u,Z) (Z € T* ®S*, Z S S>k /\S*).

Proof. Use the matrix forms:

1 vyu 0 —=z 1 0\ 0 —(z2+ Z - vy)
0 1 z Z Vuwuw 1) \24+2Z vy Z ’

9.4. Splitting of cotensor fields

9.4.1. A rotation-free rigid observer U splits various tensor fields in such a
way that the value of the tensor field at the world point x is split according to
U(z); for the sake of definiteness we shall consider cotensor fields. The half split
form of the cotensor field F': M — M* ® M* according to U is

M — (T* x 8*) ® (T* x 8%), T NuE - F@) nue™
The completely split form of F according to U is
T xSy — (T x 8") @ (T* x 8%), (t, @) = Nu(get) - F(g*t)  Muget)

where g%t = 5{]1(t, q).
In particular, if F' is antisymmetric, then it has the half split form

M (S*®T") x (S*ASY), ae (i*- F(z)- Ulz),i* - F(z)-i).

9.4.2. Now let us suppose that U is a global inertial observer with constant
velocity value w. Then the antisymmetric cotensor field F' has the half split
form

(Ew,By) :=m,-F-ni,:M— (S*®@T") x (S*AS*),

and the completely split form

Ny - F-mo&, T xSy — (S*®@T*) x (S* AS¥),
(t,q) = (Eulg*t), Bu(g*t)).
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If ' is another global inertial observer, then 9.3.2 gives

Ey = Ey + By - Uy/u, B, = B,.

9.4.3. Introducing FE := E,,, E' :=E,, B:= B, B := By/, v := Uyx,
we get the formula
E' =E+ B v, B' =B
which is the well-known nonrelativistic transformation law for the electric field
E and magnetic field B. (Here B is an antisymmetric spacelike tensor of

cotype L®4 an element of S* A S* = %7 which can be identified with
a vector of cotype L®3, an element of m = %* (V.3.17.); with the aid of

this identification magnetic field is regarded as a vector field and then instead of
B - v one has a vectorial product.)

This supports the idea that (absolute) electromagnetic fields exist whose time-
like and spacelike components according to an observer are the observed electric
and magnetic fields, respectively.

One usually says that if an observer perceives electric field E and magnetic
field B, then another observer moving with the velocity v perceives electric
field E+ B-v and magnetic field B. However, an observer perceives spacetime
as time and w-space, perceives the fields as functions depending on time and -
space; thus, in fact, an observer observes the completely split form of the fields,
and we can repeat the remark at the end of 8.5.3.

9.4.4. Consider the completely split form of a potential K according to the
inertial observer w:

(—VE AS) =1y - (Ko&y'): T xSy — T x S*.
Its derivative is
D(-Vi A7) =my, - (DK 0 &) - nu”
having the transpose
(D(=Vi, A%))" =m, - (DK 0&,1)" - na™
Consequently, for the exterior derivatives (see VI.3.6(7)) we have
DA(=Vi, AL) =1 (DAK) 0 ,") -nu™

Let F := DA K, use the notations of the previous paragraph and let 0, and
V denote the partial derivations with respect to T and S,,, respectively. Then
(see VI.3.7(i7)) the above equality yields

—0,A% —VVE=E.  VAAS=BC.
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9.4.5. Let us consider the force field defined by the potential K :

flz,2)=4-F(z) -2 (z € DomK, &€ V(1)).
(F:=DAK).

According to 9.3.1, the value of the force field at (x,%) is the &-timelike
component of the antisymmetric cotensor F(x).

A masspoint at the world point = having the instantaneous velocity value &
‘feels’ only the & -timelike component of the field; a masspoint always ‘feels’ the
time component of the field according to its instantaneous velocity value.

Consider now the inertial observer with velocity value u and use the notations
of the previous paragraphs. Then

flz,2)=3" - F(x) u+i" - F(x)(&d —u) =
= Eu(-r) + Bu(x) " Vi,

a well-known formula for the Lorentz force in electromagnetism.

9.4.6. If a potential K is timelike, i.e. has values in T* - 7, (in fact K is a
scalar field: there is a function V: M — T* such that K =V -7) then DA K
takes values in M* A (T* - 7); consequently the corresponding force field does
not depend on velocity values; the spacelike component of K is zero and the
half split form of K is the same for all observers.

The possibility of (absolute) scalar potentials is a peculiar feature of the non-
relativistic spacetime model in contradistinction to relativistic spacetime models.
(Newtonian gravitational fields, elastic fields are modelled by such timelike po-
tentials in nonrelativistic physics.)

9.4.7. Let us mention the case of a general (rotating) global rigid observer
U. Then it is convenient to choose a reference origin o for the observer and
consider the corresponding double vectorization of spacetime.

We easily infer from the splitting of vector fields and covector fields that the
half split forms of various tensor fields according to (U, o) are obtained from
the half split forms according to a rotation-free observer in such a way that
Ry(r(z),to) ™ - wy(w) and Ry(7(z),t,)~" - i* are substituted for my(,) and
i*, respectively (then i - Ry(7(x),t,) is substituted for ).

For instance, the half split form of an antisymmetric cotensor field F becomes

M — (S*®T") x (8" A S%),
z— (R(x)™' 4" F(z) - U(z), R(z)™'-i* F(z) i R(z)),

where R(z):= Ry(7(z),t,).



104 1. Nonrelativistic spacetime model
9.5. Exercises

1. Give the w-split form of tensors in S® S, S®M, M®S, S® M*,
M*®S, (T*-7)@M, M (T*-7), (T*-7)M*, M*® (T*-7) and derive
the transformation rules between their u’-splitting and w -splitting.

2. Derive the transformation rules for the splitting of arbitrary tensors.

3. A potential in the arithmetic spacetime model is a function (—V, A): R x
R3 »— (R x R®)* which is the completely split form of the potential according
to the basic observer.

The half split form of this potential according to the inertial observer with
velocity value (1,v) is (=V +v- A, A).

Choose (0,0) as a reference origin for the observer and give the completely
split form of the potential.

4. An antisymmetric cotensor field in the arithmetic spacetime model is a
function (E,B) : R xR? — (R*)* x ((R®)* A (R*)*), being the completely split
form of the field according to the basic observer:

0 —-B, —FEy —Ej
Ei 0 By -B
E, —-B; 0 B
Es; By —-By 0

(EvB) =

The half split form of this field according to the inertial observer with velocity
value (1,v) is (E+ B -v, B).

Choose (0,0) as a reference origin for the observer and give the completely
split form of the field.

5. Take the uniformly accelerated observer treated in 5.2.4.

The half split forms of the previous potential and field according to this
observer are

(—V + OétAl, A) and ((El, E2 — OétB3, E3 + Oéth), B) 5

where t is the time evaluation: R x R3 — R, (£0,¢) — £°.

Choose (0,0) as a reference origin for the observer and give the completely
split forms.

6. Take the uniformly rotating observer treated in 5.3.5.

Let (—V’,A’) and (E’,B’) denote the half split forms of the previous po-
tential and field, respectively, according to this observer. Then

V' =V +w(@?A; — 2zt Ay),
Al = Aj coswt — Ay sin wt,
Al = Ajsinwt + Ay coswt,
AL = Ay
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and

E| = (B, + wz' Bs) coswt — (Fy + wx? Bs) sin wt,
El = (Ey + wr' B3)sinwt + (Ey + wa?Bs) cos wt,
B} = B3 — w(x?By + 2' By),

B} = Bj coswt — By sinwit,

B} = By sinwt + Bs coswt,

B; = B,

where t is the time evaluation RxR? — R, (£9,¢&) +— ¢° and 2° is the evaluation
of the i-th space coordinate: R x R?® — R, (£9,&) > £,

10. Reference systems
10.1. The notion of a reference system

10.1.1. Observers, reference frames, reference systems, coordinatizations
are fundamental notions of usual textbooks in describing physical phenomena.
However, these notions are often applied in different (sometimes heuristic i.e.
not precisely defined) senses.

Our intention is to give an absolute description of phenomena, i.e. a descrip-
tion free of reference frames and coordinates. Reference frames and coordinates
have only a practical (not theoretical) importance: it is convenient and suit-
able to use observers or coordinates for solving concrete problems, for achieving
numerical characterization of quantities.

We defined reference frames in 3.3.2. In nonrelativistic spacetime model an
observer determines a reference frame uniquely. A reference frame can introduce
coordinates which model how timepoints are indicated by a ‘synchronometer’
and how spacepoints are labelled by triplets of numbers.

The reader is assumed to be familiar with coordinatizations of affine spaces
(see Section VL5.).

10.1.2. Recall that an observer U makes the splitting ¢y = (7,Cy): M —
T x SU.

Definition. A reference system is a triplet (U, T, Sy) where
(i) U is an observer,
(it) T:T»— R is a strictly monotone increasing mapping,
(i11) Sy: Sy — R3 is a mapping
such that (T'x Sy)oéy = (T o7, SyoCy): M — R x R? is an orientation
preserving (local) coordinatization of spacetime. m
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Note the difference between the symbols: T and Sy are sets whereas T' and
Sy are the corresponding mappings.

According to the definition, T o 7 is smooth which implies by VI.3.5 that T
is smooth as well. Because of (ii) the derivative of T —denoted by T’ —is
everywhere positive,

/ * R
0<T'(t)eT =7 (t € DomT),
i.e. T is an (orientation preserving) coordinatization of time.

If U is a global rigid observer then St is an affine space and Cy is a smooth
map (see 4.4.3); consequently, we can state that Sy is a coordinatization of Sy.
On the contrary, since Sy, in general, is not an affine space, and we introduced
the notion of coordinatization only for affine spaces, we cannot state that Sy is
a coordinatization of U -space; nevertheless it will be called the coordinatization
of U -space. (We mentioned that in any case Sy can be endowed with a
smooth structure; in the framework of smooth structures Sy does become a
coordinatization.)

10.1.3. Let us consider a coordinatization K: M — R x R3.

As usual, the coordinates in R x R? are numbered from zero to three. Ac-
cordingly, we find it convenient to write a coordinatization of spacetime in the
foom K = (k% k): M — R x R3. Using the notations pr®: R x R® — R
and pr:R x R® — R? for the canonical projections, we have % = prf o K,
k= pr oK.

The following important relation holds for an arbitrary coordinatization K :

Dr(z) - 9K~ (K(z)) =0 (x € DomK).

Indeed, according to the definition of partial derivatives (VI.3.8) and the rules
of differentiation (VI.3.4), we have

doK'(K(z)) = (DK™ (K(2)) - (1,0) = DK(z)~" - (1,0), (%)
Dk(z) = pr-DK(z),
from which we infer the desired equality.

We say that a coordinatization K is referencelike or corresponds to a reference
system if there is a reference system (U, T, Sy) such that K = (T x Sy) oy .
In that case

K0=Tor, k=SyoCy

and
(DHO) (z) =T (r(z))T
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from which we deduce

10.1.4. Proposition. A coordinatization K = (k% k): M — R x R3 is
referencelike if and only if
(i) K is orientation preserving,
(ii) 9oK~'(K(z)) is a future directed timelike vector,
(i) k°(z) < KO(y) is equivalent to 7(z) < 7(y) for all 2,y € DomK.
In this case K corresponds to the reference system given by

(1)

Uiw) = T?%ISK—(f({z(«Q» = K~ (K@)-T'(r(@)) (v € DomK),
(2) T(t) = x°(x) (tNDomK #0, = €t),
(3) Sulg) =k(x)  (¢€Su, z€q).

Proof. If K = (T x Sy) o &y, then (i) is trivial and (i) follows from
k% = T o7 and the strictly monotonous character of T. As concerns (i), note
that a world line function r satisfies 7(t) = U(r(t)) and takes values in the
domain of K if and only if K(r(t)) = (T'(t),€), ie. r(t) =K *(T(t),€) for a
& €R? and for all t € Domr. As a consequence, we have

U(r(1) = K (T(0),€) = B0k~ (T(0).€) - T(1) =

=K (K (r(t)) - T'(t)

implying
U(z) = 0K ' (K(z)) - T'(r(z)), (r € DomK),

which proves (ii) since T7(7(z)) > 0. It proves equality (1) as well; equalities
(2) and (3) are trivial.
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Suppose now that K = (k°, k) is a coordinatization that fulfills conditions

Then condition (i) implies that U defined by the first equality in (1) is an
observer.

According to (ii1), K is constant on simultaneous hyperplanes, thus T is
well defined by the formula (2). Moreover, T is strictly monotone increasing.

If 7 is a world line function such that #(¢t) = U(r(t)) then according to (x)
in the preceding paragraph

2 (w(1)) = DR(r() - U(r0)) = Dis(r(0)

WEEC®)
t ,

1 oK L(K(r(t))

which means that kor is a constant mapping, in other words, & is constant on
the U -lines; hence Sy is well defined by the formula (3).
Finally, it is evident that K = (T x Sy)o&y. W

It is suitable to use P := K~!, the parametrization corresponding to K.
Then—putting ¢(P) instead of ¢ o P for any function ¢ —we can rewrite
formula (1) in the proposition:

&P
( )_T~80P.

10.1.5. Condition (i) in the previous proposition can be replaced by
(ii)’ for all € DomK there is an e(z) € (T*)" such that

i.e. the derivative of k° in every point is a positive multiple of 7.

Indeed, if K corresponds to a reference system then e(z) = T"(7(z)).

Conversely, if (#i4)’ holds, then the restriction of k% onto every simultaneous
hyperplane t has zero derivative: D (Iio‘t) (x) = Dmo(x)|s =0 (z €t) thus
x° is constant on every simultaneous hyperplane which allows us to define T by
the formula (1) in the previous proposition.

Moreover, Lagrange’s mean value theorem implies that every x in the domain
of K has a neighbourhood such that for all y in that neighbourhood there is a
z on the straight line segment connecting = and y in such a way that

k2(y) — k°(x) =DK(2) - (y — x) = e(2)T - (y — ),

hence k°(y) — k%(x) > 0 is equivalent to 7T - (y — x) > 0 in the neighbourhood
in question. Since the domain of K is connected, this relation holds globally as
well.
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10.2. Galilean reference systems

10.2.1. Now we are interested in what kinds of affine coordinatizations of
spacetime can correspond to reference systems.

Let us take an affine coordinatization K of M. Then there are

— an o € M,

— an ordered basis (xg, 1, 2, x3) of M such that

K(z)=(k'-(z—0)| i=0,1,2,3) (x e M),

where (K°, k', k2, k3) is the dual of the basis in question.

Proposition. The affine coordinatization K corresponds to a reference
system if and only if
(i) (xo,x1,x2,x3) is a positively oriented basis,
(ii) xo is a future directed timelike vector,
(iii) w1, a2, 3 are spacelike vectors.
Then the corresponding observer is global and inertial having the constant
value

Lo
U= —,
s
and
K(z) = (T(Zo) (p™ - 7w - (z — o))a_mﬁ) (x € M),
3
K106 =0+ %sut Y a, ((€°,¢) € R x R?)
a=1
where
S =T X

and {p* = k% g =k -i| (o« =1,2,3)} is the dual of the basis {x1, x2, x3}
of S.

Proof. We show that the present conditions (7)—(#4) correspond to conditions
(4)—(4) listed in Proposition 10.1.4 and condition (74)’ in 10.1.5.

(i) The coordinatization is orientation preserving if and only if the corre-
sponding basis is positively oriented;

(ii) 0K (K (x)) = wo;
(iii)” Dk%(z) = kY for all # € M. Since k° -z, =0, k = er for some e € T*
if and only if z,-s (o = 1,2,3) are spacelike; then, because of k°-xg =1 >0,
e=-1->0 =

T-To

According to our result, an affine reference system will be given in the form
(u7 0,8,%1,I2, 333) .
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Note that an affine coordinatization K corresponds to a reference system if
and only if the restriction of K (the linear map under K) onto S is a linear
bijection between S and {0} x R3.

10.2.2. Definition. A coordinatization K is called Galilean if
— K is affine,

— K-i:S — {0} x R?* is h— H -orthogonal
where H is the usual inner product on R3 = {0} x R3.

Proposition. A coordinatization K is Galilean if and only if there are
(i) an 0o € M,
(i) an ordered basis (eg, e, es, e3) of M,
— (eo, €1, e, e3) is positively oriented,
— s:=T-ey >0,
— (e1, es, e3) is a (necessarily positively oriented) orthogonal basis in S,
normed to an m € L™, such that

K(x) = (T'(Z"), (e""”’;;g(””"))aﬂ,lg) (w € M),

where

is the constant value of the corresponding inertial observer.

Proof. It is quite evident that an affine coordinatization is Galilean if and
only if the spacelike elements of the corresponding basis in M are orthogonal
to each other and have the same length. We know that the dual of the basis
(e1, ez, e3) becomes (%, =, %) in the identification S* = ﬁ which
proves the equality regarding K. ®

According to our result, a Galilean reference system will be given in the form
(u,0,8,m,ej,es, e3) and we shall use the following names: w is its velocity
value, o is its origin, s is its time unit, m is its distance unit, (e;, ea, es)
is its space basis. Moreover, putting ey := su, we call (eg, e, e, e3) its
spacetime basis.

10.2.3. Let K be a Galilean coordinatization and use the previous notations.

Recalling 1.5.2, we see that the Galilean coordinatization establishes an
isomorphism between the spacetime model (M, T,L,7,h) and the arithmetic
spacetime model. More precisely, the coordinatization K and the mappings
B:T—R, t—%and Z:L—R, d— 2 constitute an isomorphism.

This isomorphism transforms vectors, covectors and tensors, cotensors, etc.
into vectors, covectors, etc. of the arithmetic spacetime model.
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In particular,

T €n Ty L
K:MoRxR,  zo ,(“ u ) ,
S m a=1,2,3

is the coordinatization of vectors; note that it maps S onto {0} x R?;
(K™H": M* x R x R?, ki (k-e;| i=0,1,2,3)),
is the coordinatization of covectors; note that it maps T* - 7 onto R x {0}.

We can generalize the coordinatization for vectors (covectors) of type or cotype

A, i.e. for elements in M ® A or % (M*@A, MT*), too, where A is a

measure line. For instance, elements of % or ]L%&]L are coordinatized by the

basis (£ | i =0,1,2,3) and by the basis (;25 | i =0,1,2,3), respectively:
M . o Ty -
2 LURxR}, wes( Y (e T w) ,
T s m2 a=1,2,3
M T-p €n Ty P
R Rg 2 ( (03 u ) .
7]14 2L — X 5 pP—m < s P m2 a=123

10.3. Subscripts and superscripts

10.3.1. In textbooks one generally uses, without a precise definition, Galilean
coordinatizations and the arithmetic spacetime model. Vectors, covectors and
tensors, cotensors, etc. are given by coordinates relative to a spacetime basis.
Let us survey the usual formalism from our point of view.

Let us take a Galilean coordinatization and let us use the previous notations.

If (k°, k', k2, k3) is the dual of the basis (eg, e;, ez, €3), then

=k (i=0,1,2,3)

are the coordinates of the vector x; we know that

0.1 T ge ST 21,2,3)

The covector k has the coordinates
ki ::k:~el- (220,1,2,3)

Let us accept the convention that the coordinates of vectors are denoted by
superscripts and the coordinates of covectors are denoted by subscripts, and we
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shall not indicate that the coordinates run from 0 to 3. Then the symbol = ~ z?
and k ~ k; will mean that the vector x (covector k) has the coordinates z*

(Ki).

3 .
We have k-x = > k;z*. According to the Einstein summation convention
i=0
we shall omit the symbol of summation as well: k- x = k;z’.
The various tensors are given by coordinates with respect to the tensor
products of the corresponding bases (e.g. (e; ® e; | 4,5 = 0,1,2,3) or
(e;@k’ | i,j=0,1,2,3)), as the following symbols show:

TeM®M, T ~ T,
LcMeM*, L~ L,
PGM*@)M, PNPZ‘j,

1*—161\/.[*(81\/.[*7 FNFij.

Applying the Einstein summation convention we can write, e.g. T -k ~ T% kj,
L-z~Lijal, L-T~L,T* TrL=L%, etc.

We know that @ -y makes no sense for «,y € M; in coordinates this means
that z’y’ makes no sense. Similarly, L -k makes no sense for L € M®M?* and
k € M*; in coordinates this means that L’ jk; makes no sense. More precisely,
z'y’, etc. do not make an absolute sense. Of course, the value of this expression
can be computed, but it depends on the coordinatization: taking the coordinates
2’" and 3" relative to another coordinatization and computing z’*y’* we get a
different value.

We can see that, in general, a summation makes an absolute sense only for
equal subscripts and superscripts.

10.3.2. Recall that we have the identification S* = ﬁ and under this
identification the dual of the orthogonal basis (e1, ez, e3) becomes (2% | a =
1,2,3). The coordinates of p € S* are p, :=p-e, (a=1,2,3). If we consider
p as an element of & then it has the coordinates p® := m? (% -p) = Da
(a=1,2,3).

Similarly, ¢ € S has the coordinates ¢* := 2% -q (a = 1,2,3). If we consider
q as an element of S* ® L ® I, then its coordinates are g, := #(q ceq) = ¢
(a=1,2,3).

Thus dealing exclusively with spacelike vectors, we need not distinguish be-
tween superscripts and subscripts. We know that g-g makes sense for a spacelike
vector q, and q - g ~ ¢“q¢* = ¢“q0 = ¢aYa-

We emphasize that this is true only if we use an orthogonal and normed basis
in S (see V.3.20).
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10.4. Reference systems associated with global rigid observers*

10.4.1. We know that the space Sy of a global rigid observer U is a three-
dimensional affine space. Moreover, given t, € T and ¢, € Sy, or, equivalently,
given o € M —called the origin—such that o = ¢, *to, to = 7(0), ¢o = Cu(0),
we establish the (double) vectorization

TxSy—TxS, (t,q) — (t —to, ¢*to — Go * to)
= (t—71(0),g*xT1(0) —0),

which is an orientation preserving affine bijection.

Then choosing an s € T (a positively oriented basis in T) —called the
time unit—and a positively oriented basis (@1, @2, x3) in S —called the space
basis—, we can establish coordinatizations of time and U -space:

_t—1(0)

T(t) = —= (teT),

Su(g) == (p* - (g*7(0) —0) | @=1,2,3), (¢ € Su),

where (p', p?, p?) is the dual of the basis in question.

Evidently, T" and Sy are orientation preserving affine bijections; we know
that £y is an orientation preserving smooth bijection whose inverse is smooth
as well (see 4.3.2 and 4.4.3), thus (U,T,Sy) is a reference system. For the
corresponding coordinatizatioin K := (T x Syy) o iy we have

K(a) - (”m‘) (5 - (Cua) « (o) — o>>a=1,2,3) (e € M),

S

a=1

3
K16 = Cy <0 + Z §a:ca> * (1(0) + &%) ((€°,¢) eRx R?).

T and Sy are affine coordinatizations of time and U -space. Evidently,
K = (T x Sy) o &y is an affine coordinatization of spacetime if and only if £ir
is an affine map which holds if and only if U is a global inertial observer (see
5.1).

10.4.2. Let us take a uniformly accelerated observer U having the constant
acceleration value a (see 5.2).
Then, according to 5.2.3, for the coordinatization treated in 10.4.1 we have

K(z) = (T'(x_o), p* - (TI'U(O) (z—0) - %G(T (- O))Q) =12 3>

(z € M)
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and

3
K0 €) =0+ €%U(0) + Y %q + %(50)25% ((£9,8) € R x R3).
a=1

10.4.3. Let us take a uniformly rotating observer U, and let o, ¢ and Q
be the quantities introduced in 5.3.
Then, according to 5.3.4, for the coordinatization treated in 10.4.1 we have

K(z) = <T'(“;_O)7 <po< e (T@mo® O)>a—1,2,3) (x € M),

3
K€%, &) = Cu(o)  (1(0) + &°s) + PR Z £z, ((€°,6) e R x R?).
a=1

10.4.4. To summarize the results from this subsection, we can say:

Galilean reference system = global inertial observer + measuring time with
respect to an initial instant and a time unit + introducing orthogonal (Cartesian)
coordinates in the observer space.

Affine reference system = global inertial observer + measuring time with
respect to an initial instant and a time unit + introducing (oblique-angled)
rectilinear coordinates in the observer space.

Other reference systems treated previously = global rigid observer 4+ mea-
suring time with respect to an initial instant and a time unit + introducing
rectilinear coordinates in the observer space.

For the solution of some practical problems we often use reference systems in
which curvilinear coordinates (e.g. spherical coordinates or cylindrical coordi-
nates) are introduced in the observer space.

10.5. Equivalent reference systems

10.5.1. In textbooks one usually formulates the principle—without a precise
definition—that the Galilean reference systems are equivalent with respect to
the description of phenomena. It is very important that then one takes tacitly
into consideration Galilean reference systems with the same time unit and the
same distance unit.

Reference systems as we defined them are mathematical objects. The physical
object modelled by them will be called here a physical reference systems. When
could we consider two physical reference systems to be equivalent? The answer
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is: if the experiments prepared in the same way in the reference systems give the
same results. Let us see some illustrative examples.

Take two physical Galilean reference systems in which the time units and dis-
tance units are different and perform the following experiment in both systems:
let an iron ball of unit diameter moving with unit relative velocity hit a sheet
of glass of unit width perpendicularly. It may happen that the ball bounces in
one of the reference systems, the glass breaks in the other. The two reference
systems are not equivalent.

Take an affine reference system in which the first space basis element is
perpendicular to the other two basis elements; take another affine reference
system in which the first space basis element is not perpendicular to the other
two basis elements. Perform the following experiment in both systems: let a ball
moving parallel to the first space axis hit a plane parallel to the other two axes.
The ball returns to its initial position in one of the reference systems and does
not in the other. The two reference systems are not equivalent.

10.5.2. Recall the notion of automorphisms of the spacetime model (1.5.4).
An automorphism is a transformation that leaves invariant (preserves) the struc-
ture of the spacetime model. Strict automorphisms do not change time periods
and distances.

It is quite natural that two objects transformed into each other by a strict
automorphism of the spacetime model are considered equivalent (i.e. identical
from a physical point of view).

In the next paragraph we shall study the Noether transformations that involve
the strict automorphisms of the spacetime model. Now we recall the basic facts.

Let SO(h) denote the set of linear maps R: S — S that preserve the
Euclidean structure and the orientation of S: ho (R x R) = h and detR =1
(see 11.1.2).

Let us introduce the notation

NT7:={L:M— M| L isaffine, 7-L=7, L|g€SO(h)}

and let us call the elements of Nt proper Noether transformations. It is quite
evident that (L, 1p, 1) is a strict automorphism of the spacetime model if and
only if L is a proper Noether transformation (11.6.4).

An affine map tiL: T — T can be assigned to every proper Noether trans-
formation L in such a way that 7o L = (tiL) o7 (see 11.6.3).

10.5.3. Definition. The coordinatizations K and K’ are called equivalent
if there is a proper Noether transformation L such that
K' oL =K.

Two reference systems are equivalent if the corresponding coordinatizations
are equivalent.
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Proposition. The reference systems (U, T, Sy) and (U, T’, Sy) are equiv-
alent if and only if
(i) L='-U' oL =U, in other words, L-U = U’ o L,
(i) T'o (tiL) =T, in other words, T’ " o T = tiL.
(iii) (Sgr o Su)oCy = CyrolL.

Proof. Let K and K’ denote the corresponding coordinatizations. It is
quite trivial that if the relations above hold, then K and K’ are equivalent.
Let us suppose now that the two reference systems are equivalent. Then
(i) K=K oL, K~' =L Yo K’ hold for the coresponding coordinatiza-
tions. Then 7 L = 7 together with 10.1.4 imply
DK (K(x)) L' 90K (K'(L(2)))

Ulz) = . 80K*1(K(x)) - - L1 'aOKlil(K/(L(aj))) =Lt U’(L(IE)).

(i) The equalities
Tor=ploK=poK oL=ToroL=T o(tiL)or
yield the desired relation immediately.
(#i) Consider the equalities

SyoCy=proK=proK oL=_Sy oCy olL.

10.5.4. Now we shall see that our definition of equivalence of reference
systems is in accordance with the intuitive notion expounded in 10.5.1.

Proposition. Two Galilean reference systems are equivalent if and only if
they have the same time unit and distance unit, respectively.

Proof. Let the Galilean coordinatizations K and K’ be defined by the
origins o and o’ and the spacetime bases (eq, e1, es, es) and (e, €], €5, e%),
respectively.

Then L:=K' "o K:M — M is the affine bijection determined by

L(o) =, L-e =e¢ (1=0,1,2,3).
Evidently, L is orientation preserving. Moreover, 7 - L = 7 if and only if

T-e9=T-€), and L|g € SO(h) if and only if |e,| = |e,,| (o =1,2,3).

10.6. Exercises

1. Reference systems give rise to coordinatizations, hence we can apply all
the notions introduced in VI.5, e.g. the coordinatized form of vector fields.
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Let K be a coordinatization corresponding to a reference system whose
observer is U. Demonstrate that the coordinatized form of U according to
K is the constant mapping (1,0). (U is a vector field of cotype T, hence by
definition, (DK - U)o K~! is its coordinatized form according to K.)

2. Take a uniformly accelerated observer U having the acceleration value
a # 0. Define a Galilean reference system with arbitrary time unit s and
distance unit m , an origin o and with a spacetime basis such that eq := sU(0),
e, = mﬁ, e, and es are arbitrary. Demonstrate that then U has the
coordinatized form

(507 §1’ 527 53) = (17 agoa Oa 0)7

where « is the number for which |a| = a%3 holds.

3 .
The U -line passing through o+ Y £%e; becomes
i=0

{ (bfl + ot — €% + %a(t - 50)2,52,§3> ’ te R}.

3. Take a uniformly rotating observer U having the angular velocity € and
suppose there is an inertial U -space point ¢, = 0 + ¢ ® T. Define a Galilean
reference system with origin o, with arbitrary time unit s and distance unit m
and eg := sU/(0), ez positively oriented in KerQ, |es] =m, e; and e being
arbitrary. Demonstrate that then U has the coordinatized form

(507 517 527 53) = (17 _w£27 wflv 0)7

where w is the number for which |2 = w2 holds.

3 .
The U -line passing through o+ Y ¢’e; becomes
i=0

{(t, ¢ cosw(t — £%) — 2 sinw(t — £°),
¢l sinw(t — €%) + €2 cosw(t — £9), 53) | te R}.

4. Prove that two affine reference systems are equivalent if and only if they
have the same time unit and the corresponding elements of the space bases have
the same length and the same angles between themselves; in other words, the
affine reference systems defined by the origins 0o and o’ and the spacetime bases
(xo, 1, T2, x3) and (x, ), xh, x5), respectively, are equivalent if and only
if

T To=T T
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and
Ty T =T, Ty (a, 3=1,2,3).

5. Prove that two reference systems defined for uniformly accelerated ob-
servers in the form given in 10.4.2 are equivalent if and only if the two accelera-
tion values have the same magnitude, the time units are equal, the corresponding
elements of the space bases have the same length and the same angles between
themselves, and the acceleration values incline in the same way to the basis el-
ements; in other words, if @ and a’ are the acceleration values, s and s’ are
the time units, (x1, x2, x3) and (@}, x), x5) are the space bases, then the
two reference systems are equivalent if and only if

|a| = |al‘v s = 5/7
, T, a x, -a
. = . = =1,2,3).
Lo T3 Ly mﬁ? IwaHa‘ |33£1Ha/| (aaﬂ y 4y )

6. Prove that two reference systems defined for uniformly rotating observers
in the form given in 10.4.3 are equivalent if and only if the angular velocities
have the same magnitude, the time units are equal, the corresponding elements
of the space bases have the same length and the same angles between themselves
and the oriented kernels of the angular velocities incline in the same way to the
basis elements.

7. Take a global inertial observer and construct a reference system by spherical
(cylindrical) coordinatization of the observer space. Find necessary and sufficient
conditions that two such reference systems be equivalent.

8. In all the treated reference systems time is coordinatized by an affine map.
Construct a reference system based on a global inertial observer in which the
time coordinatization is not affine.

11. Spacetime groups*

11.1. The three-dimensional orthogonal groups

11.1.1. (S,L,h) is a three-dimensional oriented Euclidean vector space.
Recall the notations (see V.2.7)

Ah):={AcS®S"| A*=-A}=
O(h):={ReS®S"| R*=R'}.

A

)

Elw
Elw

A(h) is a three-dimensional subspace in S ® S* and O(h) is a three-
dimensional Lie group having A(h) as its Lie algebra (VIL5).



11. Spacetime groups * 119

11.1.2. We know that |det R| =1 for R € O(h) (see V.2.8). We introduce
the notations

SO(R) :=O(h)* := {Re€ O(h)| detR =1},
O(h)” :={Rec O(h)| detR=—1}.

The elements of SO(h) are called rotations.

Since the determinant is a continuous function, O(h)™ and O(h)~ are dis-
joint.

Evidently, 1s € O(h)* and —1g € O(h)~; moreover, (—1g) - O(h)*t =
O(h)~.

The determinant is a continuous function, hence both O(h)* and O(h)~
are closed. Moreover, we know that F +— Tr(F* - F) is an inner product
(real-valued positive definite bilinear form) on S ® S* (see V.2.10). Since
Tr(R* - R) = Tr(1g) =3 for all R < O(h), O(h) is a bounded set.

Thus we can state, that O(h), O(h)" and O(h)~ are compact (closed and
bounded) sets.

11.1.3. Let R € SO(h). For all £ € S we have |R- x| = |z|. As a
consequence, R -x = ax implies a = +1.

Proposition. For every R € SO(h) there is a nonzero & € S such that
R - x = x; moreover,
ap:={x eS| R-z ==z}

is a one-dimensional linear subspace if and only if R # 1g.

Proof. It is trivial that agp = S for R = 1g.
IV.3.18 and V.1.5 result in

det (R —1g) = det(R— R* - R) = det(1g — R¥*)det R = —det (R — 1g).

Consequently, det(R —1s) =0, R — 1g is not injective, there is a nonzero
x such that (R —1g)-x =0.

Let us suppose agr is not one-dimensional, i.e. x; and x5 are not parallel
vectors such that R-x; = 1 and R-xs = ®x3. Then for every element « in
the plane spanned by x; and x3 we have R-x = x. This means that the plane
spanned by @7 and x, is invariant under R and the restriction of R onto that
plane is the identity. Let y be a nonzero vector orthogonal to the plane spanned
by ®; and x2. Since R preserves orthogonality, R -y must be orthogonal to
that plane, i.e. it is parallel to y: R-y = +y. R is orientation preserving, thus
R -y =1y must hold. This means that R=1g. ®

For R # 1g, ag is called the axis of rotation of R.
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11.1.4. For R € SO(h) the symbol ag will stand for the orthogonal
complement of ag:

ag:={x €S| x isorthogonal to agr}.

Evidently, af; = {0} for R =1g and ag is a plane for R # 1g. Moreover, ag
is invariant under R.

The restriction of R # 1g onto aﬁ is a rotation in a plane which ‘evidently’
can be characterized by an angle of rotation. This is the content of the following
proposition.

Proposition. If & and y are nonzero vectors in aLR then

xRz y R-y

2 yl?
Proof. We can exclude the trivial cases R-x =« and R-x = —x for all
x € ag (note that the first case is R = 1g).
It will be convenient to put n := ﬁ, k .= “’j—‘ and to consider R to be a

linear map on % Let us introduce the notation
S :
Sp:=9qne€ L | n is orthogonal to agr, |n|=1;.

The proof consists of several simple steps whose details are left to the reader.
(i) Let m and k be elements of Sg orthogonal to each other. Then, excluding
the trivial case,
n-R-k#0.

Indeed,
l=detR=(n-R-n)(k-R-k)—(n-R-k)(k-R-n)

and because of the Cauchy inequality (apart from the trivial case), (n-R-n)(k-
R k) <1

(i) R-m # R~ -n. Indeed, suppose R-n = R™!-n. Then we get from the
previous formula that

l=(n-R'n)(k-R-k)—(n-R-k)(k-R ' n)=
=n-R-n)(k-R-k)—(n-R-k)(n-R-Ek),

which implies (n-R-n)(k-R-k) > 1 contradicting the Cauchy inequality.
(iii) 0 # R-n — R~ - n is orthogonal to m, hence it is parallel to k.
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(iv) R-n+ R™!-n is orthogonal to R-m — R~ - n, hence it is orthogonal
to k as well. Consequently,

(v) R-mn=(n-R-n)n+ (k- R-n)k, and from a similar relation for R -k
we have

0=(R-n)-(R-k)=(n-R-n)(n-R-k)+(k-R-n)(k-R-k);

then we infer from (i) and (4ii) that n- R-n=k - R - k.
(vi) If m € Sg then m=an+ 8k, a2 +32=1and m-R-m=n-R-n.
|

Now let us return to 0 # x € S, orthogonal to ar. The Cauchy inequality
gives |z - R- x| < |z|?; thus

R-
QR := arccos i Te [0, 7]

|z[?
is meaningful, which is called the angle of rotation of R.
Observe that

— apr =0 ifand only if R-« = x for all  orthogonal to ag, i.e. R = 1g,
— ap = ifand only if R-x = —x for all  orthogonal to ag.

11.1.5. Proposition. Let R # 1g and agr # w. Take an arbitrary nonzero

x € ag. Let y € ag be orthogonal to @, |y| = |z|, and suppose (z,y) and

(z,R-x) are equally oriented bases in ag. Then

R-x = (cosagr)r + (sinar)y.

2

Proof. Since R-x = %:I: + %y, we easily find that cos?apr +

2
(y'R'm) = 1. As a consequence of the equal orientation of (x,y) and (x, R-x),

ly[?
yRax
we have %2
||yl

ap is between 0 and ).

> 0 which implies that this expression equals sinagr (because

11.1.6. Let R # 1g and ar # 7. Then & and R-x are linearly independent
if  is a nonzero vector orthogonal to ar. It is not hard to see that if y is another
nonzero vector orthogonal to ag, then the pairs (z, R-x) and (y,R-y) are
equally oriented bases in ak. As a consequence, (R-z) Az and (R-y)Ay are
positive multiples of each other.
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Since |(R-z)Az)* = |z|' — (- R-x)® = |x|*sin® ar, we have that for
R# ls, O[R#’]T

(R-xz) N

logR:= ————
|x|? sin g

r € A(h) (0#x € ag)

is independent of x. Moreover, put
log(1g) := 0 € A(h).

It is easy to see that

(i) Ker(logR) = ag,
(i) |log R| = ag,
(iid) if R # 1g then for an arbitrary nonzero = € ag, (z, R-x) and
(z, (log R) - ) form equally oriented bases in ag.

In this way, assuming the notations
N:={ReSO(h)| ar # 7}, P:={AcA(h)| |Al <7}

we defined a mapping log: N — P; we shall show that log is a bijection whose
inverse is the restriction of the exponential mapping (see VII.3.7).

11.1.7. Proposition. For 0 # A € A(h) putting a :=|A|, A, := ﬁ, we
have

e = A 2cosa+ Aysina + (15 + AOQ) .

Proof. Recall that A3 = —a?A (see V.3.10); thus

> An A2 A3 AT A5 AS AT
A _ i - il - i i i _
e _nz:%n! st Attt T T T T
A2\ A2 A2 02A%  otA?
:<1S+az)‘az+m‘41 o
A A o*A  ofA
AT T T

which yields the desired result by A = aA,. W

Note that for A # 0, 1g + A2 is the orthogonal projection onto the plane
orthogonal to the kernel of A.
As a consequence, if A £ 0 then
(i) eA -z =x for x € Ker A (the axis of rotation of e is the kernel of A);
(ii) e x = (cosa)x + (sina)A, - x for & orthogonal to Ker A (the angle of
rotation of e is o :=|Al);
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11.1.8. Proposition. For R € N
elogR =R

and for A€ P
log(e?) = A.

Proof. Evidently, for R = 1g and for A = 0 the equalities hold.
If R+# 1s and x is in ag then, obviously, e¢ R .z =x =R . z. If = is
orthogonal to the axis of rotation of R, then

log R
cx = (cosozR)a:JrsinozR& x=R-zx,
aRr

elog R

in view of 11.1.6 and 11.1.7.

According to the previous proposition, for A # 0, the axis of rotation of
e is the kernel of A; the angle of rotation of e4 is |A|. Thus if € Ker A
then log(e) - = 0 = A - x. If x is orthogonal to the kernel of A, then

A
log(e?) = % and an easy calculation based on the formula in 11.1.6

yields that log(e?) -z = A - x.

11.1.9. It is trivial that the closure of N is SO(h). It is not hard to see
that exponential mapping A(h) — SO(h) maps the closure of P onto SO(h).
However, the exponential mapping on the closure of P is not injective: if |A| =7
then e4 =e™ 4,

Since the closure of P is connected and the exponential mapping is continuous,
SO(h) is connected as well.

(However, SO(h) is not simply connected: it is homeomorphic to a set which
is obtained from the closure of P by ‘sticking’ together antipodal points of the
boundary of P.)

The one-parameter subgroup of SO(h) corresponding to A € A(h) is R —
SO(h), t s et If A # 0, then all the elements of the one-parameter subgroup
are rotations around the same axis Ker A.

Since the exponential mapping is surjective, every element of SO(h) is in a
one-parameter subgroup.

11.1.10. In physical applications we meet # instead of A(h). If @ € #,
then we can give a function R: T — SO(h), t +— elt=%)2 where t, is a fixed
element of T. Then every value of such a function is a rotation around the same
axis; the angle of rotation of R(t) is (¢ —1,)|€2|. Thus |€2| is interpreted as the
magnitude of the angular velocity and € itself as the angular velocity of the
rotation.
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We know that R is differentiable, R = Q- R, from which we infer that
Q=R-R '

In general, consider a differentiable function R: T »— SO(h) C S ® S*. Its
derivative at ¢, R(t), is a linear map from T into S®S* that takes values in the
tangent space of SO(h) at R(t) whichis R(t)-A(h) ={R(t)-A| Ac A(h)}
(see VIL.3.3). In other words, R(t) € w, ie. R(t)-R(t) e %. Then

2
V.2.11(%) implies that R(¢) - (R(t)f1 R(t)) "R(t)"" isin % as well;

. 1 _A(h
Q) :=R(t)-R(t) ' e gr)
is called the angular velocity value at t, and the function Q: T — %h) is the

angular velocity.
Evidently, R is the solution of the differential equation

(X:T—SO)? X=Q-X.

11.2. Exercises

1. Let us coordinatize SO(h) by the Euler angles as follows.
Let (nq1, na, n3) be a positively oriented orthonormal basis in % If R-n3

is not parallel to ns, put n = X Ena)

= Tnsx(Rns)] and

YR = arccos(nz - R - n3),
g = sign(n - ng) arccos(n - ny),

¢Rr =sign(n - R-ny)arccos(n - R-ny)

where signz := ﬁ if 0 # 2 € R and sign0 := 1.
Prove that if R; denotes the one-parameter subgroup of rotations around n;
(1=1,2,3) then
R = R3(¢r) - R1(VRr) - R3(YR).

2. Let R: T ~— SO(h) be a differentiable function and put R=!: T »—
SO(h), t — R(t)~!. Using R-R~! = 1g prove that R~ is also differentiable
and

(R°')Y=-R' R R

3. Prove that for 0<r €L, {z €S | |¢| = r} is an orbit of SO(h) and all
its orbits are of this kind.
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11.3. The Galilean group

11.3.1. We shall deal with linear maps from M into M, permanently
using the identification Lin(M) = M ® M*. The restriction of a linear map
L:M—M (L eMM*) onto S equals L-¢ where ¢: S - M (¢ € M®S*) is
the canonical embedding. The symbol L-4 € i-O(h) means that the restriction
of L onto S is in O(h), i.e. there is an R € O(h) C S ® S* such that
L-i=1- R

First we define the Galilean group and then studying it we find its physical
meaning.

Definition.
G={LeMeM*| r-L=+47, L-i€i-0O(h)}

is called the Galilean group; its elements are the Galilean transformations.
If L is a Galilean transformation then

+1 ifr-L=1
arL :=
-1 ifr-L=-1

is the arrow of L and

+1 ifL-ici-Oh)"

ienL :=
sien {_1 L ici Oh)

is the sign of L.
Let us put

Gt7:={Leg| signL=arL =1},
G :={Leg| signL=—arL =1},
G 7:={Leg]| signL=—arL = -1},
G :={Leg]| signL=aL=-1}.

G177 is called the proper Galilean group. MW

(i) The condition 7-L = +7 implies that S is invariant under the linear map
L:M— M.
(4) The condition L -¢ € 4- O(h) means that there is a (necessarily unique)
Ry, in O(h) such that
L-i=i Rp.

(#i) The Galilean transformations are linear bijections: if L -z = 0 then
T7-x =0, i.e. « isin S; the restriction of L onto S is injective, thus = = 0.
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(iv) Tt is quite trivial that G is indeed a group: the product of its elements as
well as the inverse of its elements are Galilean transformations.

11.3.2. Proposition. The Galilean group is a six-dimensional Lie group
having the Lie algebra

La(G)={HeMaM* | 7-H =0, H-icA(h)}.

Proof. According to the previous remark, G is a subgroup of GL(M) which
is sixteen-dimensional.

We have to show that the Galilean group is a six-dimensional smooth sub-
manifold of GL(M).

Observe that if L € G, then

ﬂ'u'L"l::RL

for all uw € V(1), where Ry is given in the previous remark.
S(h):={Se€S®S*| §* =S} is a six-dimensional linear subspace and

bu: GLM) = (T@M*) x S(h), L~ (1L, (my-L-0)*(my-L-%))

is evidently a smooth map; G is the preimage of {(+£7,1s)} by ¢ .
The derivative of ¢, at L is the linear map

D¢y (L): M@ M* — (T ® M*) x S(h),
Hw (1-H, (wy -H-9)* (my-L-3)+ (my- L)% (7, H-1))

which is surjective: (k,T) € (T ® M*) x S(h) is the image by D¢, (L) of
wu®k+ (1/2)(my-L-5)* -T.

Thus, being a six-dimensional submanifold in GL(M), the Galilean group is
a Lie group; its Lie algebra is Ker D¢y, (1nm).

If Do (Im)(H) =0, then 7-H =0, and 7, - H -4 is in A(h). Since the
first condition means that H € S® M*, we have m, - H -1 = H -i. Hence the
kernel of D¢, (1n) is the linear subspace given in our proposition.

11.8.3. The mappings G — {-1,1}, L — arL and G — {-1,1}, L —
signL are continuous group homomorphisms. As a consequence, the Galilean
group is disconnected. We shall see in 11.4.3 that the proper Galilean group
G*~ is connected. It is quite trivial that if L € Gt* then L-GT~ = G** and
similar assertions hold for G= and G~ as well. Consequently, the Galilean
group has four connected components, the four subsets given in Definition 11.2.1.

From these four components only G™— —the proper Galilean group—is a
subgroup; nevertheless, the union of an arbitrary component and of the proper
Galilean group is a subgroup as well.
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G7 =Gt UG is called the orthochronous Galilean group.
If L € G, then L preserves or reverses the ‘orientation’ of timelike vectors
according to whether arL =1 or arL = —1:

if aaL=1  then L(T7)=T", L(T")=T%,
if arL =—1 then L(T7)=T, L(TT)=T".

Moreover, L preserves or reverses the orientation of S according to whether
signL =1 or signL = —1.

The orientation of S given in 1.2.4 shows that the elements of Gt and G~
preserve the orientation of M, whereas the elements of G and G~ reverse
the orientation.

11.3.4. M is of even dimension, thus —1y; is orientation preserving. Evi-
dently, —1p; isin G~%7; it is called the inversion of spacetime vectors. We have
that G=% = (—1m) - G

We have seen previously that the elements of GT% invert in some sense the
timelike vectors and do not invert the spacelike vectors; the elements of G~
invert in some sense the spacelike vectors and do not invert the timelike vectors.
However, we cannot select an element of G and an element of G~ that we
could consider the time inversion and the space inversion.

For each u € V(1) we can give a wu-timelike inversion and a w-spacelike
inversion as follows.

The u-timelike inversion T}, € GT¥ inverts vectors parallel to u and leaves
spacelike vectors invariant:

Ty, u:=—u and T.-q:=q for gqeS.
In general,
T, z=-u(t )+ 7y x=—2u(t z)+x (x e M)

i.e.
T,=1m —2u®T.

The w-spacelike inversion P, € G~ inverts spacelike vectors and leaves
vectors parallel to w invariant:

P, u:=u and P, -q:=—q for qeSs.

In general,
P, z=u(t x)—my z=2u(r-z)—x (x e M),
ie.
P,=2u®T1T—1M.
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We easily deduce the following equalities:
T'u_1 :Tu7 P’LL_1 :Pua _T'u,:Pua

T, P,=P, - T,=—-1nm.

11.3.5. The three-dimensional orthogonal group is not a subgroup of the
Galilean group: O(h) cannot be a subgroup of G because the elements of G
are linear maps defined on M whereas the elements of O(h) are linear maps
defined on S (S ® S* is not a subset of M ® M*).

It is quite obvious that

G~ — O(h), L— Ry

(where L-i=14-Ryp) is a surjective Lie group homomorphism.
For every uw € V(1),

Oh)y:={LeG”| L-u=u},

called the group of w-spacelike orthogonal transformations, is a subgroup of G7;
the restriction of the above Lie group homomorphism to O(h),, is a bijection
between O(h),, and O(h).

Indeed, if L-u =wu and Ry = 1g, then L is the identity on the complemen-
tary subspaces u @ T and S, thus L = 1pp: the group homomorphism from
O(h), into O(h) is injective.

If Re O(h) then

R, =u®7T+ R -m,

is a Galilean transformation in O(h),, and 7, R, -1 = R (recall that m,-L-3 =
Ry, for all Galilean transformations L): the group homomorphism from O(h),,
onto O(h) is surjective.

11.3.6. The kernel of the surjection G — O(h), i.e.
Vi={LeG” | Rp=1s}={Le€G7 | L-i=14}

is called the special Galilean group. Observe that V is a subgroup of GT7.
The special Galilean group is a three-dimensional Lie group having the Lie
algebra
La(V)={HeMM"| 7-H =0, H .i=0}.

Proposition. If L € V, then there is a unique vg, € % such that

L-z=v(r o)+ (x € M),
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ie.
L=1yt+vr®T.

S
T>
regarding the additive structure of % (i.e. vp.x =vp +vk forall LK €V).

The correspondence V — L — wvr is a bijective group homomorphism

Proof. Let L be an element of V. Let us take an arbitrary w € V(1) and
put vy := L-u — u. We claim that vy does not depend on w. Indeed, if
u’ € V(1) then

(L-u—u)—(L-vw—-u)=L-(u—u)—(u—1u)=0,
because L - (u —u') = u—u'. Moreover, 7+ (L-u—wu) =0, thus vy, isin 2.
This means that L-u =wu+ vy for all u € V(1).
Then we find that for £ € M

L-z=L (u(t - x)+7y x)=(u+v)T T+ 7y x=v5(T )+
This formula assures, too, that L — vg is a group homomorphism.

If v, = 0 then L-w = wu for all w € V(1) implying L = 1p; thus

the correspondence from V into % is injective. Evidently, if v is in % then

I +v®T is a special Galilean transformation: the correspondence is surjective.
|

In view of our result, the special Galilean group is a three-dimensional com-
mutative group.

11.3.7. (i) If u,u’ € V(1), then the special Galilean transformation
L, u) =1+ (v —u)@ T,
i.e. the one corresponding to vy, = u' —u is the unique one with the property
Lv u) - u=1'

Let us recall the splitting of M according to u and u'; then we easily find
that

L(’u,/,’u,) = Eu’71 “Lu-

(i) The product of the u’-timelike inversion and the w-timelike inversion is
a special Galilean transformation:

Ty - Ty = (1M—2u’®7)-(1M—2u®T) =1png + 20Uy @ T.
We know that T),,~' = T, = —P,: then we can assert that

T, T, =P, P, ' =L, u)’=
= L(u + 2Uyn, u) = L(t — 20y, u).
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11.3.8. Originally Galilean transformations are defined to be linear maps
from M into M. In the usual way, we can consider them to be linear maps
from % into % as we already did in the preceding paragraphs as well.

V(1) is invariant under orthochronous Galilean transformations. Moreover,
the restriction of an orthochronous Galilean transformation L onto V(1) is an
affine bijection whose underlying linear map—which is the restriction of L onto
% ——preserves the Fuclidean structure.

Conversely, if F is a Euclidean transformation of V(1) —an affine bijection
whose underlying linear map preserves the Euclidean structure—then M — M,
x — F - (x/T x)T x is an orthochronous Galilean transformation whose
restriction onto V(1) coincides with F'.

Thus we can state that the orthochronous Galilean group is canonically iso-

morphic to the group of Euclidean transformations of V(1).
11.4. The split Galilean group
11.4.1. The Galilean transformations, being elements of M ® M*, are split

by velocity values according to 8.1.1. Since 7-L = (arL)T and =, -L-i = Rp,
for a Galilean transformation L and for u € V (1), we have

_ arL 0
€u-L-& ' = (L-u—(arL)u RL>'

Writing L -u — (arL)u = (arL) ((arL)L - u — u), we see that the following
definition describes the split form of Galilean transformations.

Definition. The split Galilean group is

{(f} i(;{)‘vejsr, ReS(’)(h)}.

Its elements are called split Galilean transformations. W

The split Galilean transformations can be regarded as linear maps T x S —
T x S; the one in the definition makes the correspondence

(t,q) — (£t, vt £+ R - q).
The split Galilean group is a six-dimensional Lie group having the Lie algebra

(e 3)

S
vE T, Ae A(h)}.
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11.4.2. The splitting &, according to w establishes a Lie-group isomorphism
between the Galilean group and the split Galilean group. The isomorphisms

corresponding to different u’ and w are different.

The % component in the split form of Galilean transformations, in general,

varies according to the velocity value establishing the splitting.

The following transformation rule shows well how the splitting depends on
the velocity values.

Let v/,u € V(1). Recall the notation

Euwn 1= &u '£u71 = ( ! 0 ) .

—Vu'u ]-S

Then
€, - +1 0 el _ +1 0 -
u'u v =+R WU T\ (U= V) TR Vyrgy, R

11.4.3. The splittings send the proper Galilean group into

{(11} g)’ve;, ReSO(h)}

which is evidently a connected set. Since the splittings are Lie group isomor-
phisms, Gt is connected as well.

11.4.4. If L is a special Galilean transformation and vy, is the corresponding
element of %, then L has the split form

1 0

(9 1S
for all w € V(1): the splitting is independent of the velocity value. In other
words, every u € V(1) makes the same bijection between the special Galilean

group V and the group
1o v E §
v ls T '

Observe that for all w/,u € V(1), the vector transformation law is the split
form of a special Galilean transformation:

£u’u = Eu’ ' fu_l = ﬁu : L(u,u’) : £'u,_1~
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11.4.5. The Lie algebra of the Galilean group, too, consists of elements of
M ® M*, thus they are split by velocity values in the same way as the Galilean
transformations; evidently, their split forms will be different.

If H is in the Lie algebra of the Galilean group and w € V(1), then

_ 0 0
e = (5 mi)

The splitting according to w establishes a Lie algebra isomorphism between
the Lie algebra of the Galilean group and the Lie algebra of the split Galilean
group. The isomorphisms corresponding to different w’ and w are different:

eon (0 ) el 0 0
u' u v H u'u - U+H'Uu/u H .

11.5. Exercises

1. Prove that forall 0 £t € T, {x € M| 7. a =t} is an orbit of the special
Galilean group as well as the proper Galilean group. What are the orbits for
t=07

2. Beside the trivial linear subspaces {0} and M, S is invariant under all
Galilean transformations and every linear subspace of S is invariant under all
special Galilean transformations.

3. The transpose of a Galilean transformation is a linear bijection M* — M*.
Demonstrate that the transposed Galilean group {L*| L € G} leaves T* - T
invariant; more closely, if L € G and e € T* - 7, then L*-e = (arL)e.

Furthermore, if k € M*, and L* - k is parallel to k for all Galilean trans-
formations L, then k isin T* - T.

4. The subgroup generated by {T3, | w € V(1)} is the special Galilean group.

5. Prove that

_ -1 0 _ 1 0
gu'Tu'gul—(O 1S>’ Su'Pu'£u1—<0 1S>.

Flnd Su’ : Tu : £u’71 and £u’ : Pu : €u/71-
6. The w-splitting of the Galilean group sends the special Galilean group into

the group
(G a)]ee)
v 1g T
00 v€§
v 0 Tf"

whose Lie algebra is
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The wu-splitting of special Galilean transformations does not depend on w.

7. The Lie algebra of O(h),, equals

{HeLa(G)| H u=0}.

8. The wu-splitting sends the subgroup O(h),, into the group

{(é 102) ‘ Re(’)(h)}

having the Lie algebra

{6 %) ’ Acam).

Find the u'-splitting of O(h),, for v’ # wu.

9. Recall the notation introduced in 11.3.7 and prove that

— L(v,u)™! = L(u,u),

— L(u"v) - L(vw',u) = L(u’, u).

10. For all w € V(1) and for all Galilean transformations L we have that

R(L,u) :=(arL)L(u,(arL)-u)- L =(arL)L + (u — (arL)L - u) @ T

is in O(h)y and R (L,u)|lg, = Rg. In other words, given an arbitrary u €
V(1), every Galilean transformation L is the product of a special Galilean
transformation and a w-spacelike orthogonal transformation, multiplied by the
arrow of L:

L= (arL)L((arL(u),u) - R(L,u).
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11.6. The Noether group

11.6.1. Now we shall deal with affine maps L: M — M; as usual, the linear
map under L is denoted by L.

Definition.
N:={L:M—M| L isaffine, Le€GqG}

is called the Noether group; its elements are the Noether transformations.
If L is a Noether transformation, then

arL :=arL, signL := sign L.

N+T= N+t N~ and N =% are the subsets of N consisting of elements
whose underlying linear maps belong to G*—~, ¥, G~ and G~%, respec-
tively.

N+ is called the proper Noether group. ®

The Noether group is the affine group over the Galilean group; according to
VII.3.2(ii), we can state the following.

Proposition. The Noether group is a ten-dimensional Lie group; its Lie
algebra consists of the affine maps H: M — M whose underlying linear map is
in the Lie algebra of the Galilean group:

La(N)={Hc AFMM) | 7-H=0, H-icA(h)}. =

The proper Noether group is a connected subgroup of the Noether group. As
regards N7, etc. we can repeat what was said about the components of the
Galilean group.

N7 = NT7 UN~ is called the orthochronous Noether group.

11.6.2. We can say that the elements of N~ invert spacetime in some
sense but there is no element that we could call the spacetime inversion.

For every o € M we can give the o-centered spacetime inversion in such a
way that first M is vectorized by O,, then the vectors are inverted (—1ng is
applied), finally the vectorization is removed:

I, = 0071 © (*]—M) 0 O,,

- Iy(x):=0—(z —o0) (x € M).

Similarly, we can say that in some sense the elements of N~ contain
spacelike inversion and do not contain timelike inversion; the elements of N 7
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contain timelike inversion and do not contain spacelike inversion. However, the
space inversion and the time inversion do not exist.

For every o € M and uw € V(1) we can give the o-centered u -timelike
inversion and the o-centered w -spacelike inversion as follows:

Tuo(z) :=0+T, - (z—o0), Puo(x):=0+ Py - (x—o0) (x € M).

11.6.3. Let L be a Noether transformation. If = and y are simultaneous
then L(z) and L(y) are simultaneous as well:

T(L(x)) = 7(L(y)) =7 - L (x —y) = (ar L) - (x —y) = 0.

Recall that T is identified with the set of hyperplanes of M directed by S.
Thus for a Noether transformation L we can define the mapping

tiL: T— T, t — L[t].

Observe that
(tiL)or =70 L

or, in other words,
(tL)(t) = 7(L(x)) (z €1),

from which we get immediately that
(tiL)(t) — (tiL)(s) = (arL)(t — s) (t,s €T).

Thus tiL is an affine map over (arL)lry.

According to Exercises VI.2.5.6-7, if arL = 1, then tiL is a translation, i.e.
there is a unique t € T such that (tiL)(t) =¢+¢; if arL = —1, then tiL is an
inversion, i.e. there is a unique t, € T such that (tiL)(t) =t, — (t — o).

11.6.4. Noether transformations are mappings of spacetime. They play a
fundamental role because the proper Noether transformations can be considered
to be the strict automorphisms of the spacetime model, according to Definition
1.6.1.

11.6.5. Let us denote the translation group of T by 77 (T) and consider it

as an affine transformation group of T: t € T actsas T - T, t —t+t¢. In
this respect 0 € T equals the identity map of T. It is quite obvious now that

N7 = Tn(T), Letil
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is a surjective Lie group homomorphism. Its kernel,
Ni={LeN 7 |tiL=1r}={LeN" |toL=r1},

is called the instantaneous Noether group. It is a nine-dimensional Lie group
having the Lie algebra

La(\;) = {H € AR(M,M) | 7o H=0, H-icA(h)}.

Instantaneous Noether transformations leave every instant invariant.
Tn(T) is not a subgroup of N. For every u € V(1),

Tn(T)y ={lm+ut| t T}

is a subgroup of the orthochronous Noether group, called the group of u-
timelike translations. The restriction of the homomorphism L — tiL onto
Tn(T), is a bijection between Tn(T), and Tn(T).
In other words, given u € V(1), we can assign to every ¢t € T the Noether
transformation
T+ T+ ut

called the w-timelike translation by .

11.6.6. The Galilean group is not a subgroup of the Noether group. The
mapping N'— G, L+ L is a surjective Lie group homomorphism whose kernel
is Tn(M), the translation group of M,

Tn(M) = {T.| a e M} ={L e N| L =1}

As we know, its Lie algebra is M regarded as the set of constant maps from
M into M (VIL.3.3).
For every o € M,
Go:={LeN| L(o) =0},

called the group of o-centered Galilean transformations, is a subgroup of the
Noether group and even of the instantaneous Noether group; the restriction of
the homomorphism L +— L onto G, is a bijection between G, and G.

In other words, given o € M, we can assign to every Galilean transformation
L the Noether transformation

x—o+L-(x—o),

called the o-centered Galilean transformation by L.
The subgroup of o-centered special Galilean transformations

V,:={LeN,| LeV}
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has a special importance.

11.6.7. The three-dimensional orthogonal group is not a subgroup of the
Noether group. The mapping N7 — O(h), L+ Ry (where L-i=14-Ryp) is
a surjective Lie group homomorphism having the kernel

H:={LeN” | L-i=i}={LeN~| LeV}

is called the special Noether group. Observe that H is a subgroup of N7,
The special Noether group is a seven-dimensional Lie group having the Lie
algebra

{HeLlaWN)| HeLa(V)} ={He ADTM,M)| 7-H=0, H-i=0}.
For every u € V(1) and o € M,
Oh)yo:={LeENT| Llo) =0, L-u=u},

called the group of o-centered wu -spacelike orthogonal transformations, is a sub-
group of N and even of the instantaneous Noether group N;. The restriction of
the homomorphism N — O(h) onto O(h),,, is a bijection between O(h)y o
and O(h).

In other words, given (u,0) € V(1) x M, we can assign to every R € O(h)
the Noether transformation

x=ot+ur-(z—0)+ R-my - (x—o0),
called the o-centered wu -spacelike orthogonal transformation by R.
11.6.8. The Neumann group
C:={LeN;| L-i=i}=HNN;

is an important subgroup of the special Noether group. It is a six-dimensional
Lie group having the Lie algebra

{HeLa\;) | HeLa(V)}={H e Af(M,M)| ToH =0, H-i=0}.

Proposition. The Neumann group is a commutative normal subgroup of the
Noether group.

Proof. Let K and L be arbitrary Neumann transformations. Since they
are instantaneous Noether transformations, for all world points x we have that
L(z)—2 and K(z)—x arein S. As a consequence, L(z)—x = K- (L(x)—z) =
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KL(x)— K(z) and similarly, K(z)—2 = LK (x)— L(x) from which we conclude
that KL(z)— LK(z) =0, i.e. KL = LK, the Neumann group is commutative.

Now we have to show that if L is an arbitrary Neumann transformation
and G is an arbitrary Noether transformation then G~'LG is a Neumann
transformation, too. The range of G -4 isin S, hence L -G -i= G - and so
G~ !.L-G-i=1 which ends the proof.

11.7 The vectorial Noether group

11.7.1. Recall that for an arbitrary world point o, the vectorization of M
with origin o, O,: M — M, x — x — o, is an affine bijection.

With the aid of such a vectorization we can ‘vectorize’ the Noether group
as well: if L is a Noether transformation then O, o L o O,~! is an affine
transformation of M, represented by the matrix (see VI.2.4(4) and Exercise

VI.2.5)
(2)-0 1)

The Lie algebra of the Noether group consists of affine maps H: M — M
where M is considered to be a wector space (the sum of such maps is a part
of the Lie algebra structure). Thus the vectorization H o O, ! is an affine
map M — M where the range is considered to be a vector space. Then it is
represented by the matrix (see VI.2.4(44))

(it 51)

11.7.2. Definition. The vectorial Noether group is

1 0
a L
The vectorial Noether group is a ten-dimensional Lie group, its Lie algebra is
the vectorization of the Lie algebra of the Noether group:

0 O
a H
An advantage of this matrix representation is that the commutator of two Lie

algebra elements can be computed by the difference of their products in different
orders.

acM, Leg}. [ ]

aeM, He La(g)}.
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11.7.3. A vectorization of the Noether group is a Lie group isomorphism
between the Noether group and the vectorial Noether group. The following
transformation rule shows how the vectorizations depend on the world points
serving as origins of the vectorization. Let o and o be two world points; then

To—o’ = Oo’ 00071 = ( 1 / 0 )

o—0 1m

and

1 0 o 1 0
Tofo’ (a L) Tofo’ - (a+(L_1M)<O/—O) L) ((le:’.\/‘[7 Leg)

As concerns the corresponding Lie algebra isomorphisms, we have

<2 I‘}) Tpo ' = <a+H(ZO,O) Ig) (a €M, H € La(g)).

11.8. The split Noether group

11.8.1. With the aid of the splitting corresponding to u € V(1), we send
the transformations of M into the transformations of T x S. Composing a
vectorization and a splitting, we convert Noether transformations into affine
transformations of T x S.

For o € M and u € V(1) put

€uo:=&u00,: M —TxS, x»—>(7‘-(a:—0), 7'l'u-(l’—0)).

Embedding the affine transformations of T xS into the linear transformations
of R x (T x8) (see VI1.2.4(4)) and using the customary matrix representation
of such linear maps, we get

1 0 0
Eu,o oLo Eu,071 = T (L(O) — O) ar L 0
7y (L(0) —0) L-u—(arL)u Ry

The Lie algebra elements of the Noether group are converted into affine maps
T xS — T xS where the range is regarded as a vector space. Then we can
represent such maps in a matrix form as well:

0 0 0
€uOHO€u,o_l = T‘H(O) 0 0
7w -H(o) H-u H-i
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11.8.2. Definition. The split Noether group is

1 0 0 S
t £1 0 teT, ge8S, ve =, ReSO(h) ;. [ |
T
v =R

The split Noether group is a ten-dimensional Lie group having the Lie algebra

0 0 O S

t 0 O teT, qe8S, ve—=, AcA(h)
T

qg v A

Keep in mind that the group multiplication of split Noether transformations
coincides with the usual matrix multiplication and the commutator of Lie algebra
elements is the difference of their two products.

11.8.3. Every u € V(1) and o € M establishes a Lie group isomorphism
between the Noether group and the split Noether group. Evidently, for different
elements of V(1) x M, the isomorphisms are different. The transformation
rule that shows how the isomorphism depends on (u,0) can be obtained by a
combination of the transformation rules 11.7.3 and 11.4.2.

Though the Noether group and the split Noether group are isomorphic (they
have the same Lie group structure), they are not ‘identical’: there is no ‘canon-
ical” isomorphism between them that we could use to identify them.

The split Noether group is the Noether group of the split nonrelativistic
spacetime model (T x S, T,L, 7, h). The spacetime model (M, T,L,7,h) and
the corresponding split spacetime model are isomorphic, but they cannot be
identified, as we pointed out in 1.5.3.

11.8.4. It is a routine to check that the isomorphism established by an
arbitrary (u,0) € V(1) x M sends the subgroups of the Noether group listed
below on the left-hand side into the subgroups of the split Noether group listed
below on the right-hand side:

Tn(S) CIGS ’

QO =
—_
o

Tn(M) 0 teT,qeSy,

C (Neumann

group) 0 geS, ve = ;,

Q O~ Q & =
S RO OO
-
wn
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0

. 10
S
& Noeéiijmi)u ) t 10 teT,qeS,ve T(
group ‘v 1
: 1
N;  (instantaneous 0 (1) 8 geS. ve S Re Oh)
Noether group) ¢ v R ’ T

It is emphasized that the isomorphism established by an arbitrary (u,o)
makes a correspondence between the listed subgroups; of course, the correspon-
dences due to different (u,0) and (u’,0’) are different.

Moreover, the isomorphism established by (u,0) makes correspondences be-

tween the following subgroups, too:

o 1 0 O
T et 10 eeTy
0 0 1g
O(h)y,o  (o-centered 1 0
u-spacelike orthogonal 01 O ReO(h)yp,
transformations) 0 R
G,  (o-centered 1 0 O S
Galilean 0 £1 0 vE L, R e SO(h) ;,
transformations) 0 v =£R
V,  (o-centered special 100 S
. . 01 O veE = g,
Galilean transformations) T
0 v ]-S

and now it is emphasized that the isomorphism established by (u', o), in general,
does not make a correspondence between the listed subgroups.

11.8.5. Corresponding to the structure of the split Noether group, the
following four subgroups are called its fundamental subgroups:

10 0 10 0
t 1 0| |teT), 01 0 ges sy,
0 O 15 q 0 ]-S
10 0 S 10 0
01 0 ve\ 01 0| | RecoOMm
0 v 1g T 00 R

The isomorphism established by (u,0) € V(1) x M assigns these subgroups
to the subgroups Tn(T)., Tn(S), V, and O(R)y,., respectively.
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It is worth repeating the actual form of the corresponding Noether transfor-
mations:

Tn(T)y : x— x+ ut (teT),
Tn(S):z—xz+gq (ges),
Vo:xx+v71-(2—0) (UGTSI‘)’

OMh)yo:x—=o0+ur-(x—0)+ R -my(z —0) (R € O(h)).

11.8.6. Taking a linear bijection T — R and an orthogonal linear bijection
S — R?, we can transfer the split Noether group into the following affine
transformation group of R x R3,

1 0 o0
n 41 0 neER, EcR veR? pecSOB)y,
£ v Tp

which we call the arithmetic Noether group. This is the Noether group of the
arithmetic spacetime model (O(3) denotes the orthogonal group of R? endowed
with the usual inner product).

In conventional treatments one considers the arithmetic spacetime model
(without an explicit definition) and the arithmetic Noether group which is called
there Galilean group. The special form of such transformations yields that one
speaks about the time inversion (n =0, —1, € =0, v =0, p =0), the time
translations n, 1, € =0, v =0, p =0), the space rotations (n =0, 1, £ =0,
v =0, +p) etc., whereas we know well that such Noether transformations do
not exist: there are o-centered w-timelike inversions, w-timelike translations
and o-centered w-spacelike rotations etc.

11.9. Exercises

1. Let L be a Noether transformation for which L = —1y4. Then there is a
unique o € M such that L is the o-centered spacetime inversion.

2. A Noether transformation L is instantaneous, i.e. is in Aj; if and only if
all the hyperplanes t € T are invariant for L.

3. Prove that for all o € M,

. ({1 0
O, 0N, 00, _{<O L)‘LGN}.
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4. Find €uo Tuo Euo ! and €y o Puo - Euo '

5. Prove that the subgroup generated by {Ty.lu € V(1), o € M} equals
{LeN| L -i=1d}.

6. For all w € V(1), o € M we have

(tiTu,0)(t) = 7(0) — (t = 7(0)) =t — 2(t — 7(0)) (teT).

7. Prove that the derived Lie algebra of the Noether group, i.e. [La(N),
La(N)] equals the Lie algebra of the instantaneous Noether group.

8. Let L € Tn(M). Then &, - L &y, ! is the same for all w and o if and
only if L € Tn(S).

9. Take a w € V(1) andan o e M. If t € T, q € S, ve%, A € A(h),
then the maps M — M

(x e M)

i) vT-(z—o)

w) A Ty (x—0)

i) x+ut

(

(i) x+q
(iii) x+vT-(z—o0) (x € M).
( A

w) o+ur-(x—o0)+e? my  (x—o0)

10. Compute the product of two split Noether transformations:

1 0 0 1 0 0
t +1 0 t 1 0
g v =R qg v LR

11. Let L be a Noether transformation.

-1

If r is a world line function, then Loro (tiL)™ " is a world line function, too.

If C is a world line, then L[C] is a world line, too; moreover, if C' = Ranr,
then L[C] = Ran (L oro (tiL)_1> .






II. SPECIAL RELATIVISTIC SPACETIME
MODELS

1. Fundamentals
1.1. Absolute light propagation

1.1.1. In the previous part material points played a fundamental role, light
beams were mentioned only here and there. Now we concentrate upon light
phenomena.

We experience that a ‘pointlike’ light beam—Iet us call it a light signal—
behaves in some respect similarly to a material point; in particular, it moves
relative to observers. There is a noteworthy difference, however: a light signal
cannot stand in any space.

This means that the history of a light signal, too, is a curve in spacetime. In
the nonrelativistic model such a curve cannot be a world line because a light
signal moves relative to all observers. If not a world line, then it must be
contained in a simultaneous hyperplane which says that a light signal reflected
on a mirror would return to its source exactly when it is emitted, contradicting
to our experience.

As a consequence, absolute simultaneity and the right description of light
phenomena exclude each other, so we have to construct a new spacetime model.

1.1.2. We have the following experience regarding light propagation.

(L1) The path of a free light signal is a straight line in the space of an inertial
observer.

(L2) Every straight line in the space of an inertial observer can be the path
of a light signal.

(L3) In the space of any observer, a light signal is faster than any material
point moving on the same path.

(L4) The propagation of a light signal in the space of an observer can be
arbitrarily approximated by a motion of a material point.

(L5) The round way speed of light signals is the same over all paths.

None of the statements above involves synchronization. The first three ones
are evident. The fourth one means that given a start and a goal, for arbitrary
(small) time interval ¢ there is a material point starting together with a light
signal, arrives at the goal ¢ time later than the light signal.
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The last statement is simple and understandable (both Fizeau and Foucault
measured round-way light speed), nevertheless it deserves some words. In usual
treatments of relativity one accepts the axiom that “the speed of light in vacuum
is the same for all inertial observers in every direction”. This, however, would
make sense only with a synchronization. Nonrelativistic theories work well not
mentioning synchronization (we know why), therefore one does not realize that
similar axioms are not meaningful without a synchronization; moreover, in usual
treatments synchronizations do not appear at all. That is why the light speed
becomes mystic there: if both a light signal and you move towards me on the
same path then the light signal must be slower to you than to me!

1.1.3. (L3) and (L4) imply:
Light signals on the same path are equally fast.

Indeed, if a light signal would be faster than another, then a material point
approximating conveniently first light signal would be faster than the other.
It follows then:

The history of a light signal is independent of its source.

For an illustration let us consider a lamp on a train and a lamp close to the
rail. When they meet (assuming this idealized event) both emit a light signal;
the light signals will propagate together both in the space of the Earth and in
the space of the train and even in the space of an arbitrary observer.

According to property (L5), round-way speed does not depend either on the
space point and on the proper time point of the start-goal or on the direction of
the path. All these admit us to state:

Light propagation in spacetime is absolute, homogeneous and isotropic.

1.1.4. Knowing that the homogeneous and isotropic round-way speed of
light is ¢ := 2.997...-10®m/s, we can measure distances by light signals. Let
a light signal be emitted in a space point and reflected in another space point; if
the proper time interval between starting and returning is ¢, then the distance
between the two space points is %ct.

This means that a distinguished linear isomorphism exists between the mea-
sure line of time periods and the measure line of distances: T — L, ¢ +— %ct
which makes it possible to disregard the measure line of distances i.e. to measure
distances directly by time periods in such a way that

m:=3.336...-10 %s;

then the round-way speed of light becomes the real number 1.
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This choice makes the formulae of the special relativistic spacetime model
much simpler. Of course, even the Planck constant is considered to be the real
number 1 and then

1
kg :=855...-10°°—.
S

1.1.5 According to what has been said in the Introduction, spacetime will be
modelled by an affine space.

Then it can be shown — the proof lies outside the purpose of this book —
that (M1)-(M3), (U) and (S4), and (L1)—(L5) imply that the absolute proper
time progress, absolute light propagation and the Euclidean structure of inertial
spaces are described by a Lorentz form.

1.2. The spacetime model

1.2.1. Definition. A special relativistic spacetime model is a triplet (M, T, g),
where

— M is spacetime, an oriented four-dimensional real affine space (over the
vector space M),

— T is the measure line of time periods and distances,
— g: MxM—->T®T is an arrow oriented Lorentz form. m

Elements of M are called occurrences or world points. Elements of M are
called world vectors.

1.2.2. If (M, T,g) is a special relativistic spacetime model, then (M, T, g)
is an oriented and arrow-oriented Minkowski vector space. The results and
formulae of Section V.4 will be used all over this part. Remember to distinguish
between @2 := x -« and |z|® := |z - x|; since T is oriented, the pseudo-length

|z| := \/|&|* is meaningful. Moreover, recall

S:={xe M| z* >0},
T :={xecM| x> <0},
L:={zeM| 2 =0,z #0};

the elements of Sp := SU {0}, T and L are called spacelike, timelike and
lightlike, respectively.
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Furthermore, the arrow orientation indicates the arrow classes T and L;
forevery x € T and y € T UL™ we have -y < 0. Then T := -T~
and L* := —L~ are the other arrow classes and

T=T"uUT", L=L7UL".

T~ and L™ are the future time cone and the future light cone, respectively;
their elements are called future directed. T and L% are the corresponding
past cones with past directed elements.

We often illustrate the world vectors in the plane of the page:

This illustration is based on the following: represent R x R in the plane in
the usual way by horizontal and vertical axes, called zeroth and first; draw the
sets S, T, L™, etc. corresponding to the Lorentz form

(€%,H, (%, n") — =" + &'yt

and to the arrow orientation determined by the condition &° > 0; hide the
coordinate axes.

We know that T consists of two disjoint open subsets, the two arrow classes
which can be well seen in the illustration. On the other hand, S is connected, in
spite of the illustration. Keep this slight inaccuracy of the illustration in mind.

1.2.3. Spacetime, too, will be illustrated in the plane of the page. If x is a
world point, x + (T~ UL7) and z + (T U L) are called the futurelike and
the pastlike part of M, with respect to .

If yeax+ (T UL7)—or, equivalently, y — 2z € (T U L™)—then we say
y is futurelike with respect to x (x is pastlike with respect to y), or y is later
than x (z is earlier than y).
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x+T X x+T

We say that the world points = and y are spacelike separated, timelike
separated, lightlike separated, if y —x isin S, T, L, respectively.

1.3. Structure of world vectors and covectors

1.3.1. The Euclidean structure of our space is deeply fixed in our mind,
therefore we must be careful when dealing with M which has a nonEuclidean
structure; especially when illustrating it in the Euclidean plane of the page. For
instance, keep in mind that the centre line of the cone L~ makes no sense
(the centre line would be the set of points that have the same distance from
every generatrix of the cone but distance is not meaningful here). The following
considerations help us to take in the situation.

Put

M
V() := {u € T‘ w=-1, u@T" C TH}.
We shall see in 2.3.4 that elements of V(1) can be interpreted as absolute
velocity values.

According to our convention, V(1) is illustrated as follows:

M
T
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Three elements of V(1) appear in the Figure. Observe that it makes no sense
that

— wy is in the centre line of T~ (there is no centre line of T7),

— the angle between w; and wus is less than the angle between w; and wug

(there is no angle between the elements of V(1)),

— ug is longer than wy (the elements of V(1) have no length).

The reversed Cauchy inequality (see V.4.7) involves the following important
and frequently used relation:

—u-u >1

for w,u’ € V(1) and equality holds if and only if u = u/'.

1.3.2. For u € V(1) put

Tu: M—T, r— —u-x,
Su :=Kerry, = {x € Mju -z =0},
Tyt Sy — M, T — x.

Since u is timelike, S, is a three-dimensional linear subspace consisting of
spacelike vectors. According to our convention, S,, is represented by a line that
inclines to L™ with the same angle as w:

L

We emphasize that ‘inclination to L™’ makes no sense in the structure of
the spacetime model; it makes sense only in the rules of the illustration we have
chosen.

S, and u ® T are complementary subspaces in M, thus every vector @
can be uniquely decomposed into the sum of components in v ® T and in S,
respectively:

z=u(ry @)+ (v —u(ty @) =u(-u-x)+ (z+u(u-x)).



1. Fundamentals 151
The linear map
Ty M — S,, r— T+ u(u-x)

is the projection onto S, along w. It is illustrated as follows:

The dashed line is to express that V(1) is in fact a subset of % and not of
M.

1.3.3. For all w € V(1), the restriction h, of the Lorentz form g onto
Su X S, is positive definite. Thus (S, T, h,,) is a three-dimensional Euclidean
vector space.

Accordingly, the pseudo-length of vectors in S,, is in fact a length and the
angle between nonzero vectors in S,, make sense; of course, similar notions for
vectors in % can be introduced where A is a measure line. Moreover, all the
results obtained in 1.1.2.5 can be applied.

It is trivial that every spacelike vector is contained in some S, :

So= U Sa.
ueV(1)

Consequently, the pseudo-length of a spacelike vector will be said length or
magnitude. However, we call attention to the fact that this length satisfies the
triangle inequality only for two spacelike vectors spanning a spacelike linear
subspace (see Exercise V.4.20.2)

1.3.4. The orientation of M and the arrow orientation of g determine a
unique orientation of S,,.

Definition. Let w € V(1). An ordered basis (e, ez, e3) of S, is called
positively oriented if (ut,eq, eq, es) is a positively oriented basis of M for some
(hence for all) ¢t € T*.
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1.3.5. Proposition. Let u € V(1). Then
bu=(Tu,mu): M= TxS8,, z— (—u-z, z+ulu-x))
is an orientation preserving linear bijection and
&' (tg) =ut+q (teT,geS,). =

Keep in mind that @ = u(—u - ) + 7, - & results in the following important
formula:
2= —(u-x)’ +|my - x|’ (x € M).

1.3.6. Note the striking similarity between the previous formulae and the for-
mulae of the nonrelativistic spacetime model treated in 1.1.2. However, behind
the resemblance to it there is an important difference: in the nonrelativistic case
a single three-dimensional subspace S appears whereas in the special relativistic
case every u € V(1) indicates its own three-dimensional subspace. Correspond-
ingly, instead of a single 7, now there is a 7, for all w. The range of &, is the
same set in the nonrelativistic case, whereas it depends on wu in the relativistic
case.

A further very important difference is that M and M* are different vector
spaces in the nonrelativistic case, whereas they are ‘nearly the same’ in the
relativistic case. More precisely, we have the identification (see V.1.3).

M
— =M
T®T ’

which is established by the Lorentz form g.
Of course, we make the identification

Su
TeT

— Q¥
= S,u’7

too.
According to these identifications © ® u is considered a linear map M — M,
x — u(u-x), so we have

Tu=1lMmtuRu=1m — U R Ty,

and
M M®S,
LETOM ==, i, eM@S,=— %
Tu €ET® T 1, € M® S, TeT
» . M » . S.®M
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Su.®M
Ty €Sy @M = =5,
Moreover,
Tyt =0, 7T'u,'i'u:lSu
and the identifications yield the relations
Tu =T, = —u, 1y, = Ty

The reader is asked to prove the first formula; as concerns the second one, see
the following equalities for * € M, g € Sy :

1.3.7. For u,u’ € V(1) put

u/

Vu'u - — - u —Uu.

We shall see later that this is the relative velocity of w’ with respect to w.
. 2 3 1
It is an easy task to show that |Vy/e|” = |Vea| — a7’ S aconsequence
of the reversed Cauchy inequality, vqr,, = 0 if and only if u = u’. Moreover, if
q € S, NS,y then q - vy, =0 which proves the following.

Proposition. S,, NS, is a two-dimensional linear subspace if and only if
u # v’ and in this case Vg ®T (Vyu ®T) is a one-dimensional linear subspace
of Si (Su), orthogonal to S, N'Sy.

(In other words, S, NSy and Vg @ T (Vg @ T) are orthogonal comple-
mentary subspaces in S,, (Su/)).

1.3.8. For different w and u’, S, and S, are different linear subspaces;
however, we can give a distinguished bijection between them which will play a
fundamental role concerning observer spaces.

Let L(w/,u) be the linear map from S,, onto S, defined in such a way that it
leaves the elements of S,, NS, invariant and maps the orthogonal complements
of this subspace into each other. More precisely,

q if g € Sy N Say,
Uyt i g =vyut (tET).

L(u' u)-q:= {

It is not difficult to see that L(w',u) is an orientation preserving R, —hq, -
orthogonal linear bijection between S, and S, . We can extend it to a linear
bijection M — M by the requirement

L(v,u) u:=1
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(recall that the dot product notation allows us to apply linear maps M — M
to elements of ).
This linear bijection can be given by a simple formula as follows. Recall that

for w,u’ € V(1), ' ©ue i oM =M =MeM* =Lin(M,M).

Definition. Let u,u’ € V(1). Then

(v +u)® (v +u)

i
1—u-u Tuu

L(v' u):=1m +

is called the Lorentz boost from u to u'.

Proposition. (i) L(u’,u) is an orientation- and arrow-preserving g-orthog-
onal linear map from M into M;
(i) L(v,u)- u=1u;

(m) L(v',u) maps S, onto S,s, more closely,
(u,u)-g=q if g €S, NSy,
(uI7 U) Vu/'u = —Vuu/;

( ,u) = L(u,u)"" = L(u,v)

L(u
and L(u',u) is the unique linear map for which (7)—(#) hold.

1.3.9. Since the Lorentz boosts map the corresponding spacelike subspaces
onto each other in a ‘handsome’ manner, we might expect that executing the
Lorentz boost from w to u’ and then the Lorentz boost from u' to u” we
should get the Lorentz boost from u to u”; however, this occurs only in some
special cases.

Proposition. Let u, u/, u” be elements of V(1). Then L(u",v') -
L(v',u) = L(u”,u) if and only if the three elements of V(1) are coplanar.

Proof. Suppose the equality holds. Then for all g € S, N Sy,

qg=L(u" u) L, u) q=

" !/ " ! !/ !,
(1 WO @ ) N (g
1—u” u l1—u - u

u” +u u 4+ u

q+(U’~q)<

1—uw"-uw 1—u-u
(u//+ul)(u//.ul+u//'u+u/.u_1))

+ 1I—-u"-u)(1—u-u)

from which we deduce that

— either w' - q = 0 for all ¢ € Sy NSy, implying that ' is in the two-
dimensional subspace spanned by w and u”, i.e. the three elements of V(1)
are coplanar,
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— or the last expression in parentheses is zero which implies again that the
three elements of V(1) are coplanar. W

Observe that L(u”,w')- L(u',u) maps S, onto S,~; as a consequence, if it
is a Lorentz boost, it must be equal to L(u”,u). Thus our result implies that,
in general, the product of Lorentz boosts is not a Lorentz boost.

1.4. The arithmetic spacetime model

1.4.1. Let us take the Minkowski vector space (R'*3 R, G) treated in V.4.19
and endowed with the standard orientation and arrow orientation. Considering
R*3 to be an affine space, we easily find that (R'*3 R, G) is a special rela-
tivistic spacetime model which we call the arithmetic special relativistic spacetime
model.

Similarly to the nonrelativistic case, the arithmetic spacetime model has the
peculiar property that the same object, R't3, represents the affine space of
world points and the vector space of world vectors (and even the vector space
of covectors). We follow our nonrelativistic convention that the world points
will be denoted by Greek letters, whereas world vectors (and covectors) will be
denoted by Latin letters.

We find it convenient to write the elements of the affine space R'*3 in the
form (£%); the elements of the vector space R!*3 in the form (2%) = (20, x),
and the elements of (R'*3)" in the form (k;) = (ko, k).

Recall that the identification (R'*3)" = R'*3 established by G gives

zg = —2°, Ty =2 (a=1,2,3).
Correspondingly, the dot product of (x%) and (y*) equals
'y,

where the Einstein summation convention is applied: a summation is carried out
from 0 to 3 for identical subscripts and superscripts.

1.4.2. In the arithmetic spacetime model
V(1) = {(u") e R"Pluiu; = -1, u®>0}.

Here, too, we find a misleading feature of this spacetime model: V(1) seems
to have a distinguished, simplest element, namely (1,0). 7 o) is the canonical
projection R*3 — {0} x R3.

For an arbitrary element (u') of V(1) we can define

v = L (e =1,2,3), v:= (v',v? %) € R
u
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then with the usual norm | | on R3 we have |v| <1 and
o_ L
1—[of*

and
1

(') = ———(1,0). ()
V1=l
We easily find that v is exactly the relative velocity of (u’) with respect to
the ’basic velocity value’ (1,0) (see 1.3.7).

1.4.3. It is then obvious that
Seuiy = {(z") eR"™?|2" =z - v}.

Unlike the nonrelativistic case, m(,:) for a general (u) in V(1) is an uneasy
object because it maps onto a three-dimensional linear subspace in R'*3 which
is different from {0} x R3. Thus the values of () cannot be given directly by
triplets of real numbers. However, as it is known, in textbooks one usually
deals with triplets (and quartets) of real numbers. We can achieve this by
always referring to the space of the ’basic velocity value’ with the aid of the
corresponding Lorentz boost, i.e. instead of 7, taking L((l, 0), (ul)) ST iy
whose range is {0} x R3.

1.4.4. The Lorentz boost from (u'*) to (u’) is given by the matrix

(' +u'") (up, + )
1-— uju;-

Wi=0n+ — 2u'u,.

If (u/) is the ‘basic velocity value’, then it becomes

u? ul u? u?
12 1,2 1,3

ul 14 (u') utu utu
1+ ul 1+ ul 1+l

2 2)2 2,3

.2 ulu 1+ (u?) u?u
1+ ud 14+ud 140
3 ulud uud (u3)?
1+ ud 1+ ud 14+ ud

Using formula () in 1.4.2 and the notation

1
Ki= —,

L—Jof?
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we find that
1 vl )
1 1 K 1
vt 4+ (v
i _ K 1+k
L((LO)’ (u )) =k v2 14’;“1”2
V3 1in”1U3

157

UQ U3
TEEU1U2 TEE,ULU3
% +_iﬁ%€(v2)2 iﬁ%;”ZUB
ﬁv%?’ % + 1%{(”3)2

This shows what a complicated form L((1,0), (u’)) -7, has; later (see 7.1.4)

we give it in detail.

1.4.5.

frequently one considers the special case v

K202

and T

The previous matrix is the usual ‘Lorentz transformation’.

1 v 0
v 1 0
0 0 1/k
0 0 O

Most
1
1—v

=93 =0, v:=v'; then K = =

= k — 1, thus the previous matrix reduces to

1.5. Classification of physical quantities

1.5.1. We introduce notions similar to those in the nonrelativistic spacetime
model. Let A be a measure line. Then the elements of

A
A M
M

A
A® (M M)
Mo M

A

are called

are called

are called

are called

are called

scalars of type A,
vectors of type A,

vectors of cotype A,

tensors of type A,

tensors of cotype A.

Covectors of type A, etc. are defined similarly with M* instead of M.

In particular, the elements of M ® M and M* ® M* are called tensors and
cotensors, respectively; the elements of M®@M* and M*®M are mized tensors.

A very important feature of the special relativistic spacetime model is that
covectors can be identified with vectors of cotype T ® T. As a consequence, e.g.

a covector of type A is identified with a vector of type

A
T®T"

1.5.2. According to our convention, the dot product between vectors (covec-

tors) of different types makes sense. For instance, for u € V(1) C 3%

M

and for
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zeAM we have u-z€T®A, 2°c(ARA)®(T®T),
s T®T
wGK we have u-weg, w Em.

In particular, 22 € R for z € %.

Since (A®A)®(TR®T)=(A®T)® (A®T) has a natural orientation, we
can speak of its positive and negative elements. Thus a vector z of type A is
called

spacelike if z2>0 or z=0,
timelike if 2% < 0,
lightlike if 2> =0, z # 0.
It can be easily shown that z is spacelike if and only if z € A ® Sy, etc.
Moreover, a measure line A is oriented, hence AT makes sense. Consequently,

we say that a timelike (lightlike) vector z of type A is future directed if z €
AT@T™ (ze At@L7).

1.6. Comparison of spacetime models

1.6.1. Definition. The special relativistic spacetime model (M,T,g) is
isomorphic to the special relativistic spacetime model (M’, T, g’) if there are
(i) an orientation- and arrow-preserving affine bijection F': M — M, over the
linear bijection F',
(i1) an orientation preserving linear bijection Z: T — T’
such that
go(FxF)=(Z®Z)og.
The pair (F, Z) is an isomorphism between the two spacetime models.
If the two models coincide, an isomorphism is called an automorphism. An
automorphism of the form (F,1t) is strict. W

Three diagrams illustrate the isomorphism:

M T MxM -2 T®T
Fl lz FxFl lZ@Z.
M T M xM — T&T

gl

The definition is quite natural and simple, needs no comment.

1.6.2. Proposition. The special relativistic spacetime model (M, T,g) is
isomorphic to the arithmetic spacetime model.
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Proof. Take
(i) a positive element s of T,
(i1) a positively oriented g-orthogonal basis (eq,e1, es,e3), normed to s, of
M, for which eq is future directed,
(4ii) an element o of M.

Then
F: M- R, mH(W k;:0,1,2,3>,
k
t
Z:T—R, 1&»—>g

is an isomorphism. M

This isomorphism has the inverse

3

R' =M,  Emo+ >y Eley,
k=0

R — T, a— as.

1.6.3. An important consequence of the previous result is that any two special
relativistic spacetime models are isomorphic, i.e. are of the same kind. The
special relativistic spacetime model as a mathematical structure is unique. This
means that there is a unique ‘special relativistic physics’.

Note: the special relativistic spacetime models are of the same kind but, in
general, are not identical. They are isomorphic, but, in general, there is no
‘canonical’ isomorphism between them, we cannot identify them by a distin-
guished isomorphism. The situation is the same as what we encountered for
nonrelativistic spacetime models.

Since all special relativistic spacetime models are isomorphic, we can use an
arbitrary one for investigation and application. However, an actual model can
have additional structures. For instance, in the arithmetic spacetime model,
spacetime is a vector space, V(1) has a distinguished element. This model
tempts us to multiply world points by real numbers (though this has no physical
meaning and that is why it is not meaningful in the abstract spacetime model),
to speak about time and space, consider spacetime as the Cartesian product of
time and space (whereas neither time nor space exists absolutely), etc.

To avoid such confusions, we should keep away from similar specially con-
structed models for theoretical investigations and applications of the special rel-
ativistic spacetime model. However, for solving special problems, for executing
some particular calculations, we can choose a convenient concrete model, like in
the nonrelativistic case.



160 II. Special relativistic spacetime models

1.6.4. Present day physics uses tacitly the arithmetic spacetime model. One
represents time points by real numbers, space points by triplets of real numbers.
To obtain such representations, one chooses a unit for time periods, an initial
time point, a distance unit, an initial space point and an orthogonal spatial basis
whose elements have unit length.

However, all the previous notions in usual circumstances have merely a heuris-
tic sense. The isomorphism established in 1.6.2 will give these notions a math-
ematically precise meaning. We shall see later that s is the time unit (and
the distance unit), eg characterizes an observer which produces its own time
and space, the spacelike vectors ey, es, ez correspond to the spatial basis, o
includes the initial time point and space point in some way.

1.7. The wu-split spacetime model

1.7.1. The arithmetic spacetime model is useful for solving particular prob-
lems, for executing practical calculations. Moreover, at present, one usually
expounds theories, too, in the frame of the arithmetic spacetime model, so we
have to translate every notion into the arithmetic language. As in the nonrel-
ativistic case, it is convenient to introduce an ‘intermediate’ spacetime model
between the abstract and the arithmetic ones.

1.7.2. Let (M, T,g) be a special relativistic spacetime model and use the
notations introduced in this chapter. Take a w € V(1) and define the Lorentz
form

gu: (TxSy) X (TxSy,)—>T®T, (t',q),(t,q) — -tt+q -q.
Put

S:={(tq)| lal > It[},
T:={(t.q)| lal <[tlg},
L:={(t,q)| la| = It| # 0}.
Endow T xS, with the product orientation and g, with the arrow orientation

determined by
T :={(t,q) €T| t>0}.

Then (T x S,, T, g.) is a special relativistic spacetime model, called the w -
split special relativistic spacetime model.
It is quite obvious that for all o € M,

M— T x S,, x> &y - (x—0),
T — T, t—t
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is an isomorphism between the two special relativistic spacetime models.

1.7.3. In the w-split model

V(1)

Su
{(mw) eRx T

—a2+|w|2:—1,a>0}=

1 Su
———(v) | vet
1— v

There is a simplest element in it: (1,0).

, vl <1

1.8. Exercises

1. To be later (futurelike) is a transitive relation on M: if y is futurelike
with respect to  and z is futurelike with respect to y then z is futurelike with
respect to x.

2. V(1) is a three-dimensional submanifold of M; its tangent space at w is
Su (see Exc.V1.4.14.3). For every u € V(1),

S
%—)V(l)’ w i uy/1+ |w]® + w,

and
Sy
{ve‘ |v|<1}—>V(1), vis —2FY
T 2
1—|v|
are global parametrizations of V(1) having inverses
Vu'u

sy, u =u + (v )u=

/1= |vgral®

and

respectively.
3. Prove that for all w € V(1)

tanh
In| = 1} - V1), (o,n)— utntanha ucosha +mnsinha

Su
Rxine —
{ T v1 — tanh?«
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is a smooth map which is a bijection between R{ x {n € S | In| =1} and
V(1), having the inverse

. !/
u' — | arcosh(—u - u'), Tu @

(u-u’)2—1

4. Let wue V(1), ne€ ST“, |n| =1. Take «, 8 € R and put

u’ := ucosha + nsinha, n':= L(u',u)-n = usinha + ncosha

u” := u'cosh 3 + n’sinh 8 = ucosh (o + ) + msinh (a + ),

u”’ := wucosh B + nsinh §.

Prove that
L v') = L(u", u).
(Hint: L(’U//, ’U/) cu=u" and S, NSy =Sy N Su//.)
5. Use the notations of the preceding exercise and prove that
L(u" u)-L(u,u) = L(u",u)

i.e.

L(ucoshf + nsinh 8, u) - L(ucosha + nsinha, u) =
= L(ucosh(a + ) + nsinh (o + f3), u).

6. Let ue V(1), mne S, m|=|n|=1, m-n=0. Takean 0 #a €R
and put

u’ := ucosha + nsinha, u” := ucosha + msinha.

Then n' := L(u/,u) -n = usinha + ncosha and L(u”,u) - n = n. Prove
that L(u”,u’)-mn’ is not parallel to n.
7. Let w,u’ € V(1). Then ' ® T and S, are complementary subspaces.
The projection onto S, along u' @ T is the linear map
u @u

Py =1ym+ M — M, r—x+u .
—u' -u —u' -u

u-x

Prove that
(7) the restriction of P, onto S, is a bijection between S,  and S,;
(ii) the restriction of Py, onto S, NS, is the identity;

(i01) Pyay * Ugyayr = mvu’un
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2. World lines

2.1. History of a masspoint: world line

2.1.1. As in the nonrelativistic spacetime model, the history of a masspoint
will be described by a curve in the special relativistic spacetime model as well.
However, it is not obvious here, what kind of curves can be allowed.

Our heuristic considerations regarding the affine structure of spacetime imply
that the history of a free masspoint has to be described by a straight line. We
can easily demonstrate that such a straight line must be directed by a timelike
vector. Indeed, it cannot be lightlike because this would mean that there is a
light signal resting with respect to the masspoint. Suppose that the straight
line is directed by a spacelike vector, choose two different points on the line and
draw the corresponding future light cones: the cones intersect each other. As a
consequence, two light signals emitted successively by the masspoint would meet
which contradicts our experience.

\

light signals

A simple generalization—in accordance with 1.2.2—yields that the existence
of a masspoint must be described by a curve whose tangent vectors are timelike.

We call attention to the fact that up to now we have spoken about light signals
and masspoint histories in a heuristic sense. The following definition gives these
notions a precise meaning in the spacetime model.

2.1.2. Definition. 1. A straight line segment in M, directed by a lightlike
vector, is called a light signal.

2. A world line is a connected piecewise twice differentiable curve in M whose
tangent vectors are timelike.
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Proposition. Let C be a world line. Then y — x is timelike for every
xz,y € C, x #y. In other words,

C\{z}Ca+T (z € Q).

Proof. Suppose the statement is not true: there is an x € C such that
C\ {z} is not contained in & + T. Let p: R — M be a parametrization of C,
p(0) = z. Then there is a 0 # a € Domp such that p(«) — p(0) is not timelike.
For the sake of definiteness we can assume « > 0. Then

a := inf {& € Domp| a > 0, p(a) — p(0) & T} > 0.

Indeed, if this infimum were zero then there would be a sequence «, > 0
(n € N) such that lim a, =0 and M ¢ T for all n implying p(0) =
n—oo n

M ¢ T because the set of timelike vectors is open (the complement

lim
n—oo
of T is closed). Because of the same reason, p(a)—p(0) = li_)m (p(ozn) —p(O)) g
T.

Thus p(a) — p(0) is timelike for 0 < a < @ and p(a) — p(0) is not timelike.
Since p is continuous, p(a)—p(0) must be in the closure of T, i.e. it is lightlike:

2

(p(a) —p(0))” = 0.

Lagrange’s mean value theorem, applied to the function [0,a] > T® T, «—
(p(c) fp(()))Q ensures the existence of a ¢ €]0, a[ such that 2(p(c)—p(0))-p(c)
0. Since p(c) is timelike, this means that p(c)—p(0) is spacelike, a contradiction.

2.1.3. The previous result and the arrow orientation (which gives rise to the
relation ‘later’, see 1.2.3) allow us to define an order—an orientation—on a world
line as follows.

Proposition. Let p: R — M be a parametrization of the world line C.
Then one of the following two possibilities occurs:
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(i) a < g if and only if p(«) is earlier than p(5),
(i) a < f if and only if p(«) is later than p(3)
for all «, 8 € Domp.

Proof. p is a continuous function having values in T and defined on an
interval, thus its range is connected which means that the range of p is contained
either in T~ orin T .

(i) Suppose Ranp C T~ and select an arbitrary a from the domain of
p. Then {f € Domp| a<f} - T, 8 — % is a continuous function
defined on an interval, hence its range is contained in T or in T . Since
lim % =p(a) € T7 and T is open, we conclude that % €T,

B—a
which implies that p(8) — p(a) is in T, i.e. p(a) is earlier than p(B3) for all
a < pB.

(#) Similar considerations yield the desired result if Ranp C T .

Definition. A parametrization p of a world line is called progressive (regres-
sive) if oo < B implies that p(«) is earlier (later) than p(3) for all «, 8 € Domp.

A world line is considered oriented by progressive parametrizations. M

The reader easily verifies that the orientation is correctly defined: if p and ¢
are progressive parametrizations of a world line, then p~'og: R~ R is strictly
monotone increasing.

Note that the proposition holds and the definition can be applied also in case
of parametrizations that are defined on an oriented one-dimensional affine space.

2.1.4. If x and y are different points of a world line then they are timelike
separated.

Conversely, if  and y are timelike separated world points then there is a
world line C such that z,y € C. Indeed, the straight line passing through x
and y is such a world line. Note the important fact that there are many world
lines containing = and y:
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2.2. Proper time of world lines
2.2.1. The Lorentz form g includes the description of proper time progresses,

too. Let the occurrence y be later than x and recall the pseudolength |y—z| :=
V—9(y —z,y —x); then u:= é:i‘ is an absolute velocity value. The inertial

proper time between = and y is 7, (y — z) = |y — x| (which can be explained
by 1.3.2. and the similar formulae in the nonrelativistic case).

Take now a ‘world line’ consisting of two consecutive nonparallel straight line
segments (according to our present definition, such a line is not a world line
because it is not differentiable at one point, that is why we put the quotation
mark; we use such broken world lines for our heuristic consideration and later
we permit them by a precise definition, t0o). Let z be the breaking point, let x
be earlier than z, z earlier than y. Then we measure the time passed between
x and y along the broken world line by the sum of the time passed along the
straight line segments: |z — x| + |y — z|.

The generalization to a broken world line consisting of several straight line
segments is trivial.

Let now C be an arbitrary world line, =,y € C, =z is earlier than y. It is
intuitively clear that we can approximate the time passed between x and y
along C by the time passed along broken lines approximating C.

Take a progressive parametrization p of the world line C. Then an approxi-
mation of the time passed between z and y along C has the form

3

S [plans) — pla)|

k=1

which ‘nearly equals’

Ip(o) (g1 — ag)-

k=1

We recognize an integral approximating sum. This suggests the following
definition (the reader is asked to study Section VI.7).

Definition. Let = and y be timelike separated world points or x =y. If C
is a world line passing through = and y (i.e. z,y € C) then

Y

to(z,y) ::/\dC\

T

is called the time passed between x and y along C.
The time passed between x and y along a straight line is called the inertial
time between x and y and is denoted by t(x,y). m
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We emphasize that the integral formula for the time passing along a world
line is a definition and not a statement.

Evidently,
ly — x| if x is earlier than y,

tlo) = {

—|y — x| if y is earlier than z.

2.2.2. The time passed between two world points along different world lines
can be different. The longest time passes along the inertial world line:

Proposition. Let = be a world point earlier than the world point y. If C
is a world line containing z and ¥y then

tc(l‘,y) < t(.’l?,y)

and equality holds if and only if C is a straight line segment between x and y.

Proof. Let z € C be a world point which is earlier than y and later than z.
Then the reversed triangle inequality (V.4.10) results in t(z, z)+t(z,y) < t(z,y),
where equality holds if and only if z is on the straight line passing through x
and y. As a consequence, the time passed between z and y along a broken
line (defined to be the sum of times passed along the corresponding straight line
segments) is smaller than the inertial time between x and y. The definition of
tc(x,y) as an integral involves that tc(z,y) can be obtained as the infimum of
times passed between x and y along broken lines.

2.2.3. We call attention to the fact that in our customary illustration the
same time period passed along different inertial world lines is represented, in
general, by segments of different lengths.
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The same length corresponds to the same time period on two inertial world
lines if and only if the two illustrating straight lines have the same inclination
to the two lines of L™ :

2.3. World line functions

2.3.1. Definition. Let C be a world line, z, € C. Then the mapping
C—T, x = to(zo, )

is called the proper time of C starting from z,. ®

Since every tangent vector x # 0 of the world line C is timelike i.e. |x| # 0,
according to Proposition VI.7.5, the inverse of the proper time,

r: T—M

defined by
r(tc(ze,2)) = (x € C)

and having the property
to(wo,7(t)) =t (t € Domr)

is a progressive parametrization of C, called the proper time parametrization of
C starting from x,. We know that for all ¢ € Domr

r(t) € 7(t) is future directed timelike,

T )
moreover, Proposition VI.7.5 implies

(@) = 1;
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all these mean that
r(t) € V(1) (t € Domr).

2.3.2. According to the previous considerations, if C is a world line then
there is a parametrization r: T — M of C (i.e. r is defined on an interval, is
twice differentiable, its range is C) such that 7(¢t) € V(1) for all ¢t € Domr.

From the properties of integration on curves we derive that

r(y)
to(e,y) = / F(E)]dt =~ (y) — ) (2).

ri(x)

As a consequence, if r; and ry are parametrizations with the above property
then there is a t, € T such that Domrs = t, + Domr; and ro(t) = r1(t — to)
(t € Domrsy).

Indeed, choosing an element z, of C and putting t, := 75 ' (o) — 1] *(20)
we get ri'(z) = ry '(x) — t, which gives the desired result with the notation
t:=ry"(2).

2.3.3. Our results suggest how to introduce the notion of world line functions
which allows us to admit piecewise differentiability as in the nonrelativistic case.

Definition. A function r: T »— M is called a world line function if
(i) Domr is an interval,
(i1) r is piecewise twice continuously differentiable,
(4ii) 7(¢) isin V(1) for all ¢ € Domr where r is differentiable.
A subset C of M is a world line if it is the range of a world line function.
The world line function r and the world line Ranr is global if Domr = T.
|

2.3.4. If r is a world line function then differentiating the constant mapping
t— 7(t) - 7(t) = —1 defined on the differentiable pieces of Domr we get that

S
ToT’

Mt) () =0, ie  i(t)e

and the same is true for right and left derivatives where r is not differentiable.
The functions 7: T — V(1) and #: T — 11‘()% can be interpreted as the
absolute velocity and the absolute acceleration of the material point whose history
is described by 7.
That is why we call the elements of V(1) absolute velocity values and the

spacelike elements in %@T absolute acceleration values.
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2.3.5. Recall that V(1) is a three-dimensional smooth submanifold of M.
The elements of {v € % ’ 0<v?< 1} will be called relative velocity values;
later we shall see the motivation of this name.

Note the following important facts.

(i) Absolute velocity values are future directed timelike vectors of cotype T.
They do not form either a vector space or an affine space. The pseudo-length of
every velocity value is 1. There is no zero velocity value. Velocity values have
no angles between themselves.

(ii) Relative velocity values are spacelike vectors of cotype T. They do not
form a vector space. The magnitude of a relative velocity value (see 1.3.3) is a
real number less than 1. A relative velocity can be smaller than another; there is
a zero relative velocity value. If w € V(1) then {v € 8| |v| <1} is an open
ball in a three-dimensional Euclidean vector space and it consists of relative
velocity values. The angle between such relative velocities makes sense.

(ii1) Absolute acceleration values are the spacelike vectors of cotype T ® T.
The magnitude of an acceleration value is meaningful, it is an element of % An
acceleration value can be smaller than another; there is a zero acceleration value.
If we V(1), then Tsoﬁ is a three-dimensional Euclidean vector space consisting
of acceleration values. The angle between such acceleration values makes sense.

The absence of magnitudes of absolute velocity values means that ‘quickness’
makes no absolute sense; it is not meaningful that a material object exists more
quickly than another. An absolute velocity value characterizes somehow the
tendency of the history of a material point. Masspoints can move slowly or
quickly relative to each other.

2.4. Classification of world lines

2.4.1. We would like to classify the world lines as we did it in the nonrela-
tivistic case. The notion of an inertial world line is straightforward. However,
uniformly accelerated world lines and twist-free world lines give us some trouble.

If we copied the nonrelativistic definition, i.e. we required that the acceler-
ation of a world line function r be constant, ¥ = a, where a is a spacelike
element of %, then there would be a ¢ € V(1) such that 7(t) = ¢ + at
(t € Domr). Since 7 and 7 are g-orthogonal, ¢+ at and a are g-orthogonal:
c-a+lal’t =0 for all t € Domr which implies a = 0. There would be no

uniformly accelerated world lines except the inertial ones.

The problem lies in the fact that the momentary absolute acceleration values
of a world line belong to the subspace g-orthogonal to the corresponding abso-
lute velocity value; if the velocity value changes then the corresponding subspace
changes as well: changing velocity involves changing acceleration.
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Nevertheless, we do not have to give up the notion of uniform acceleration.
We have established a natural mapping between two subspaces g-orthogonal to
two absolute velocity values: the corresponding Lorentz boost (see 1.3.8). Then
we may require that the world line function r is uniformly accelerated if #(s) is
mapped into 7(¢) by the Lorentz boost from 7(s) to 7(t).

A similar requirement for |:—| leads us to twist-free world line functions.

2.4.2. Definition. A twice continuously differentiable world line function r
and the corresponding world line is called
(i) dnertial if ¥ =0,
(ii) uniformly accelerated if L(i(t),7(s)) - #(s) = #(¢) for all t,s € Domr,
(idi) twist-free if |[i#(¢)|L(7(s),7(t)) - i(s) = |#(s)|i*(t) for all £,s € Domr. m

It is quite evident that a twice continuously differentiable world line function
r is inertial if and only if there are an z, € M and a u, € V(1) such that

r(t) = To + Uot (t € Domr).

2.4.3. Let r be a twice continuously differentiable world line function and
put
u:=7:T— V(1).

If 7 is uniformly accelerated, then, by definition,

(u(t) + u(s)) (u(t) - i(s))
1—u(t) u(s)

u(s) — = u(t) (t,s € Domr). (%)

Fix an s € Domr, put u, :=u(s) € V(1) and a, :=4(s) € %‘Q% to obtain
the following first-order differential equation for w:

U =a,+

Unfortunately, it is rather complicated.

Another differential equation can be derived, too, by using u(s)-4(s) = 0 and
observing that |#| = |@| =: a is constant (the Lorentz boosts are g-orthogonal
maps). We obtain the equality

(u(t) +u(s)) (u(t) —u(s)) - u(s)

u(s) —u(t) = 1—u(t) - u(s)

from (x); dividing it by s — ¢t and letting s tend to t we get the extremely
simple second-order differential equation

i = a’u
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whose general solution has the form

u(t) = uocoshat + “sinhat (teT),  (+)

where u, € V(1), a, € %, lao| = a.

Equality (**) has been derived from (*). It is not hard to see that t +— wu(t)
defined by (*x) satisfies (%), i.e. (%) and (s*) are equivalent.

Finally, a simple integration results in the following.

Proposition. function r is uniformly accelerated if and only if there are an

zo €M, a u, € V(1) and an a, € 1?%% such that

sinh|a,|t cosh|a,|t — 1

r(t) = zo + uo o 5 (t € Domr).
|ao| \ao|
\la:/
X Uo

2.4.4. If the twice differentiable world line function r is twist-free, then

there are u, € V(1), n, € S%, |no| = 1 such that for u := r the following
differential equation holds:

i = il <n0 N CRaICRD) ”°)> .

1—u-u,

The method applied to uniformly accelerated world line functions to derive
another differential equation works here as well. The reader is asked to perform
the calculations to obtain

wlal* = difaf’ - a(a - i),

.12 U U ..

provided that 4 is nowhere zero.

or
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2.5. World horizons

2.5.1. The light signals starting from a world point x are in x + L™,
masspoints existing in z continue their existence in x+ T : every phenomenon
occurring in x can influence only the occurrences in z+(T7UL™), the futurelike
part of spacetime with respect to x.

Conversely, only the occurrences in 2+ (T~ UL*) can influence an occurrence
in z.

Consider a world line C. If z + (T~ UL™) does not intersect C, then an
occurrence in x cannot influence the masspoint whose history is described by C;
in other words, the masspoint cannot have information about the occurrence
in . That is why we call

{reM|Cn(z+(T7UL?)) =0} ={zeM| (C—2)n(T7UL”)=0}

the indifferent region of spacetime with respect to C.

It can be shown that it is a closed set (Exercise 2.7.3) whose boundary is
called the world horizon of the world line C.

Obviously the indifferent region is void if and only if the world horizon is void.

2.5.2. Consider a world line function r. Then a world point z is not
indifferent to the corresponding world line if and only if there is a ¢ € Domr
such that 7(¢) —z € T~ UL™ ie.

and

for an arbitrary u € V(1).

2.5.3. The world horizon of an inertial world line is empty.
Indeed, take the inertial world line x, + u, ® T, an arbitrary world point x
and look for t € T satisfying

(7o +uot — x)* <0,
Uo - (To + Ut — ) < 0.

Since (zo — x)° = |Tu, - (0 — 2)|° — |to - (x — )|*, the inequalities can be
written in the form

|7Tuo : ('ro _'r)|2 - |t_u0 : (330 _$)|2 <0,

t—u, - (zo — ) >0
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they are satisfied for every
t>u, (xo — ) + |Ta, - (To — ).
2.5.4. The indifferent region of spacetime with respect to the uniformly

accelerated global world line described by

sinh|a,|t cosh|a,|t — 1
+a,

t— xo + u, (teT)

|a| lao|?

{z e M|(|ao|uo + ao) - (o —x) > 1}. (%)

indifferent region

Indeed, according to 2.5.2, the world point x is not indifferent if and only if
there is a t for which

, sinh?at  (coshat — 1)? sinhat coshat — 1

x° — — + 5 +2u, - +2a, - z——— <0,
a a a o

sinhot

Uy * T — <0
e
where
T =T, — T, = lal.

The second inequality holds if ¢ is large enough.
The first inequality can be written in the form

inhat — coshat + 1 hat — 1
:c2—|—2u0~msma coshot + —|—2(a0-:1:—|—au0-:c—1)cos+§0.
a a

Since sinhat—coshat tends to zero and coshat tends to plus infinity as ¢ tends
to plus infinity, we see that if (@, -+ au-x—1) < 0 then both inequalities hold
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for t large enough, i.e. an z out of the set (x) is not indifferent with respect
to the world line.

Take now an z in the set (*) such that u,-x = 0. Then x is a nonzero
spacelike vector, thus =2 > 0 and we see that the previous inequality does not
hold for any t because coshat —1 > 0: =z is indifferent with respect to the
world line.

To end the proof, note that au,+a, is a lightlike vector, hence x is indifferent
if and only if z + A(au, + a,) is indifferent for some A € T. Choose A in such
a way that wu, - (aco —z— Mau, + ao)) =0.

2.6. Newtonian equation

2.6.1. Recall that now the measure line of masses is T* = %. Since accel-
eration values are elements of m’% and ‘the product of mass and acceleration

equals the force’, the force values are elements of T* ® % = ToTeT = T
moreover, we take into account that the momentary acceleration value of a mass-
point is g-orthogonal to the corresponding velocity value. In what follows, from
the dynamical point of view, it is convenient to denote absolute velocity values
by z.
Thus we accept that a force field is a differentiable mapping
*
f: MxVQ1)— M

such that
- f(x,@)=0 ((z,4) € Dom f).

The history of the material point with mass m under the action of the force
field f is described by the Newtonian equation

mi = f(z, &)

i.e. the world line function modelling the history is a solution of this differential
equation.

2.6.2. Some of the most important force fields in special relativity, too,
can be derived from potentials; e.g. the electromagnetic field. However, the
gravitational field cannot be described by a potential; this problem will be
discussed later (Chapter III).

A potential is a twice differentiable mapping

K: M— M*

(in other words, a potential is a twice differentiable covector field).
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The field strength corresponding to K is DA K: M — M* A M* (the
antisymmetric or exterior derivative of K, see VI.3.6).

The force field f has a potential (is derived from a potential) if

— there is an open subset O C M such that Dom f = O x V (1),

— there is a potential K defined on O such that

flz, ) =F(z)- & (x € 0,2 € V(1))

where F:=DA K.
It is worth mentioning: F'(x) is antisymmetric, hence & - F(z) - & = 0, as it
must be for a force field.

2.6.3. In the nonrelativistic spacetime model a force field can be independent
of either of its variables, in particular, it can be a constant map. In the present
case, on the contrary, a nonzero force field cannot be independent of velocity, in
particular, it cannot be a constant map.

We could try to define a constant force field in such a way that the correspond-
ing Lorentz boosts map its values into each other, i.e. f would be constant if
L(i',2) f(x,z) = f(x,2') for all possible z, & and i’. However, such a nonzero
field cannot exist (Exercise 2.7.5): there is no nonzero special relativistic constant
force field!

2.7. Exercises

1. Prove that the uniformly accelerated world line function given in 2.4.3
satisfies
Ao 9 3
r(t) = 2o + uot + ?t + ordo (¢°).

2. Let u, € V(1), a, € ﬂgé% and f: T — T a continuously differentiable

function defined on an interval. Demonstrate that the world line function r for

which
f:uo\/BQ"‘l'i'aoB

holds is twist-free.
3. The indifferent region of spacetime with respect to the world line C has
the complement

U {z+ (T UL")}.

zeC

Using L™ 4+ T~ = T~ show that it equals

U {z+ 13

zeC
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which, being a union of open sets, is open. Consequently, the indifferent part of
spacetime with respect to C is closed.

4. Let r be a global world line function and put w := 7. Prove that the
world horizon of the corresponding world line is empty if one of the following
conditions holds:

() there exist lim u(t),

t—oo

(#) w is periodic, i.e. there is a t, > 0 such that w(t+t,) = u(t) for all
tecT.

(Hint: (i) V(1) is closed, hence the limit belongs to it. (i) Put z, :=
fot" u(t)dt, u,:= é—zl and consider the inertial world line r(t,) + u, ® T.)

5. Let s: V(1) = M be a function such that

u-s(u)=0 and s(u'):=L(u, u)-s(u) (u',u € V(1)).

Prove that s = 0. (Hint: L(u”,v) - L(u/,u) - s(u) = L(u”,u) - s(u) must
hold; applying Proposition 1.3.9 find appropriate u” and w’ for a fixed u in
such a way that the equality fails.)

3. Observers and synchronizations
3.1. The notions of an observer and its space

3.1.1. In most of the textbooks one says that special relativity concerns
only inertial observers, treating of noninertial observers is possible only in the
framework of general relativity. We emphasize that this is not true.

The difference between special relativity and general relativity does not lie in
observers which is evident from our point of view: spacetime models are defined
without the notion of observers; on the contrary, observers are defined by means
of spacetime models.

Noninertial observers are right objects in the special relativistic spacetime
model. Inertial observers and noninertial observers differ only in the level of
mathematical tools they require. Inertial observers remain in the nice and sim-
ple framework of affine spaces while the deep treatment of noninertial observers
needs the same mathematical tools as the treatment of general relativistic space-
time models: the theory of pseudo-Riemannian manifolds.

We can repeat word by word what we said in 1.3.1.1 to motivate the following
definition.

Definition. An observer is a smooth map U: M — V(1) whose domain is
connected.

If DomU = M, the observer is global.

The observer is called inertial if it is a constant map. ®
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V(1) is a subset of ; differentiability (smoothness) of a map from M into
V(1) means differentiability (smoothness) of the map from M into M.

3.1.2. Let U be an observer. Integral curves of the differential equation
(x: T— M)? & =U(x)

are evidently world lines.

The maximal integral curves of this differential equation will be called U -
lines.

As in the nonrelativistic case,

M
Ay =DU-U: M —_
vi=DU-U: M= o

is the acceleration field corresponding to U.

3.1.3. Again we can repeat the arguments confirming that the space of an
observer is the set of its maximal integral curves.

Definition. Let U be an observer. Then Sy, the set of maximal integral
curves of U, is the space of the observer U or the U -space. R

Again a maximal integral curve of U is called a U -line if considered to be
a subset of M and it is called a U -space point if considered to be an element
of SU

Cy(x) will stand for the (unique) U -line passing through z; we say that
Cy(z) is the U -space point that = is incident with.

It can be shown that, in general, the U -space can be endowed with a smooth
structure in a natural way, thus limits, differentiability, etc. will make sense.
However, in this book we avoid the general theory of smooth manifolds, that is
why, in general, we do not deal with the structure of observer spaces. Later the
spaces of some special observers, important from the point of view of applications,
will be treated in detail.

Because of the absence of absolute synchronization, here we cannot classify
observers as in 1.3.2.1.

3.2. The notions of a synchronization and its time

3.2.1. Now synchronizations play a nontrivial role, in contrast to the nonrel-
ativistic case. Of course, we can repeat the arguments in 1.3.3.1 that a synchro-
nization is an equivalence relation having the property that different occurrences
of any world line and light signal cannot be simultaneous.
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Thus,  and y cannot be simultaneous if y — x is timelike or lightlike.

Definition. A synchronization S is a smooth equivalence relation defined
on a connected open subset of spacetime such that every equivalence class is a
three-dimensional submanifold whose every tangent space is transversal to all
timelike and lightlike vectors. The set Ts of the equivalence classes is the time
of the synchronization S or the S -time. An everywhere defined synchronization
1s called global. W

An equivalence class of a synchronization is called a world surface; in partic-
ular, that of S is a S-surface if considered to be a subset of M and is called a
S -time point or S-instant if considered to be an element of Ts. According to
the definition, the tangent spaces of S-surfaces must be spacelike.

A S-surface consists of S -simultaneous occurrences. 7s(x) will stand for the
(unique) S -surface containing x.

The smoothness of a synchronization S, given on G C M, means the fol-
lowing: to every z € G there is a unique Ug(xz) € V(1) such that the tan-
gent space of the equivalence class (world surface) at x equals Syg(s); then
Us: M — V(1) ¢ M is required to be smooth.

3.2.2. We can prove, similarly to the corresponding assertion for world lines,
that if F is a world surface and = € F, then F\{z}—x C S consists of spacelike
vectors.

Consequently, if F is a world surface and C is a world line then CNF is
either void or contains a single element which we shall denote by C % F.

Definition. Let S§ be a synchronization, t,s € Tgs. We say that s is later
than ¢t (¢ is earlier than s) if there are x € ¢ and y € s such that y is later
than z. =

It cannot occur that both of ¢ and s are earlier than the other. Indeed,
let s,t and x,y be as in the definition. Then for all 3y’ € s, 2’ € t we have
y —2' = —y)+ (y—x)+ (x—2z'). Because of the properties of world surfaces,
y —y and x — 2’ are spacelike vectors. Thus, in view of Exercise V.4.22.2, if
y—ax € T (tisearlier than s) then y' —a’ &€ T (s is not earlier than t).

We easily find that ‘later’ is an ordering (a reflexive, antisymmetric and
transitive relation) on Ts. However, it need not be total: there can be ¢ and s
in Ts such that neither of them is later than the other:



180 II. Special relativistic spacetime models

P-instants

P A

We say that the synchronization S is well posed if the relation ‘later’ on Tg
is a total ordering.

It can be shown that every world point z, in the domain of S has a neigh-
bourhood such that the restriction of S onto this neighbourhood is well posed.
If C, is the Ug-line passing through z,, then {z € M| C, N7s(z) # 0} is such
a neighbourhood.

3.2.3. Definition. A reference frame is a pair (S, U) where S is a synchro-
nization and U is an observer having a common domain. H

A reference frame (S, U) splits a part of spacetime (its domain) into S-time
and U -space:

¢s,u: M— Ts x Sy, = (1s(x), Cu(x)).

3.2.4. It is worth mentioning that a synchronization determines an observer
uniquely but the contrary does not hold. For an observer U, in general, there
are no world surfaces whose tangent spaces at every x is Sy, (see 6.7.6.).

3.3. Global inertial observers and their spaces

3.3.1. Let us consider a global inertial observer; we shall refer to it by its
constant absolute velocity value w.

The observer space S,, is the set of straight lines directed by w; more closely,

Culz)=2+u®T:={r+ut]| teT}

which turns to be an affine space over S, , similarly to 1.4.2.
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Proposition. S,, the space of the inertial observer u, endowed with the
subtraction

qd —q:=my (2 — ) (' eq,xeq)

is an affine space over S,,. W

Proof. For the proof we have to show only that the subtraction is well defined:
if ¥ € ¢ and y € ¢, too, then m, - (2’ —x) = 7y - (¥ —y), which is evident. H

Recall that the restriction of the Lorentz form to S, , denoted by h,, is
positive definite: (S,,, T, h,,) is a Euclidean vector space. Thus we can say that
the space of a global inertial observer is a three-dimensional oriented Euclidean
affine space.

3.3.2. In the nonrelativistic model the spaces of different inertial observers
are different affine spaces over the same vector space, whereas here the spaces of
different inertial observers are different affine spaces over different vector spaces.
This very important fact gets lost in the usual treatments where every inertial
spaces are represented in the same way by triplets of numbers.

3.4. Inertial reference frames

3.4.1.

Definition. A synchronization is called affine if its world surfaces are parallel
affine hyperlanes in M. &

We have immediately:
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Proposition. A synchronization S is affine if and only there is a us € V(1)
such that the S-surfaces are hyperplanes directed by S, . ®

Such a synchronization is called the synchronization due to u, or u,-synchro-
nization and T,  will denote the corresponding time (the set of hyperplanes
directed by S, ).

3.4.2. Observers and synchronizations, in general, are complicated objects
in the relativistic spacetime model. Exceptions are inertial observers and affine
synchronizations.

Definition. An inertial reference frame consists of an affine synchronization
and a global inertial observer. H

Let u be a global inertial observer and let us take a global u, -synchronization;
the corresponding inertial reference frame will be denoted by (us,u).

In this reference frame the observer measure time periods between wu, -instants
by the proper time passed in the w-space points.

Let ¢t and s be two ug-instants, and let y and = be occurrences in ¢ and s,
respectively. If ¢ is the time period measured by w between s and ¢ then
ut + (x —y) € Sy, ie. us- (ut+ (z —y)) =0. Then we have

Proposition T, endowed with the subtraction

—Us - (y_x)
—Ug - U

(t — 8)y := (t,sETuS,yEt,xES)

is an affine space over T. W
Proof. For the proof we have to show only that the subtraction is well

defined i.e. does not depend on the choice of the occurrences in ¢ and s which
is evident. W
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3.5. Standard inertial frames

3.5.1.

Definition. A standard inertial frame is an inertial reference frame in which
the synchronization and the observer are given by the same absolute velocity
value. B

We shall refer to a standard inertial frame by the corresponding absolute
velocity value. Note that the same letter w can denote an observer, a syn-
chronization and a standard inertial frame; the actual role of u will always be
specified, thus, hopefully, we avoid misunderstandings.

3.5.2. In practice, synchronization is established nowadays by radio signals
(i.e. light signals). A chronometer ticks in the studio and at a determined tick
— let us call it 12 o’clock — emits a radio signal. Hearing the signal, we set our
clock. Of course, in principle, we do not set the clock to 12 because ‘some time
has elapsed between emission and reception’. The elapsed time is calculated
from the distance covered by the radio signal and from the velocity of light.
But this is a vicious circle: the velocity of light makes sense only with a given
synchronization. The right setting is that we establish a synchronization in which
one-way light speed equals the round-way speed.

It will be found that such a synchronization cannot be correct on the Earth,
being a uniformly rotating observer (see Exercise 6.9.11.). In the following we
investigate how this method works for an inertial observer.

3.5.3. Let us consider a global inertial observer w. A light signal is emitted
in a w-space point ¢ and, reflected in some other w-space point, it returns. Let
the occurrences of emission, reflection and return be z., y and x,, respectively.
Then there is an occurrence x and a time period t such that x. = x — ut,
z, = ¢ + ut. Thus, it takes 2t for the light signal to travel back and forth;
the one-way speed equals the two-way speed if x and y are defined to be
simultaneous.

x+ut
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Then y — (z — ut) and y — (z + ut) are lightlike vectors:

(y—(:ﬂ—ut))2:0, (y—(x+ut))2:0,
(y—x)° +2y—a) ut—t> =0, (y—x)° =2y —a) ut —t> =0,

which give
y—x €8Sy; in other words, y € x+ Sy.

We have obtained the affine synchronization due to w. Thus we have:

Proposition. The one-way speed of light equals the round-way speed only
in standard inertial frames. W

3.5.4. Note that the vector defined between the w-space points ¢’ and ¢
in 3.3.1. is the vector between arbitrary w-simultaneous occurrences of ¢’ and
q. Indeed, if 2’ € ¢’ and z € ¢ such that 2’ —x € S,, then 7, -(2'—2) =2'—=z.

3.6. Standard splitting of spacetime

3.6.1. Let us take a standard inertial frame w .
This inertial frame assigns to every world point 2 the w-time point 7, (z),
the set of world points u-simultaneous with x:

Tu(x) =  + Sy,
as well as the w-space point Cy(x) that z is incident with:
Cul@)=2+uxT.

It is worth listing the following relations regarding the affine structures of T,,
and of S, as well as the mappings 7,: M — T, and Cy,: M — Sy :
(i) (+8u) = (x+8Su)=-u-(y—2) (z,y €M),
(it) (x4+x+Su)=(r+Su) —u-x (xeM, eM),
(iii) x4+ Sy =y + Sy if and only if y — x is g-orthogonal to wu,
and
() (@ 4+u®T)—(24+u®T)="m, (2 —2x) (2',z e M),
(v) (4+x2)+uRT=(4+u®T)+ 7y, = (x e M, x € M),
(vi) z+u®T=2"4+u®T if and only if 2’ — x is parallel to u;
moreover,
(vii) (y+Su)N(z+uaT)={z+u(-u-(y—=))} (z,y € M)
or, in another form,
(Y+Su)*@+udT)=z+u(-u-(y— 1))
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3.6.2. It is trivial by the previous formulae (i) and (iv) that
Tu: M — Ty, T x+ Sy
is an affine map over 1, = —u and
Cu: M — Sy, r—rz+u®T

is an affine map over .

Definition.

€uw = (Tu,Cu): M = Ty X Sy, x> (x+ Sy, c4+uxT)

is the splitting of spacetime according to the standard inertial frame w .

Proposition. The splitting &, is an orientation preserving affine bijection
over the linear map &, = (7Tu, ™) (cf. 1.3.5) and

Eal(tq) = qrt (t € Tu, ¢ € Su).

3.6.3. We can simplify a number of formulae and calculations by choosing a
u-time point ¢, and a wu-space point ¢, and vectorizing u-time and U -space:
T, — T, t—=1t—1,,

Su _>Su7 q+—q—¢go-

Choosing t, and ¢, is equivalent to choosing a ‘spacetime reference origin’

0€M: {o} € goNto, Tu(0) =to, Cu(0) = go.
The pair (u,o0) is called a standard inertial frame with reference origin. We
can establish the vectorized splitting of spacetime due to (u,o0):

uo: M= TxS,, z+— (Tu(z) — 7u(0), Cu(z) — C’u(o)) =

=(-u-(z—0), my - (z—0)).
Thus, if O, denotes the vectorization of M with origin o then

§u7o = £u 0 O,.

3.7. Exercise

Choose the zero in R'™3 to be a reference origin for the standard reference
frame of the ‘basic observer’ (1,0) in the arithmetic spacetime model. Then the
vectorized splitting of spacetime is the identity map of R!*3.
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4. Kinematics
4.1. Motions relative to a standard inertial frame

4.1.1. Consider a standard inertial frame wu .

Take a world line function r.

Then the function 7, or: T — T, assigns w-time points to proper time
points of 7. This function is piecewise twice differentiable and its derivative

(Twor) =Ty 7=—-u-7

is everywhere positive (see 1.3.1). Consequently, 7, o 7 is strictly monotone
increasing, has a monotone increasing inverse

Zy 1= (Tuor)flz T, — T

which gives the proper time points of r corresponding to w-time points; more-
over, its derivative comes from the inverse of the derivative of 7, or:

5 = ; omz
w0 = e (t € Domzy,).

4.1.2. The history of a material point is described by a world line function r.
A standard inertial frame w perceives this history as a motion described by a
function r, assigning to w-time points the w-space points where the material
point is at that w-time point.

To establish this function, select a w-time point ¢; find the corresponding
proper time point z,(t) and the spacetime position 7(z,(t)) of the material
point; look for the w-space point Cy, (r(zu (t))) that the world point in question
is incident with.

Definition.
Pu: Tu—= Sy, b Cu(r(zu(t)) = r(zu(t) +u®T

is called the motion relative to u, or the u-motion, corresponding to the world
line function r.

4.1.3. The question arises whether the history, i.e. the world line function,
can be regained from the motion. Later a positive answer will be given (Sec-
tion 4.4).

4.1.4. Some formulae and calculations become simpler if we use a vectoriza-
tion of w-time and w-space, i.e. we introduce a reference origin o (see 3.4.3.).
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Then 7, 07 — 7y(0) = —u - (r —o): T — T is differentiable, its derivative
equals the derivative of 7,07, hence it is strictly monotone increasing, its inverse

Zuo = (—u- (1"—0))71: T—T

is monotone increasing as well and

1
Zuo(lt) = ——— t € Domzy, o).
o(t) “w 1 (as®) ( )
The motion relative to (u,0) is

Tuo: T Sy, t 1y (t) — Cyu(0) = Ty - (r(zu,o(t)) — 0).

4.2. Relative velocities

4.2.1. Proposition. Let u be a standard inertial frame and let r be a
differentiable world line function; then r,, is differentiable and

. 7
Ty = - — U | O 2y,
_u.’r‘

Proof. Recalling that C,: M — S,, is an affine map over m,, we obtain

d

T4 (t) = &C’u (r(zu(t))) = T - 7 (2 (1)) Zu(t);

then taking into account the formula in 4.1.1 for the derivative of z,, we easily
find the desired equality. ®

It is evident that, choosing a reference origin o, we have

. T
Tu,0 = (u i u) 0 Zu,o-

4.2.2. Since 1, describes the motion, relative to the standard inertial frame
u, of a material point, 7, is the relative velocity function of the material point.
This suggests the following definition.

Definition. Let uw and u' be elements of V(1). Then

u/

Ywe S T w
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is called the standard relative velocity of w' with respect to w.

Proposition. For all u,u’ € V(1)
(1) Vo isin S
(1) Uy = —Vya if and only if w =u’,

(i61) [ownl® = [vuw|* =1 - Gz < L.

Proof. (i) is trivial, (¢4) is demonstrated by a simple calculation.
To show (%) suppose

u’ u ,
;U= / U
—u-u —u'-u

multiply the equality by w to have
-1

—u' -u

—u - u, (w -u)’ =1.

According to the reversed Cauchy inequality (see 1.3.1) this is equivalent to
u=u'. ®

Earlier we obtained that S, and S, are different if and only if w # u’ and
in this case Uy @ T (Vg ® T) is a one-dimensional linear subspace in S,
(Su), orthogonal to S, NS, (see 1.3.7) which offers an alternative proof of

(i).

4.2.3. Let us take now two standard inertial frames with constant velocity
values w and 4. Then vy, and v, are the relative velocities of the observers
with respect to each other. Then (i) of the previous proposition implies that
Uy = 0 if and only if w = u’. Moreover, (it) says that in contradistinction to
the nonrelativistic case and to our habitual ‘evidence’, the relative velocity of u'
with respect to u 1is not the opposite of the relative velocity of w with respect to
u', except the trivial case u = u’'.

It is worth emphasizing this fact because in most of the textbooks one takes it
for granted that v/, and —wv.. are equal: ‘if an observer moves with velocity
v relative to another then the second observer moves with velocity —v relative
to the first one’. This comes from the fact that vectors are given there by
components with respect to convenient bases and then the components of v,rq,
and 44 become opposite to each other.

The reason of nonequality of v,/ and —wv.,. is that the spaces of different
inertial observers are affine spaces over different vector spaces.

However, we have a nice relation between the two vector spaces in question:
the Lorentz boost from u to w' maps S, onto S, in a natural way and maps
V' N0 — V-

Having the equality

L(u/ ) vy = —Vyarr
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(see 1.3.8), we already know how to choose bases in S,, and in S, to get the
mentioned usual relation between the components of relative velocities: take an
arbitrary ordered basis (e1, ez, e3) in S, and the basis (e} := L(u’,u) - €;]i =
1,273) in S, . Now

3

3
if Vs, = E v'e;, then V) = E (—v")el.
i=1

i=1

4.2.4. We often shall use the equalities

, 1
- U = —
/ 2
1-— |’Uu/u|
and
/ U+ Uy
u =

V1= gl

deriving from 4.2.2 (éi7) and (i) and from the definition of vqs,.

4.2.5. The relative velocities in the nonrelativistic spacetime model form
a Fuclidean vector space. Here the relative velocities with respect to a fixed

u € V(1) form the unit open ball in the Euclidean vector space ST“ :
S
By = {v € % lv|* < 1}.

The set of all relative velocities is |J B, a complicated subset of %7
ueV(1)
which does not admit a vector space structure.

4.3. Addition of relative velocities

4.3.1. As a consequence of the structure of relative velocites, ‘addition of
relative velocities’ is not a vector addition, i.e. if u, w', w” are different
elements of V(1) then—in contradistinction to the nonrelativistic case—we have

Vu''u 7é Vy'a + Uy

The left-hand side is an element of ST"; the right-hand side is the sum of

elements in % and in ST“ which indicates that they cannot be, in general,
equal.
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We might think that the convenient Lorentz boost helps us, i.e. we get an
equality if vyrq is replaced with L(w,w') - Uy ; however,

Vu''u 7é L(u, ’LL/) Uy’ + Vu'u
because the length of the vector on the right-hand side can be greater than 1.
4.3.2. Nevertheless, the relative velocity on the left hand side of the above

inequality is a linear combination of the relative velocities on the right hand side.
For the sake of brevity, let us introduce the notations

V' = vy, V= L(u, ) Uy, U= Vg,
1 1
a=—u u=—— fi=—-u"U=———r,
V1=v|? V1=]v|?
7':—u”~u=;=a5(1+v~v’)
1— |,v//|2

Then we obtain by straightforward calculations that

o = By Bt

!
v,
ol (14 )

4.3.3. If v’ is parallel to v, we get the most frequently cited Einstein formula

v+
1t o] o

"

4.4. History regained from motion

4.4.1. Given a motion relative to a standard inertial frame w, i.e. a piecewise
twice differentiable function m: T, ~— S,, can we determine the corresponding
world line function r such that m = r,”?

Since 17, = Cy 07024 and 7, o7 is the inverse of z,, we have

(I, Tu) = (Twor 024, Cyuor02y) =8, 0702y
Consequently, given the motion m,

ri=¢&," o(ly,,m)oz,"
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will be the corresponding world line function.
Similarly, if the vectorized motion m: T — S, is known, then

-1

ri= 51:,17 ° (IT’ m) © Zu,0

is the required world line function which can be given by a simple formula:

to+m (255 (t) + uzuo(t).

4.4.2. The previous formulae are not satisfactory yet because z, and zy,
are defined by w and (u,0) together with the world line function r to be found;
we have to determine them—or their inverse—from wu, (u,0) and the motion
m or m.

Equalities in 4.1.1 and 4.1.4 result in

@) = (@) =——
L~ |rinf? 1~ ||’

1 1

m and m are given functions, hence z, o

simple integration.

and z, , can be obtained by a

4.4.3. Let us consider the ‘basic reference frame’ (1,0) with reference origin
(0,0) in the arithmetic spacetime model (see Exercise 3.5). A motion is given
by a function m: R — R3. Let h: R — R be a primitive function of L

Vi=|m|?’
Then R — RxR3, ¢+ (h(t),m(h(t))) is the world line function regained from
the motion m.

4.5. Relative accelerations

Let r be a world line function and let uw be a standard inertial frame. Then
T4 1s twice differentiable and a differentiation of the equality in 4.2.1 yields

. 1 TRu\ .
Tu = P 1M+ - T | OZy.
(u.'r-) —-u-r

If a reference origin o is chosen as well, 7, is given by a similar formula,
with 2y, instead of z,.

We see that, in contradistinction to the nonrelativistic case, the relative
acceleration does not equal the absolute one. Of course, the relative acceleration

. . . S:
takes values in %&r, the absolute acceleration takes values in Té&).
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4.6. Some particular motions

4.6.1. Take the inertial world line function

r(t) = 2o + Uol (teT) (x).
Consider a standard inertial frame wu.
Then
. 1
Py = —————
—u - U,

(see 4.1.1) from which we get immediately

t—t,

=0 =2,

for some ¢, € T,, Consequently (see 3.4.1(v)),

t—t, .
ru(t) = (1’o+uow> +U®T=($O+U®T)+M

t—ty) =
o 7u~uo< °)

=z, + U'u,ou(tL - to) (t € Tu)7

where ¢, =2, +u ®T is the w-space point that z, is incident with.

This is a uniform and rectilinear motion.

Conversely, suppose that we are given a uniform and rectilinear motion rela-
tive to the inertial frame, i.e. there area ¢ € S,, a t, € T,, anda v € ST“ such
that

ru(t) = g+ v(t —1to) (t € Ty).

Then letting x, denote the unique world point in the intersection of ¢ and
u+v

t, and putting wu, := , the world line function of form (x) gives rise to
Vi-|vl?

the given motion.

4.6.2. Take the uniformly accelerated world line function

sinh ot coshat — 1
r(t) = zo + Uo o + a, 5

o (teT)

where « := |a,|; then

inhat
7(t) = uocoshat + a, S .
o

Consider a standard inertial frame w. The formulae will be more tractable
by choosing a reference origin 0. Then
Zuo(t) = —u- (r(t) —0) =
sinh ot coshat — 1

— —u- (1, —0) —u-u, —u-a, T (teT).
u-(z o)uua u-a 2 ( )
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Let us consider the special case u - a, = 0; then

arsinha%
Buolt) = ——o (te)
where to = —u - (1-0 _ O). Thus
t—t 142t
Tu70(t) = Ty - To — 0+ Uo 2 + a, (u-uo) =

u - U, o?

1+ 320t —to)2 — 1

72 (teT),

= Qo + vuau(t - to) + bo

where

Qo := Ty - (To — 0), b, == a, (1 — |'uuou|2)7 B2 = oz2(1 — |fvuou\2).

4.7. Standard speed of light

4.7.1. We wish to determine the motion of a light signal with respect to a
standard inertial frame. The procedure will be similar to that in Sections 4.1
and 4.2.

We introduce the notation

M
V(0) := {weT‘ w? =0, w®T+CLH}.

The elements of V(0) are future directed lightlike vectors of cotype T.
Though the notation is similar to V(1), observe a significant difference: if two
elements in V(1) are parallel then they are equal; on the other hand, if w is in
V(0) then aw, too, is in V(0) for all o € RT.

Let uw be a standard inertial frame. Let us consider a light signal F, i.e. a
straight line directed by a vector in V(0). The motion of the light signal with
respect to the observer is described by

fu: Ty — S, t— Fxt)+uxT

where F xt denotes the unique element in the intersection of the straight line F
and the hyperplane ¢.
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s fF

~ o)

If t,s € Ty, then t —s=—u-(Fxt—F*s) by the definition of the affine
structure of T,, (see 3.4.2); then we easily find that

t—
Fxt—Fxs=w 8,
—u - w

hence

w

Full) = Ful) = (Fxt = Fors) = (=2 )t ),

—Uu-w

Thus the light signal moves uniformly on a straight line relative to the ob-
server.

4.7.2. Definition. Let w € V(0) and u € V(1). Then

w

Vo ' = —u

—u - w
is the standard relative velocity of w with respect to u.

Proposition. w,,, is an element of ST“ and
|V | = 1. [ ]

Observe that given an arbitrary w, the lightlike vectors w and aw have the
same relative velocities with respect to w.

We do not define the relative velocity of w with respect to w.

According to the previous proposition, the magnitude of the standard relative
velocity is the same number, namely 1, for every light signal and every inertial
observer.
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Thus we obtained explicitly that the given synchronization procedure of in-
ertial observers by light signals does result in the one-way speed of light being
equal the two-way speed.

4.7.3. Recall that relative velocity values have magnitude but two relative
velocity values need not have an angle between themselves; however, relative
velocities with respect to the same element of V(1) do form an angle.

Now we look for the relation between certain angles formed by relative velocity
values. The physical situation is similar to that in 1.6.2.3. A car is going on a
straight road and it is raining. The raindrops hit the road and the car at different
angles relative to the direction of the road. What is the relation between the two
angles? Now we can treat another question, too, considering instead of raindrops
light beams (continuous sequences of light signals) arriving from the sun.

Let uw and v’ be different elements of V(1) (representing the absolute
velocity values of the road and of the car, respectively). If w is an element
of V(1)U V(0) (representing the absolute velocity value of the raindrops or the
absolute direction of the light beam), w # u, w # v/, then

"Uwu’| |v'u.'u,’|

Vwu * Vu'u

, ¢'(w) := arccos
[Vwu| [Vural

f(w) := arccos

are the angles formed by the relative velocity values in question. A simple
calculation verifies that

[Pl oog o' (w) + [V

|'Uwu‘ |ku‘

O(w) = .
cos f(w) 1+ |V | [V | cos 0 (w)

If we V(0) then |[Vyw| = |Vww|=1 and

cos f(w) = c0s 0’ (w) + |Vua |
1+ [y | cos O (w)

This formula is known as the aberration of light: two different inertial ob-
servers see the same light beam under different angles with respect to their
relative velocities; the angles are related by the above formula.

4.8. Motions relative to a nonstandard inertial reference frame
4.8.1. Consider an inertial reference frame (us,u). Take an inertial world

line C directed by w’ € V(1). The corresponding history of a material point is
described by the reference frame as a motion T, — S, .
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Let ¢,s be T,, -instants. The material point at s and at ¢ meets the u-
space points ¢ and p; let x and y be the occurrences of meetings, respectively.
Thus, the velocity of this motion is

o _p—q _ m-(y—x) , Tuw

u (us,u) (t*s)u 7us.(y7x) 7'U,S'u/
(—u-u)(—us - u)

!

= Vu'u
—Ug - U

where, of course, v, is the standard velocity of u’ with respect to w.
The motion of an inertial material point with respect an arbitrary inertial
reference frame is rectilinear and uniform.

4.8.2. The same formula holds for a light signal directed by w:

(- w)(—u, - w)

Vw(us,u) = Vwu U W
—Ug -

To make our result more apparent, we write

U+ vsng
— 2
v 1—vz

where ns; and m,, are unit vectors of cotype T in the w-space, indicating the
‘direction of the synchronization’ and the direction of the path of the light signal,
and v is a read number describing how much the inertial reference frame (us,u)
deviates from a the standard one. Then we have

Ug = W =U+ TNy,

1 —vng - ny

v =
w(us,u) wu m

The one-way light speed is different in different directions (except the standard

case vs = 0); the least value is ﬁ , the greatest one is ﬁ .

4.9. Exercises

1. Treat the motion, relative to inertial reference frames, corresponding to an
arbitrary world line function r.

2. Estimate the one-way light speed from Budapest to London and from
London to Budapest (distance: 1450 km) if the synchronization is established
in such a way that the standard 12 o’clock in London and the standard 12,0005
o’clock in Budapest are simultaneous.
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5. Some comparisons between different spaces and times
5.1. Physically equal vectors in different spaces

5.1.1. It is an important fact that the spaces of different global inertial
observers are affine spaces over different vector spaces. Thus it has no meaning,
in general, that a straight line segment (a vector) in the space of an inertial
observer coincides with a straight line segment (with a vector) in the space of
another inertial observer.

Let us consider two different global inertial observers with constant velocity
values u and u/, respectively. Their spaces are affine spaces over S, and S,
respectively. We know that S,, NS, is a two-dimensional subspace, orthogonal
t0 Vg and to Vyqy-

If a vector between two points in the w-space lies in S, NS,/ then we can
find two points in the u'-space having the same vector connecting them. We
have troubles only with vector outside this two-dimensional subspace.

To relate other vectors, too, we start from the rational agreement that ‘if
you move with respect to me in some direction in my space then I move with
respect to you in the opposite direction in your space’. This suggests that the
mathematically different vectors Avgr, in S, and —Avy,s in S, could be
considered the ‘same’ from a physical point of view for all A € T. More generally,
every vector in S, has the form

)\vu’u+q ()\ET7q€SuﬂSu/)
and every vector in S,/ has the form
)\/vuu/ + q/ (>\/ € T, q’ S Su n Su/).

The observers agree that two such vectors are considered to be the ‘same’ if
and only if
N=-X\ d=q

We have a nice tool to express this agreement: the Lorentz boost.

Definition. The vectors ¢’ in S, and q in S, are called physically equal
if and only if
Liu,u)-q=q". =

We emphasize that the equality of vectors in different observer spaces makes
no sense in general; we agreed to define it conveniently.

5.1.2. To be physically equal in different observer spaces, according to our
convention, is a symmetric relation, but is not a transitive relation.
Indeed, if ¢' = L(u/,u)-q then ¢ = L(u,u’) - q': the relation is symmetric.
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However, if u, v’ and w” are not coplanar, then there are q, ¢’ and ¢q” in
such a way that

q/:L(u/)u)'q, q”:L(UN,U/)~q/7
q" is not parallel to L(u”,u) - q

1

(Exercise 1.9.6); ¢’ is physically equal to g, q” is physically equal to q’, but
q" is not physically equal to g: the relation is not transitive.

In particular, ‘if a straight line in your space is parallel to a straight line in
my space and a line in his space is parallel to your line then his line need not be
parallel to mine’.

This is a rather embarrassing situation but there is no escape. The truth of
the common sense that the standard relative velocity of an observer with respect
to another is physically equivalent to the opposite of the other standard relative
velocity and the transitivity of parallelism exclude each other.

5.2. How to perceive spaces of other reference frames?

5.2.1. In 5.1.1 an agreement is settled what equality—in particular, parallel-
ism—of vectors in different observer spaces means.

Now the question arises how a straight line segment in the space of an inertial
observer is perceived by another observer. The question and the answer are
formulated correctly as follows (cf. 1.7.1.2). It is most important that the
perception does not depend only on the observer: the synchronization is involved,
too.

Let u, and u be standard inertial frames. Let H, be a subset (a geomet-
rical figure) in the wu,-space (this is independent of any synchronization). The
corresponding figure perceived by the reference frame uw at the w-instant ¢t—
called the trace of H, at t in S, —is the set of w-space points that coincide at
t with the points of H,:

{gxt+u®T| qgcHy}

where ¢ xt denotes the unique world point in the intersection of the line ¢ and
the hyperplane ¢.
Introducing the map

P;: Sy, = Su, g gxt+u®T

we see that the trace of H, at ¢ equals P,[H,]. It is quite easy to see (recall the
definition of subtraction in the observer spaces) that
u-(g2—q
Piq) = Pilq) =@erxt—q*xt=q@—q +Uo% =
o

- Puuo : (Q2 - Q1)7
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where Py, is the projection onto S,, along u, ® T (see Exercise 1.9.7).

t

Since the restriction of P, onto S, , denoted by A, is a linear bijection
between S,  and S,, P, is an affine bijection over A, .

5.2.2. We can easily find that
Ayu, ' g=q if qeS,NS,, ie. ifq is orthogonal to vy,

/ 2
Ay Vuu, = =\ 1 = [Vuu, | Vg

The linear bijection A, resembles the restriction onto S, of the Lorentz
boost L(u,u,); an essential difference is that it maps vy, N0 —vy . mul-
tiplied by a real number less than 1. Consequently, A,., is not an orthogonal
map; it does not preserve either lengths or angles which is illustrated as follows:

v,,,,o®'ll‘ “Vuu,®T

bV1_quuolz A e

5.2.3. Every figure in the u,-space is of the form ¢, + H,, where ¢, € S,
and H, C S,,; then Pigo + Ho] = Pi(qo) + Anyu,[Ho]. Consequently, the
perceived figure and the original one are not congruent, in general.

If L, is a straight line segment in the wu,-space, then its trace is a straight
line segment, too. However, the perceived segment and the original one are not
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parallel, in general: if L, is directed by the vector e,, L, = ¢, + Re,, then
P,[L,] is directed by Ay, - €o.
Ay, - € is parallel to e,, by definition, if there is a real number A such
that
Apu, - €0 = AL(u,u,) - e,

which occurs if and only if e, isin S, NSy, or in vy, ® T.

Thus a straight line segment L, in the wu,-space is perceived by w to be
parallel to L, if and only if L, is

— either orthogonal to Uy,

— or parallel to vy, -

5.2.4. Let L; and Ly be crossing straight lines in the u,-space. Then u
perceives at every w-instant that they are crossing straight lines. However, the
angle formed by L; and Ly and the angle formed by the perceived straight lines
differ, in general.

Let L; and Lo be directed by e; and es, respectively. If 6, denotes the
angle formed by L; and Ly then
[SATIRN 5]

50, = ————.
2T T ey Tea]

For the angle 6 perceived by u we have

cosf = (Auu, - €1) - (Auu, - €2) €080, — a1y

|Auu0 '61| |Auuo'62‘ N \/1 —a%\/l—ag’

where
u- ey €q
Qi =———F— =" - —
—(uo-u)ler] T ed|”
u - es €9
Qg = ——m——— = L
—(uo - u)lea] T Jeg

Thus 6 and 6, are equal if and only if a; = as = 0, i.e. if and only if both
e; and ey are orthogonal to the relative velocity vy, -

5.3. Lorentz contraction

5.3.1. A straight line segment orthogonal to the relative velocity vy, in the
U, -space is perceived by w as a straight line segment parallel to the original one
and having the same length.

A straight line segment parallel to the relative velocity 4., in the wu,-space
is perceived by u as a shorter straight line segment parallel to the original one.
This is the famous Lorentz contraction which will be detailed as follows.
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A straight line segment in the wu,-space can be represented by one of its
extremities and the vector between its extremities. Since parallel segments are
perceived in a similar way, we can consider only the vector e, € S, between
the extremities.

The perception of e, by u yields e := Ay, - €o. A simple calculation shows

that
(u- 60)2 2

|e\2 = |60|2 - 2 = |60‘2 — (Vuu, * €0)"

o

The perceived length, in general, is smaller than the proper one.

More closely, the perceived length equals the original one if and only if the
segment is orthogonal to the relative velocity; otherwise the perceived length is
smaller than the original one. The perceived length is the smallest if the segment
is parallel to the relative velocity:
|2

le] = [eo]\/1 — vy, if e, is parallel to Vg, .

5.3.2. One often says that the travelling length is smaller than the proper
(or rest) length: ‘a moving rod is contracted, becomes shorter’.

Then one continues: let us imagine two rods having the same proper length
and resting in the spaces of different observers; both observers will perceive the
other rod to be shorter than its own one.

A number of paradoxes can arise from this situation: ‘I say that your rod is
shorter then mine, you say that my rod is shorter than yours; which of us is
right?’

The paradox stems from the fact that usually one does not speak about
synchronizations. And the answer is: both of us are right if both of us apply our
different standard synchronizations. It is most important that the trace, as it
is defined, depends on a synchronization. The observer u is not obliged to use
its own standard synchronization; if it uses the wu,-synchronization then there
is no contraction.

We emphasize that the Lorentz contraction formula does not state any real
physical contraction at all.

5.3.3. Suppose you do not believe that the contraction is illusory and you
want determine experimentally which of us is right. The experiment seems
extremely simple: you catch my rod (which is moving relative to you) and having
stopped it you put it close to your one and then you will see which of them is
shorter.

We consider an ideal case: you seize the moving rod all at once so that it
stops instantaneously.
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Let us translate the situation into our mathematical language. My rod is
described by a line segment in the u,-space:

L, =qo + [07 l]eo

and e, is taken to be parallel to vy, -
Then the rod has the length (the proper length) d, := |e,| with respect to

u, and the length (the travelling length) d := /1 — |vyu, |>de perceived by w.
At a u-instant t the history of each point of the rod will be changed into an
inertial history with the velocity value w; then you get

L={gxt+u®T| g€ L.} =q+10,1]e,

where
g =q¢*t+u®T, e:= A(u,u,) - €.

The segment (the seized rod) L is in the w-space and has the length |e| = d,
the length of L, perceived by u.

5.3.4. You can relax: you showed that my rod is ‘really’ shorter than yours.
But then you think that I can execute a similar experiment to show that your
rod is ‘really’ shorter than mine. Again the same disturbing situation.

To solve the seeming contradiction, note that in your experiment your rod
continues to exist without any effect on it, while my rod is affected by your
seizure, and in my experiment your rod is affected. The seizure means a physical
change in the rod which causes contraction.

Let us analyze the problem more thoroughly.

(i) The rod resting in the w,-space moves relative to the standard inertial
frame w which perceives that the length of the rod is d. At a w-instant ¢ the
observer u seizes the rod, stops it, and discovers that this rod has the same
length d. According to u, the rod did not change length during the seizure, in
other words, the observer u sees the rod as rigid and this is well understandable
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from its point of view because the rod is stopped at an instant with respect to
u, i.e. every point of the rod stops simultaneously with respect to the standard
synchronization of w.

(4i) The rod rests in the w,-space. As wu seizes the rod, the observer w,
sees that the rod begins to move but not instantaneously with respect to wu,:
the points of the rod begin the movement at different wu,-instants! First the
backward extremity (from the point of view of the relative velocity of uw with
respect to u,) starts and then successively the other points, at last the forward
extremity. Evidently, u, sees the rod is not rigid, it contracts during the time
interval of seizure.

(éi1) The rod experiences that it moves relative to w which begins to stop it in
such a way that first the forward extremity (from the point of view of the relative
velocity of the rod (i.e. of u,) with respect to u) stops and then successively the
other points and at last the backward extremity. The rod experiences contraction
during the procedure of seizure.

We have examined three standpoints. Two of them concern inertial frames
and the third concerns a noninertial one.

5.3.5. The ideal case that every point of the rod changes its velocity abruptly
at a w-instant can be replaced by the more realistic one that every point of the
rod changes its velocity from u, to v during a w-time interval, as the following
Figure shows.

5.3.6. We emphasize again that ‘stopping instantaneously’ in the previous
explanation refers to a w-instant.

The reader is asked to analyze the problem that the rod is seized by w
instantaneously with respect to a w,-instant (i.e. every point of the rod is
stopped by w simultaneously with respect to the standard synchronization of
Uo).
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5.4. The tunnel paradox

5.4.1. Consider a train and a tunnel such that the proper length of the train
is greater than the proper length of the tunnel. Let the travelling train enter the
tunnel.

The observer resting with respect to the tunnel perceives Lorentz contraction
on the train, thus it sees that, if the velocity of the train is high enough, the
train is entirely in the tunnel during a time interval.

On the contrary, the observer resting with respect to the train perceives
Lorentz contraction on the tunnel, thus it experiences that the train is never
entirely in the tunnel.

Which of them is right? We know that both. However, it seems to be a very
strange situation because the observer resting with respect to the tunnel says
that ‘when the train is entirely inside the tunnel, I close both gates of the tunnel,
thus I confine the train in the tunnel, I am right and the observer in the train is
wrong’.

5.4.2. On the basis of our previous examination we can remove the paradox
easily.

In the assertion above ‘when’ means that the gates become closed simultane-
ously with respect to the tunnel.

From the point of view of the train the gates will not be closed simultaneously:
first the forward gate closes and later the backward gate. When the forward gate
closes, the forepart of the train is in the tunnel (the back part is still outside),
when the backward gate closes, the back part of the train is in the tunnel (the
forepart is already outside).

‘I confined the train in the tunnel’ means that the closed gates hinder the
train from leaving the tunnel. But how do they do this? The train is moving;
it must be stopped to be confined definitely in the tunnel: some apparatus in
the tunnel brakes the train or the train hits against the front gate which is so
strongly closed that it stops the train. In any case, as we have seen, stopping
means a real contraction of the train, consequently, it finds room in the tunnel;
however, then the train ceases to be inertial in all its existence, that is why the
assertion ‘I am never entirely in the tunnel’ (true for an inertial train) will be
false.

5.5. No measuring rods

5.5.1. A physical observer makes measurements in his space: measures
the distance between two points, the length of a line, etc. In practice such
measurements are based on measuring rods: one takes a rod, carries it to
the figure to be measured, puts it consecutively on convenient places ... One



5. Some comparison between different spaces and times 205

supposes that during all this procedure the rod is absolutely rigid: it remains a
straight line segment and its length does not change.

This assumption is justified nonrelativistically. But we have seen previously
that the rod when seized to be carried elsewhere changes its shape depending on
how it is moved: in the special relativistic spacetime model the absolute rigid
rod is not a meaningful notion.

5.5.2. Spacetime measurements in the nonrelativistic case are based on
chronometers (showing the absolute time) and measuring rods (that are ab-
solutely rigid).

Spacetime measurements in the special relativistic case are based on chrono-
meteres (showing their proper times) and light signals.

5.6. Time dilation

5.6.1. Recall that given an absolute velocity value w, w-time is an affine
space over T. Since T is oriented, later and earlier makes sense between w-
instants: ¢ is earlier than s (s is later than t¢) if s —¢ is positive.

A unique w-instant 7, (x) is assigned to every world point . Consequently,
we can decide which of two arbitrary world points is later according to .

The w-time interval between the world points x and y is

tu(z,y) == Tu(y) — Tu(z) = —u- (y —2).

The world point y is later than the world point x (z is earlier than y)
according to w if the w-time interval between = and y is positive.

Neither of x and y is later according to w if and only if they are simultaneous
according to u.

If y is futurelike with respect to x (i.e. if they are lightlike or timelike
separated) then y is later than x according to all inertial observers.

5.6.2. Fix two different world points x and y on an inertial world line with
absuolute velocity w’. Then t, (z,y) = |y — x| is the inertial time between x
and y, and y —z = u'ty (2, ).

Consequently, we have the following formula for the w-time interval between
x and y:

to (I, y)

tu(r,y) = —(u-u)tw (2,y) = ——=.
V1= Vg

ty(z,y) = tw(x,y) if and only if w = w'. In any other cases t,(z,y) is
greater than t., (x,y).
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5.6.3. Let us illustrate our result as follows.

Let us consider an inertial (pointlike) chronometer. Let 2 and y be the occur-
rences between which the chronometer measures one hour. An inertial observer,
moving relative to the chronometer, and using its own standard synchronization
perceives more than one hour between the occurrences. This is the famous time
dilation.

The chronometer and the observer move with respect to each other. In usual
formulations one considers that the observer is at rest and the chronometer is
moving and one says that ‘a moving clock works more slowly than a clock at
rest’.

Then one continues: let us imagine two clocks resting in the spaces of different
observers; both of them will perceive the other clock working more slowly.

A number of paradoxes can arise from this situation: ‘I say that your clock
works more slowly, you say that my clock works more slowly; which of us is
right?’

The paradox comes from the fact that usually one does not take the dif-
ferent synchronizations entering in the problem into account. The observer
u is not obliged to use its own standard synchronization; if it uses the wu,-
synchronization, then there is no time dilation.

We emphasize that the time dilation formula does not state any real physical
dilation of time at all.

5.7. The twin paradox

5.7.1. Let us consider two twins, Alice and Bob. Both are launched in
separate missiles. Alice says that Bob is moving relative to her, hence his time
passes more slowly and she observes that when she is forty then he is only twenty.
On the other hand, Bob says that Alice is moving relative to him and he observes
that when he is forty then she is only twenty. Which of them is right?

Keeping in mind that only illusory and no physical time dilations are in
question, we can be convinced that both are right. How can it be possible?

The paradox is based on our everyday concept of absolute time, i.e. that
‘when’ has an absolute meaning. However, the first ‘when’ means simultaneity
with respect to Alice and the second ‘when’ means simultaneity with respect to
Bob; we know well that these simultaneities are different.

5.7.2. Suppose the twins do not believe that time dilation is illusory and
they want an experimental test: let them meet and then a simple inspection will
determine which of them is older.

However, the time dilation formula concerns inertial frames. It is excusable
that both missiles are considered to be inertial. But if they remain inertial then
the twins never meet. If the twins meet, then at least one of them ceases to be
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inertial. Anyhow, the mutually equivalent situation of the twins breaks. It will

not be true that both are right saying ‘when I am forty then my twin is only
twenty’.

Alice

20 years

20 years

Let the twins meet. Both existed somehow between the two occurrences, the
departure and the arrival, and their proper times passed during their existence.
The times elapsed depend on their existence and need not be equal. It can hap-
pen that Alice is older than Bob; e.g. if Alice remains inertial (the inertial time
between two world points is always greater than a time passed on a noninertial
world line, see 2.2.3). This difference of proper times is an absolute fact and has
nothing to do with the illusory time dilation.

It is important to distinguish between illusory time dilation concerning two
standard inertial frames and actually different times passed along two world lines
between two world points.

5.8. Experiments concerning time

5.8.1. Cosmic rays produce unstable particles called muons in the ionosphere.
These particles have a well-defined average lifetime 7. Some of those muons
reach the Earth. Detecting the magnitude v of their velocity in the space of
the Earth with respect to the standard synchronization and knowing the height
d of the place where they are created, we can calculate the time of their travel
(uniform and rectilinear motion seems a good approximation). It turns out that
the time of travel d/v exceeds the lifetime T of muons. Thus it seems to the
Earth that the moving muons live more than their lifetime.

The muon in question exists inertially thus it ‘feels’ the inertial time ¢, of its
travel which is less than its lifetime; the Earth (considered as a standard inertial
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frame) perceives a longer time (time dilation):

d to
=—=__>T>t,.

v V1—0?

It is interesting that someone can argue in another way, too. The muon
perceives the distance dv/1 — v? between its birth place and the Earth (Lorentz

contraction), hence it travels for ¢, = divlv_”?.

5.8.2. Let us suppose that, simultaneously with the muon in the ionosphere
(muon I), a muon is produced and remains resting on the Earth (muon E).
According to what has been said, muon E decays before muon I arrives at the
earth: muon E ‘sees’ that time passes more slowly for muon I.

Of course, muon I ‘sees’ as well that time passes more slowly for muon E. Then
one could suspect a contradiction (paradox): according to muon I, muon E would
be alive at the end of the travel of muon I.

There is no contradiction: simultaneously in the present context means si-
multaneously according to the earth, i.e. to muon E, and muon I is produced
simultaneously according to muon E. Then, according to muon I, the other muon
is born earlier; consequently, muon I, though sees time passing more slowly for
muon E, will observe that the life of muon E ends before muon I meets the earth.

simultaneity
according to muonE

birth of muon I

birth of

muon E . .
simultaneity
according to
muon I

5.8.3. Experiments with unstable particles revolved in an accelerator show
the physical fact that different times can pass between two world points along
different world lines, as it will be explained.

Suppose two muons are produced ’at the same time and at the same place’
i.e. a single world point corresponds to their birth. One one of them (muon R)
remains resting beside the accelerator, the other (muon A) is constrained to
revolve in the accelerator. The muons meet several times. Then muon R decays,
but muon A continues to revolve and meets again the void place of muon R; we
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see (resting with muon R) as if muon A had a longer life time. Nevertheless,
both muons have the same proper lifetime 7.

The world line of muon R is inertial while muon A has a noninertial world line;
the two world lines intersect each other several times. Different times tg and
ta pass along the different world lines of the muons between their two successive
meetings. Inertial time is always greater than a noninertial: t5 < tg. That is
why there can be a natural number n such that ntp < T < ntg, i.e. muon R
does not last until the n-th meeting but muon A survives it.

decay of
muon A

decay of
muon R

birth of
the muons,

5.9. Exercises

1. Prove that the addition formula 4.3.2 of relative velocities remains valid
for u,u’ € V(1), u” € V(0).
2. Take the motion treated in 4.6.2. Demonstrate that

-
/B )

3. Consider the uniformly accelerated world line treated in 4.6.2. Try to
describe the corresponding motion relative to an inertial observer with constant
velocity value v which is not g-orthogonal to a,.

4. Let x and y be different world points simultaneous with respect to an
affine synchronization (z: a plane lands in London at 12:00; y: a train leaves
Paris at 12:00). Then there is an affine synchronization according to which x
is later than y and there is an affine synchronization according to which z is
earlier than y.

5. We have a clock that can measure a proper time period of 1078s. At which
relative velocity magnitude can we perceive a time dilation in a minute? (Keep
in mind that 1 =2.9979...-10%m/s.)

6. Let uw € V(1), ve S« |v] <1 Let t, € TT. Consider the world line
function r that passes through the world point x, and

tlggo f’u,o(t) = Vyu, + tli)rgo ‘i’u70(t)| =1

_ _ utvsin(t/ty) (teT)

@ M) = At ey
(if) #(8) = uy/1 + o]’ sin?(¢/t,) + vsin(t/t,) (teT).
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Prove that the inertial world line z,+u®T and the world line Ranr intersect
each other in z, + 27nt, for all integers n.

Evidently, ¢, is the time passed along Ranr between two consecutive inter-
sections. Estimate the time passed between two consecutive intersections along
the inertial world line.

6. Some special noninertial observers*
6.1. General reference frames

6.1.1. As said, in general, the treatment of noninertial observers in the
relativistic spacetime model requires the theory of pseudo-Riemannian manifolds.

Fortunately, to describe some special and important aspects of noninertial
special relativistic observers, we can avoid the theory of manifolds; nevertheless,
we shall meet some complications.

First of all, together with observers, we always must deal with synchroniza-
tions, too. The first question is how a convenient synchronization can be assigned
to an observer. The answer is immediate for an inertial observer: by light signals.
Is a similar synchronization procedure satisfactory for a noninertial observer?

Let us take two space points ¢ and ¢’ of a noninertial observer U. A light
signal starting at the world point ™~ incident with ¢ meets ¢’ at y; the reflected
light signal meets ¢ at ™. Then the world point z incident with ¢ would be
considered simultaneous with g if the proper time passed between x~ and x
equals the proper time passed between z and z7.

Unfortunately, the synchronization defined by light signals starting from ¢’
does not necessarily coincide with the synchronization defined by light signals
starting from ¢ (see Exercise 6.9.12).
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Let us accept that synchronization defined by light signals works well ‘in-
finitesimally’. This means that the U -line passing through the world point z,
in a neighbourhood of z, can be approximated by a straight line directed by
U(z). Thus we can say that in a neighbourhood of = the world points approx-
imately simultaneous with z according to U are the elements of = + Sgy(y)-
The smaller the neighbourhood, the better the approximation we get. A clear
reasoning leads us then to the idea that world points simultaneous with each
other according to U would constitute a hypersurface whose tangent space at
every x equals Sg(,). Such a definition of synchronization does not depend on
the U -space point (U -line) from which light signals start. However, it may
happen that there is no such hypersurface at all (see 6.7.6)! And even if such
hypersurfaces exist, it may happen that the proper times passed between two
such hypersurfaces along different U -lines are different (see 6.6.5), thus the syn-
chronization is not satisfactory in all respects.

Definition. An observer U is regular if there is a (necessary unique) syn-
chronization Sy such that the tangent space of 7s,(x) at 2 equals Sy, .

6.1.2. In general, there is no natural synchronization with respect to a non-
inertial observer; consequently, there is no natural time of such an observer.
Nevertheless, of course, a noninertial observer can choose some sort of artificial
synchronization (e.g. chooses one of its space points and makes the synchroniza-
tion by light signals relative to this space point; on the Earth one makes such a
synchronization relative to Greenwich).

6.2. Distances in observer spaces

6.2.1. How distances are measured in an observer space? Let U be an
observer and suppose a synchronization S is given on the domain of U. We
would like to determine the distance between two U -space points ¢ and ¢’ at
an S-instant t.

First we make the following heuristic considerations. Let us put x := gt and
suppose ¢’ is ‘close’ to ¢. According to the ‘infinitesimal’ synchronization which
is reasonable from the point of view of the observer, ' := ¢'x (z 4+ Sy/(y)) is the
world point on ¢’ that is approximately simultaneous with x in a natural way.
Then d:= |y’ — x| is the approximate value of the distance to be determined.

The world point 2’ := ¢’ x ¢ is simultaneous with x according to S. Since
y o~ a4+ U@’)% ~ 2 + U(x)(U(z) - (¢/ — x)), we see that d ~

|TU@) - (2" — )|
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We have got a formula for ‘infinitesimal’ distances from which we can define
the length of a curve in a natural way by an integration. The distance between
two observer space points will be defined to be the least length of curves con-
necting the space points.

Before going further, the reader is asked to study Section VI.7.

6.2.2. Definition. Let U be an observer. A subset L of the observer
space Sy is called a curve if there is a synchronization & on DomU such that
Ly :={g*t|q€ L, gqNt+# P} is either void or a curve in M for all t € Ts. ®

Note that in fact L; is contained in the hypersurface t.

We say that the curve L connects the U -space points ¢; and ¢o if L
connects g1 xt and gy xt for all ¢t € Ts, provided that g1 Nt and g2 Nt are
not void.

6.2.3. Definition. Let L be a curve in Syy. Then
Et(L) = EU(Lt) = / |7TU()st|
Ly

is called the length of L at the S-time point t.
The distance between the U -space points ¢ and ¢’ at the S-time point ¢ is

di(q,q') := inf{¢;(L)| L is a curve connecting ¢ and ¢’'}. ®

It is worth describing explicitly that if p; is a parametrization of L; then

0(L) = /D 0oy - Be(@)]da =
Ompt

= /D \/'pt(a)|2 + (U(pt(a)) 'pt(a))zda.

Note the special case when U is regular and the U -synchronization is taken;
then my () @ = if v €t and x is a tangent vector of ¢ at x. Consequently,

(L) = /L |dL:| = /D |pe(a)|da for a regular observer.
n ompy
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In particular, if U is inertial and U -time is used then, for all ¢, d:(q,q’)
equals the distance |¢’ — g| defined earlier.

Keep in mind the following important remark: suppose the S-instant ¢ is a
hyperplane; then there is a unique u, € V(1) such that ¢ is directed by S, .
The distance between the U -space points at ¢ does not equal, in general, the
distance perceived by the standard inertial frame wu,. Recall, e.g. the case that
U is an inertial observer with the velocity value u (see Section 5.3).

6.2.4. Definition. The observer U is called rigid if there is a synchroniza-
tion § on DomU in such a way that if

— L is an arbitrary curve in Sy,

— t,t/ € Ts and gNt#Q, gNt’ #0 for all g € L,
then ¢;(L) =4y (L). W

Note that rigidity of observers is a highly complicated notion in the special
relativistic spacetime model, in contradistinction to the nonrelativistic case.

6.2.5. The following assertions can be proved by means of the tools of smooth
manifolds.

(%) Our definition of a curve in Sy involves a synchronization; nevertheless,
it does not depend on synchronization: if there is a synchronization with the
required conditions then these conditions are satisfied for all other synchroniza-
tions as well.

(i) The distance between two U -space points at an S-instant is defined by
an infimum; this infimum is in fact a minimum, i.e. for each S-instant ¢ there
is a curve connecting the points whose length at ¢ equals the distance between
the U -space points at t.

(4ii) Our definition of rigidity involves a synchronization; nevertheless, it does
not depend on synchronization: if there is a synchronization with respect to
which the observer is rigid, then the observer is rigid with respect to all other
synchronization as well.

6.3. A method of finding the observer space

6.3.1. To find the space of an observer, i.e. the U -lines, we have to find the
solutions of the differential equation

(x: T— M)? & =U(x).
A frequently applicable method is to transform the differential equation by

€uyo: M= TxS,,, T (—Uo - (¥ —0), Ty, - (z —0))
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according to VI.6.3, where wu, is a suitably chosen element of V(1).
The transformed differential equation will have the form

((t,q): T — ']I‘xSuo)? (t,q) = (—uo-U(o—l—uot—l—q),ﬂuo-U(o—i—uot—l—q))7
ie.
(t: T—T)? t=—u,-U(o+ut+q),

(g: T— Sy,)? g =1y, U0+ ust+q).

Let s — t(s) and s — q(s) denote the solutions of these differential equa-
tions with the initial conditions ¢(0) = 0, q(0) = gq,, where g, is an arbitrary
element in S, such that o+ g, is in the domain of U. Then

s o0+ uot(s) + q(s)

is the world line function giving the U -line passing through o + go.

It is worth using more precise notations: let x be an element of (0 + S,,) N
(DomU); then s — t,(s) and s — g,(s) will denote the solutions of the
differential equations with the initial conditions ¢,(0) = 0, ¢4;(0) = z—o. Then

T — M, 5> 15(8) = 04 Uoty(s) + gu(s)
is the world line function giving the U -space point that z is incident with.

6.3.2. Consider the u,-synchronization. Then, according to 4.1.1, s — t,(s)
gives u,-time as a function of the proper time of the U -line passing through
x; in other words, t,(s) is the w,-time passed between ¢, := o+ S, and
to(8) :=7ry(8) + Su,: ti(s) =ti(s) — to.

This function is strictly monotone increasing; its inverse, denoted by T — T,
t — s,(t), gives the proper time between the wu,-instants ¢, and ¢, + ¢ passed
in the U -space point that z is incident with.

6.4. Uniformly accelerated observer I

6.4.1. In the special relativistic spacetime model the definition of a uniformly
accelerated observer is not so straightforward as in the nonrelativistic case. We
know that here the acceleration of a uniformly accelerated world line function is
not constant, thus a uniformly accelerated observer will not be an observer with
constant acceleration field. Anyhow, we wish to find an observer whose lines are
uniformly accelerated.

Omitting the thorny way of searching, let us take an observer satisfying the
requirements and study its properties.
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Let 0€M, u, € V(1) and 0 # a, € ?ég’r and define the global observer

U(z) := uo\/l + |a0|2(u0 (x— 0))2 —ao(uo - (z —0)) (x € M).

Note that u, = U(0).
The observer has the acceleration field

Ay(z) = ao\/l + \a0|2(u0 (x— 0))2 - uo|ao\2(uO (z —0)) (x € M),

thus a, = Ay(o).
It is trivial that

U(z+q) =U(x), Ay(z +q) = Ay(x) (x €M, q € S,.),

ie. U and Ay are constant on the hyperplanes directed by S, .
As a consequence, the translation of a U -line by a vector in S,,, is a U -line,
too.

6.4.2. Transforming the differential equation of the observer according to 6.3,

we get
t=1/1+|a.|’t2,

q = a.t.

The first equation, with the initial value ¢(0) = 0, has the solution
(s eT).

Then the second equation becomes very simple and we find its solutions in
the form

q(s) =ao——5— + qo (seT).

Hence we obtain that the U -line passing through = € 0+ S, is given by
the world line function

sinh|a,|s cosh|a,|s — 1
(0]

re(8) =+ uo (s€T).

|a,| |a,|?

It is not hard to see that every U -line meets the hyperplane o+ S,,_, hence
every U-line can be given by such a world line function: all U -lines are
uniformly accelerated.
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6.4.3. Because U and Ay are constant on the hyperplanes directed by S,,_,
all U -lines have the same velocity and the same acceleration on the hyperplanes
directed by S,,.

Using the notations of 6.4, we see that

arsinh|ac|t

82(t) = s(t) (teT)

la,|

for all z in o+ S,,. Thus, given two u,-instants, the same time passes along
all U -lines between them.

Because of these properties of U -lines it seems suitable to associate with U
the w,-synchronization to form a reference frame.

U,-instants

P N

S

a

o

/////
ho
W\

6.4.4. Let us examine whether this observer is regular.
Evidently, o+ S, is a world surface g-orthogonal to U.
Introduce the notation

h(z) :=
=a, - (x—0) — \/1 + lao | (o - (z — 0))2 + artanh\/l + lao|* (uo - (z — 0))2

for zeM, x €0+ S,, and put for A € R

{r e M| h(z)=InA, —u,-(z—o0) >0} itA>0
th =14 0+ Sy, ifA=0
{z e M| h(z) =In(=}), —uo-(x —0) <0} ifA<O.

Evidently, & is a differentiable function outside o+ S, and

Ut/ 1 a02u0-1‘—02 x
Dh(z) = ao + \/ +—|uo|- ((:c — (E) ) —uol']Ex)— 0)
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As a consequence, for all A € R, ¢, is a three-dimensional submanifold whose
tangent space at x equals KerDh(z) = Syy(,). This means that ¢y-s are U-
surfaces, U is regular and

TU:{t)\| )\GR}

U —surfaces

6.4.5. If ¢g; and go are U -lines, then gy xt — g1 x ¢ is the same for all u,-
instants ¢. In other words, the vector and the distance perceived by the standard
inertial frame w, between two U -space points is the same for all u,-instants.
We can say that u, perceives U to be rigid and rotation-free. Is U rigid and
rotation-free?

We have not defined when an observer is rotation-free, thus we can answer
only the question regarding rigidity as defined in 6.3.4.

This observer U is not rigid. Let us take a u,-instant ¢. For all =z € ¢t we
have —u, - (x —o0) =t —t, (where t, : =0+ S,,), thus

U(r) = @olt — to) + o/ 1+ a0 2(t — )2 = w, (et teTy)

(U is constant on the wu,-instants).

The formula in 6.4.3 gives us the proper time s(t) passed in every U -space
point between the wu,-instants t, and t:=t, + t:
sinh|a,|s(t)

|ao|

Let L, be a curve in o+ S, ; then the set of U -space points that meet L,
L:={q € Sy| ¢gnNL,# (0} is a curve in the observer space. Indeed, if p, is a
parametrization of Lo, then

a, /
Pt = p0+uot+ |2 < 1—|—|ao|2t2—1>

la,
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is a parametrization of L; (see 6.3.2) for ¢t =t, +t € T,,.

Then
bt = Po
and
U(pt(a)) “pi(a) = —ao - po(a)t (a € Domp,);
consequently,

|pt|2 + ((UOpt) 'pt)2 = |po|2 + (ao 'p0)2t27

which shows that the length of curves depends on the w,-time points: the
observer is not rigid.

6.4.6. The length of curves in U -space, consequently the distance between
U -space points, in general, decreases prior to t, and increases after t,, as u,-
time passes. This is well understandable from a heuristic point of view. Though
we defined Lorentz contraction between two inertial observers, we can say e.g.
that after t, the space points of U move faster and faster with respect to u,,
thus their distances seem more and more contracted with respect to the standard
inertial grame w,; that is, their distances must increase continually in order that
the distances perceivedd by u, be constant.

6.5. Uniformly accelerated observer II
6.5.1. Let 0 € M, u, € V(1) and 0 # a, € %2, put

B(z) := (a0 - (z = 0))uo — (uo - (z — 0))ao
for x € M and define the nonglobal observer by

DomU := {x € M| B(z) is future directed timelike}

Ux) := ég; (x € DomU).

Note that B(z) is future directed timelike if and only if
2 2 2 2
0> (B(z) =—(ao (—0))" + (to - (z— 0)) |aol|",
0> u,- B(x) =—a,- (z—o0).

Then we find that a world point z for which x — o lies in the plane generated
by u, and a, is in the domain of U if and only if x — o is spacelike and
a, - (x—o0)>0.
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6.5.2. If q is a world vector g-orthogonal to both u, and a, then
DomU + q = DomU

and
U(x+q)=U(x) (x € DomU, q€8S,,, a,-q=0).

The observer has the acceleration field

(ao - (z—0))a, — |a0|2(u0 (x —0))u,

Ay(z) = 5 (x € DomU).
|B(z)]
Then we easily find that
U(z) = u, if and only if  — o0 isin S,
Ay (z) # ao for all z € DomU,
Ay(z) = =0y if and only if x — o0 isin S,,,.

6.5.3. Let us introduce the notation

Qg
ne 1= .
|a,|
If A€ R then
tanh \
uy = w = uycosh A + nosinh A

1 — (tanh))?
isin V(1) and we easily find that
U(z) = uy (x € DomU, x — 0 € Sy,).

Thus ¢y := (04 Sy, ) N(DomU) is a U -surface. To every & € DomU there
is such a U -surface containing x, given by

Ay = artanh (—uo(a:—o)) .

N, (x —0)
This means that U is regular, and

Ty := {t)\| )\ER}
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6.5.4. To find the U -lines we use the method outlined in 6.3.
Transforming the differential equation & = U(z) by &, we get

f= (%)
(1o - Q)2 —t?
t
q= "—02 (%)
(no-q)” — t?
Equation (#x) implies n, - g = ( t)z - which, together with equation
No'q)” —

(), results in
(no - q)(no - q) =tt
implying
1
(no - q)° — t2 = const =: Pk

Then differentiating equation (x) we obtain
t=a’t
from which—taking the initial values #(0) = 0, £(0) = 1—we infer

sinhas

t(s) =

(07

As a consequence, equation (kx) takes an extremely simple form, and we find
its solutions easily:
coshas —1
q(s) =no———— + Qo
o
Hence we obtain that the U -line passing through z € (0 + Sy, ) N (DomU)
is given by the world line function

sinh|a,|s coshla,|s — 1

|| T af

(seT)

where
aO nO

S a,-(xr—0) me-(z—o)

It is not hard to see that every U -line meets the hyperplane o+ S,,_, hence
every U -line can be given by such a world line function; all U -lines are uni-
formly accelerated.
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U-surfaces

// \\

U-lines

Uo

6.5.5. The present observer U serves as an example to show that the observer
is regular, but different times pass in different U -space points (along different
U -lines) between two U -instants.

Let us consider the U -line passing through = € 0+ S,,_, described by the
world line function r, given previously; a simple calculation yields that r,(s)

is in the U -surface t) if and only if s = ﬁ In other words,
A
sz(N) = Tl = (no-(z—0))A

which clearly depends on x, is the time passed between the U -time points tg
and ¢y in the U -space point that x is incident with.

6.5.6. Now we shall show that this observer is rigid.

Let L, be a curve in o+ S,,_; then the set of U -space points that meet L,
L:={q € SulgN L, # 0} is a curve in the observer space. Indeed, if p, is a
parametrization of L, then, according to the previous result on proper times,

Pty = Do + (Mo * (Po — 0)) (UoSINh A + 16 (cosh A — 1))

is a parametrization of L;, for all ¢ty € Ty.
Then
Pty = Do + (Mo - Po) (’uosinh)\ + 1 (cosh A — 1))

and

Pex] =Pl (tx € To).

Since U is regular and U -time is considered, U(pt,(a)) - pt, (a) = 0 for
all A € R and a € Domp, = Dompy,, this means that ¢;, (L) = ¢,(L) for all
txn € Ty. It is not hard to see that every curve in the observer space can be
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obtained from a curve in o + S, by the previous method; consequently, the
observer is rigid.

6.5.7. Two uniformly accelerated observers have been treated. Neither of
them possesses all the good properties of the uniformly accelerated observer in
the nonrelativistic spacetime model. It is an open question whether we can find
a special relativistic observer U such that

(4) all U-lines are uniformly accelerated,
(i) U and Ay are constant on each instant (world surface) of a synchroniza-
tion,
(i) U is rigid.
The observer in 6.4 does not satisfy (74); the observer in 6.5 does not satisfy

6.6. Uniformly rotating observer I

6.6.1. In defining the uniformly rotating observer we encounter problems
similar to those in the previous section and, in the same manner, we find
two possibilities but neither of them possesses all the good properties of the
nonrelativistic uniformly rotating observer.

Let 0 € M, u, € V(1) and let Q: S, — S% be a nonzero antisymmetric
linear map and define the global observer

Ulr) i= Q- g, - (2= 0) + o\ 1+ |9, - (2 — 0) (z € M).
Note that
uo, = U(0),
and
U@x+q) =U(x) (x € M, q € Ker(Q).

The observer has the acceleration field

Ay(z)=Q-Q-my, - (xr—0) (x e M).

6.6.2. To find the U -lines we apply the well-proved method: transforming
the differential equation & = U(z) by &u,. we get

i: \/1+|Qq‘2a

qg=Q-q.
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The second equation can be solved immediately:

a(s) =e* g, (s eT).
Then the first equation becomes £ = /1 + |2 - go|* having the solution—with

the initial value £(0) = 0—
t(s) = s\/1+ Q- q| (s €T).

Thus the U -line passing through = € o+ S, (the U -space point that x is
incident with) is given by the world line function

ra(s) = 0+ s\ 1412 (& — o) + - (3 — o) (s€T).

It is not hard to see that every U -line meets the hyperplane o+ S,,_, thus
every U -line is of this form.

6.6.3. Note that the U -line passing through o+ e, where e is in Ker(2, is
a straight line directed by wu,; then the set of U -space points

{o+e+u,®T| e € KerQ}

can be interpreted as the axis of rotation.

If x isin 0+ S,,, then x—o can be decomposed into a sum e, + q, where
e, is in Ker{) and g, is orthogonal to Ker(). Then the U -line above can be
written in the form

Tx(s) :0+ex+'uf03\/1+w2|qx‘2+esgz"bm (*)

where w is the magnitude of Q (see Exercise V.3.21.1).

Hence all the U -lines are composed of an inertial line (with a proper time
‘accelerated’ relative to the proper time of the points of the axis) and a uniform
rotation.

Let us consider the u,-synchronization..

Put t, := 0+ Sy,. Then

8. (t) = t = i
Viti0-@-of 119 P

time passes between the wu,-instants t, and t, +t in the U -space point that
x is incident with.
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The distance perceived by the standard inertial frame u, at the wu,-instant
to +t between the U -space point that x is incident with and o+ e, + uo, ® T
(the axis of rotation) equals

72 (s2(t)) — (0 + €x + uot)| = [g.|,

which is independent of t.

6.6.4. Because of the term s + e*. (z — 0) in (*) we can state that the
time period T of rotation is the same for all U -space points (out of the axis of

rotation), concerning their proper times: T = 2%

On the other hand, concerning wu,-time, the time period of rotation of a
U -space point having the wu,-distance d > 0 from the axis of rotation equals
7,(d) := 27”\/1 + w?d?; it increases from 27" to infinity as d increases from
zero to infinity.

The following Figure illustrates the situation. Two U -line segments are

represented; the proper time passed along both segments equals 27”

d,

0 o0+u,®I

Another figure shows the plane in the wu,-space, orthogonal to Ker{2, and

illustrates the angles of rotation of U -space points during a wu,-time interval
2
.
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6.6.5. This observer is not rigid.

Let L, be a curve in o+ S,,_; then the set of U -space points that meet Lo,
L:={q € Su|lgnL, # 0} is a curve in the observer space. Indeed, if p, is a
parametrization of Lo, then

tQ)
V1+12- (pola) — o)

(a € Domp,)

- (Po(a) = 0)

pi(a) := 0+ uot + exp

is a parametrization of L; for t =t, +t € T, . Then

13Y . t(Q 'po) ) (Q 'po)
\/1+ Q- (po — o) (1+ 12+ (po ,O)|2)

Pt = exp

3/2 'Q'(p0_0)+p0

We easily find that

tQ)

NPT 0 (o = 0) o\ T2 (o — )"
1+ Do — O

Uop = exp

Then, using
(eaQ q) - (e Q) =q1 q
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for all 1,92 € S, and a € R, the reader can demonstrate without difficulty
that |p,5|2 + ((U opt) -pt)Q depends on t: the observer is not rigid.

6.6.6. This observer is not regular. It is easy to show that there is no world
surface g-orthogonal to U and passing through o.
Suppose such a world surface F exists. Then F has S, as its tangent space
at o.
For all g € S,,_,
fla) :=0+aq (a € R)

is a function such that f(0) = o and

o) fla) = (- a+un/t+ a2 a ) -q=o

The curve (in fact a straight line) Ranf passes through o € F and all of its
tangent vectors are g-orthogonal to the corresponding values of U which would
imply that Ran f C F. Since g is arbitrary in S,,_, this means that 0+S,,_ = F;
in particular, every tangent space of F equals S, . However, if x € 0+S,_ =F
and  — o is not in KerQ) then U(x) # u,; thus the tangent space of F at x
is not g-orthogonal to U(z): a contradiction.

6.7. Uniformly rotating observer I1

6.7.1. Let 0o € M, u, € V(1) and Q: Syuo — S‘f“ be a nonzero antisym-
metric linear map and define the nonglobal observer

DomU := {xeM\ Q- 7y, - (x—0)]> < 1}7

Uo+ Q- - (x—0)

U(x) := (x € DomU).
V1= 10 w0, (2 —o)
If g isin Ker(2, then
DomU + q = DomU
and
U(z+q)=Ul(x) (z € DomU, q € Ker?).

The observer has the acceleration field

Ay(z) = Q'Q'”"o'(x_o)z (z € DomU).
1—|Q-my, - (x— o)
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6.7.2. To find the U -lines, we again use the known transformation and we

obtain
1

Ji-1o-q*

Q-q

RN

Now we apply a new trick: ‘dividing’ the second equation by the first one we
get a very simple differential equation which has the following correct meaning.
Consider the initial conditions

t(0)=0,  q(0)=z—o,

i:

where 2 € (0+Sy,)N(DomU). The formula for the derivative of inverse function
results in—with the notations of 6.4—

el -0 gl (+)

Then introducing the functlon t — q(t) := q(s.(t)) we get the differential
equation

WO _ s, (02— g
which has the solution
q(t) = et (z — o) (teT).

Consequently |Q-q(s;(t))] = |Q- (x —0)|, thus equation (x) becomes trivial
having the solution—with the initial condition s,(0) = 0—

t)=ty/1- (2 (z— o).

Finally we obtain

s) = i ,
\/1—|Q~(x—0)|2

q:(s) = exp
\/1—|Q (z — o)

from which we regain the world line function giving the U -line passing through
T €0+ Sy,:

“(z— o)

sQ

V112 @z —o)f

Ty foJruO

“(z—o)

+ exp

\/17|Q (x — o)

(s eT).
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It is not hard to see that every U -line meets the hyperplane o + S, , thus
every U -line is of this form.

6.7.3. Note that the U -line passing through o+ e, where e is in Ker(2, is
a straight line directed by wu,; then the set of U -space points

{o+e+u,®T| e € KerQ}

is interpreted as the axis of rotation.

If x isin 0+ S,,, then x—o can be decomposed into a sum e, + g,, where
e, isin KerQ) and g, is orthogonal to Ker(). Then the above given world line
function can be written in the form

s sQ)
T + exp T “qq,
\/1_w2|qa¢| \/1_w2|qgc|

where w is the magnitude of (.

Hence all the U -lines are composed of an inertial line (with a proper time
‘accelerated’ relative to the proper time of the points of the axis) and a uniform
rotation.

Let us consider the wu,-synchronization. Put ¢, := 0+ S,_. Then

(%)

r:(8) =0+ e, + u,

su(t) = t/1- |9 (z — o)

is the time passed between the u,-instants ¢, and ¢, 4+t in the U -space point
that x is incident with.

The distance perceived by the standard inertial frame u, at the w,-instant
to +t between the U -space point that z is incident with and o+ e, + uo ® T
(the axis of rotation) equals

‘Tﬂc('%(t)) —(0o+es+ uot)‘ = |q.|
which is independent of t.

6.7.4. Because of the term s +— et=(8)? . (z — 0) in (¥*) we can state that
the time period T, of rotation is the same for all U -space points (out of the
axis of rotation), concerning the u,-time: T, = 27"

On the other hand, concerning the proper times of U -space points, the time

period of rotation of a U -space point having the u,-distance 0 < d < % from
the axis of rotation equals T(d) := 22/1 — w?d?; it decreases from 2% to zero
as d increases from zero to 1.
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The following figure illustrates the situation. Two U -line segments are rep-

resented; the proper time passed along both segments equals 27"'

el kassvenesisavs sosessssnrasssn 48PS Ra R ERe s e RSN AN AA RN ePeEPR A SEERRnasss s s esnsnuse s
w
d;
d; Tld)=—2T
w|1—-w?d?
0 0+U,QT

6.7.5. This observer is rigid.

Let L, be a curve in o+ S, ; then the set of U -space points that meet Lo,
L:={q € SylgnNL, # 0} is a curve in the observer space. Indeed, if p, is a
parametrization of L, then

pei= 0+ uot + e - (p, — 0)

is a parametrization of L; for t =t,+t € T,,. Then

pt = etQ 'po

and we easily find that

u, + Q- et (p, — 0)

9 0P

Uop;
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and
Q- (po —0)) Po_

%1—|ﬂ —o)f

(Uopt

Consequently,

(po Q- (po — 0))2
|

Bil* + (U op) - p1)” = lpol” + TS —E

is independent of t: the observer is rigid.

6.7.6. This observer furnishes a good instance that the laws of Euclidean
geometry do not hold necessarily in the space of a rigid noninertial observer.

Since the observer is rigid, all the lengths in U -space can be calculated by
curves in (0 + Sy,) N (DomU) which can be reduced to curves in

Su,N(DomU — o) =

1
= KerQ + {q € S..| q is orthogonal to Ker(, |q| < —} =: Sq.
w

If L, is a curve in (04 Sy,) N (DomU) then L := L, — o is a curve in Sg;
if po is a parametrization of L, then p := p, — o is a parametrization of L.

Sq is a subset of the Euclidean vector space S,,, in which distances and curve
lengths have a well-defined meaning; however, now curves in Sg will represent
curves in U -space and their lengths will be calculated in this sense. Thus, to
avoid misunderstanding, we shall say U -length and U -distance, indicating it
in notations, too.

A curve L in S has the U -length

_ e (@) Q- pa)”
oy = [\ bl s TR e an

Take arbitrary elements © and y in Sg. Then we easily find for the straight
line segment connecting & and y, |z,y[={x+a(y —x)| 0<a < 1} that

tu(lz,y)) = |y — z|

and equality holds if and only if - ) -y = 0 which is equivalent to the fact
that the straight line passing through & and y meets the kernel of 2.

Suppose the straight line passing through  and y meets Ker(2 and L is a
broken line connecting « and wy; then the previous inequality implies

ty(L) > |y — | = Ltu(]z, y]).



6. Some special noninertial observers * 231

As a consequence, the inequality above will be valid for an arbitrary L
connecting & and y because ¢(L) is obtained as the supremum of U -lengths
of broken lines approximating the curve L. Since the U -distance dy(x,y)
between @ and y is the infimum of curve lengths connecting  and y we see
that

dy(z,y) =y — |

if the straight line passing through & and vy intersects Ker().
Let d be an element of T, 0 < d < L, and put

w’?

Ca :={q € Sq| q is orthogonal to Ker(2, |q| = d}.

Evidently, if ¢ € C4 then —q € C4 as well. Moreover, according to our
previous result, the U -distance between ¢ and —q equals |g — (—q)| = 2d.

This means that Cg4 represents a circle of radius d in the observer space. Let
us calculate the circumference of this circle.

Choosing the parametrization

p: |—m 7w — Cq, a»—)exp(aQ)-qo
w

where q, is an arbitrarily fixed element of Cg4, we find

. Q .12
p=—-p, |
w

Q-p* =w?d®,  (p-Q-p)° =w’d".

=d?

Applying formula (x % %) we obtain
2nd
V1—w2d?

The circumference of the circle of radius d is longer than 27d.

ly(Cq) =

6.8. Exercises

1. Take an inertial observer u and an affine synchronization due to u, # w.
Demonstrate that the distances in U -space calculated at T, -instants according
to definition 6.3.3 equal the distances defined earlier in U -space.

2. Take a synchronization & whose time-points are subsets of (not necessarily
parallel) affine subsspaces. Supposs that the observer U (a velocity field) is
constant on the S-time points. Then for every S-time point thereisa u, € V(1)
such that U(x) = u; for all = in ¢. Suppose ¢ is directed by S. Then

T, - (@1 + @2)| < [7u, - @1| + [ 7w, - @2
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for all g1,q2 € S. As a consequence, straight lines realize the distance between
the points of ¢, thus

di(q1,q2) = |7, (g2 xt — q1 x )] (q1,92 € Sv).

3. Let U be the uniformly accelerated observer treated in 6.5. Then

VU (x)uo = 2ol (2 9)
\/1 + |a0|2(u0 (- o))2

(x e M).

4. Let U be as before. Verify that every U -line is obtained from a chosen
one by a translation with a vector in S, . In other words, Sy endowed with
the subtraction

¢ —q=12 -z (z'€q,xe€q, 2’ —x €8Sy,
is an affine space over S, .
5. Let U be the uniformly accelerated observer treated in 6.6. Then the U -
line passing through = € o+ S, intersects ty if and only if a, - (x —0) < In|A|.
6. Show that
DomU = {o+ au, + Ba, + q| 5 > 0, B2|ao|2 >a? u,-q=0,a, q=0}

for the uniformly accelerated observer treated in 6.6.
7. Let U be as before. Then

ao(—uo - (- 0))
a, - (z—o)

VU (z)uo = (z € DomU).

8. Show that the distance perceived by the standard inertial frame wu,
between the space points of the uniformly accelerated observer treated in 6.6. is
not constant in wu,-time. Give an explanation similar to that in 6.5.6.

9. Verify that

1
DomU =0+ u, ® T + KerQ) + {q € Su.| q is orthogonal to Ker(2, |g| < }
w

for the uniformly rotating observer treated in 6.8.
10. Demonstrate that

Q-7 - (x—0)

V1+1Q: 7, - (@ - o)

VU)u, (z € M)
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and
VU(z)u, — Q- Ty, * (IE - 0) (l’ € Dom U)

where U is the uniformly rotating observer treated in 6.7. and 6.8, respectively.
11. The uniformly rotating observer treated in 6.8. is not regular.
12. Let o be a world point and consider the observer

r—0

U(z) := (x€o+T7).

[z — o
Prove that
Su={o+u®T"| ue V(1)}.

U is regular and
{vint| teT"}

is the set of U -surfaces (U -instants).

Show that if this observer defined synchronization like an inertial observer
(light signals and mirrors, see 3.2.) then simultaneity would depend on the U -
space point of the light source.

13. Let 0 € M, u, € V(1), v € T* and define the observer

DomU := {z € M| ¥?|my, - (x — o)]> < 1},
Uo + YT, - (x - O)

V1=, - (2= o)

Applying the method given in 6.4. find that the U -line passing through
z € (04 Su,) N (DomU) is given by the world line function

U(z) =

(x € DomU).

r:(8) = 0+ uot,(s) + e"t"?(s)(x —0)
where s+ t,(s) is the solution of the differential equation
1

(t: T—T)? t=
\/1 — 2|z — of et

with the initial condition £(0) = 0.
14. Let o€ M, u, € V(1), v € T* and define the observer

U(x) = o)1 + 72|, - (2 — )" + 4700, (2 — 0) (x € M).

Applying the method given in 6.4 find that the U-line passing through
T € 0+ S,, is given by the world line function

r2(8) = 0+ Uoty(s) +e7°(x — o)
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where s+ t,(s) is the function for which t,(0) = 0 holds and has the derivative

s \/1 + 42|z — of?e2vs.
15. Compare the observers of the previous two exercises with the nonrela-
tivistic observer in Exercise 1.5.4.9.

7. Vector splittings
7.1. Splitting of vectors
7.1.1. For u € V(1) we have already defined
Tu: M —T, T —u-x
and
Tw: M — S, r—x— (T x)u=x+ (u-x)u

i.e. with the usual identifications,
Ty = —U, Ty =1IlMm+u®u

(see 1.3.2) and the linear bijection &, := (Tw,7w): M — T x S,, having the
inverse
(t.q) —ut+gq

(see 1.3.5).

Definition. 7, - = —u-x and 7w, -« are called the wu -timelike component
and the w -spacelike component of the vector . (—u - x,m, - x) is the w-split
form of x. &, = (T, ™) is the splitting of M corresponding to u, or the
u -splitting of M. H

Note that
z-y=—(u-o)(u Y+ (my x) (Tu y),

in particular,
2’ = —(u-x)’ + |7y - x|

for all =,y € M. In other words,

if &, -x=(t,q) then a?=—t>+|q°.

7.1.2. If A is a measure line, A®@M (3) is split into (A®T) x (A®
Su) (% X % by &.; thus the w-timelike component and the w-spacelike
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component of a vector of type A (cotype A) arein A® T (%) and in A® S,
(%) , respectively.
In particular, &, splits % into R x ST" and for all v’ € V(1)

1
Eu v =(—u-u, v+ (v v )u) = ————=(1, vuru).

\/ 1- |'Uu’u|2

7.1.3. In contradistinction to the nonrelativistic case, here not only the wu-
spacelike component but also the w-timelike component of vectors depend on
u. The transformation rule that shows how the w-components of a vector vary
with w, is much more complicated here than in the nonrelativistic case.

Proposition. Let w,w’ € V(1). Then for all (¢,q) € T x S,, we have

(b &2") -t = ((—u - u)t —u - q, (u+ (v - w)u)t+q+ (v - q)u)

1

(t — vy - q),
2
\/ 1 — [vyrul
1 Uy’ + Vu'u \/ 1- ‘vu’u‘z

Vyu't —
2 uu |'Uu,u|2

(Vwu-q) | +4q
1 — [Vyra]

Proof. The first equality is quite simple. The second one is derived with the
aid of the formulae in 4.3.2 and the relation v’ -q = —(u’ - u) (#Xu - u) - q

which is true because u-g=0. H®

Note that both vy, and v4..s appear in that formula.

7.1.4. The previous formula is not a good transformation rule: we want to
compare the u’-components of a vector with its w-components (¢, q). However,
the w’-components and the w-components are in different spaces: (t,q) is in
T x S, and (é’u, -5;1) -(t,q) isin T x S,, they cannot be compared directly.
To obtain a convenient formula, we have to relate S, and S,; we have agreed
that such a relation is established by the corresponding Lorentz boost. Thus,
leaving invariant the first component, we shall transform the second component

of (&, -&5") - (t.q) by L(u,v).
Definition. Let u,u’ € V(1). Then

bura = (1n x Llww)ls ) - (6 - €2")
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is called the vector transformation rule from w-splitting into w’-splitting. H

Proposition. For all (¢,q) € T x S,, we have

1

7(t - 'Uu/u . q)?
/ 2
1 — |vyra
1 I—y/1- |'Uu/u|2
— L s p) (vu’u 'Q) +q)|. N
A/ 1— |fvu/u|2 |Vl
In connection with this formula we mention the following frequently useful

relation:
1- \/ 1- |UU’u|2 1
2 = :
‘vu’ul 1+ \/1_ |Uu’u|2

7.1.5. The previous formula is a bit fearsome. We can make it more apparent
decomposing q into a sum of vectors parallel and orthogonal t0 vy, :

Euu - (t,q) =

(t7 Q) = (ta qH) + (Oa qJ_)

where q| is parallel to vyrq, i.e. there is a A € T such that g = Avys,, and
q. is orthogonal to Vyrq,, i.€6. Uy -q1 = 0.
Then we easily find that

£u/u ! (anl) = (anL)a

1
£u’u . (t,qH) = 72(t — Vy/u G| — Uyt + QH)
1— |'Uu’u‘

7.1.6. The last formula—in a slightly different form—appears in the literature
as the formula of Lorentz transformation. To get the usual form we put v :=
Uyra; let (t,q) denote the w-components of a vector and let (¢',q’) denote
its u'-components mapped by the Lorentz boost L(wu,u’) into T x S,; then
supposing q is parallel to v we have

1 1
= (t-v-q), =~ (—wt+q).

/ 2 =7 2
1—|v 1—|v

This (or its equivalent in the arithmetic spacetime model) is the usual ‘Lorentz
transformation’ formula.
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We emphasize that g’ is not the u’-spacelike component of the vector having
the w-components (t,q); it is the Lorentz-boosted wu'-spacelike component.

Lorentz transformations (see Section 9) are transformations of vectors, i.e.
mappings from M into M; the transformation rule is a mapping from T x S,
into T x S,,. Transformation rules and Lorentz transformations are different
mathematical objects. Of course, there is some connection between them. We
easily find that

éu'u = £u ’ L(u’u/) 51:1

where L(u,u’) is the Lorentz boost from o' into w.

In the split spacetime model M and T x S,, coincide: the special structure
of the split spacetime model (and the arithmetic spacetime model) involves the
possibility of confusing transformation rules with Lorentz transformations.

7.1.7. Using a matrix form of the linear maps T x S,, — T x S,, (see IV.3.7)

we can write
B 1 —Vu'u
£u”u = /{(’Uu"u) (—'Uu’u D('Uu’u)) 7

where
1

V1=l

2
D(v) := ﬁ <lsu + %v ® v)

k(v) ==

for ve S« |v| <1

7.2. Splitting of covectors

7.2.1. For w € V(1), M* is split by the transpose of the inverse of &, :

Ny = (£,1)7: M* = (T xS,)" =T" x S},.

u

Then for all k € M*, (t,q) € S,, we have
(M k) (ta)=k-€ (t,a) =k - (ut+q)=(k-ut+k- q.

Of course, instead of k in k-gq we can write klg =iy -k =£k-i, € S;,.
Then we can state that

N k= u k-i,)=(u ki k) (k € M*).



II. Special relativistic spacetime models

238
This form is suitable for a comparison with the nonrelativistic case. However,

we can get a form more convenient from the point of view of applications.
Applying the usual identifications we have i}, = 7, (see 1.3.6), thus
Nu k= (u-k, my k) (k € M*).

M_ which implies that k can be split as a

Recall the identification * = ToT

vector of cotype T® T, too:
£u'k:(_u'k7ﬂ'u'k) (kEM*)

The two splittings are nearly the same. In the literature (in a somewhat
different setting) the split form of k € M* by 1, and &, are called the covariant
and the contravariant components of k, respectively.

Of course, in view of M =T ® T ® M*, also the elements of M can be split

by m.: a vector, too, has covariant and contravariant components.

Introducing the notation

ju: TXSu%TXSua (taq)'_}(ftaq)

we have (with the usual identifications)

Um :ju '£u~

Note that n,! =&, - 7, ie.
'(e,p) = —eutp (ecT*, pesy).

Nu -
7.2.2. The covector transformation rule is defined to be
Ny 1= (1T X L(u7u’)|Su) M My

It can be easily deduced from the vector transformation rule that, apart from

a negative sign, they are the same. Indeed,

(1r x L(w,w)lg, ) u = du - (11 ¥ L(u,u)s_).

thus
Nu'vw = ju . Eu’u . ju~
Consequently, if (e,p) € T* x SI, and p is parallel to vy, then

1
Nuw - (€,D) = 72(
\V 1 — vyl

€+ Vyry ' P, Vuru€ + D).
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7.2.3. It is worth mentioning that S}, can be considered to be a linear

subspace of M*, since S, = Tiﬁ C Tlgﬁ = M* and

St ={keM*| k-u=0},

in other words, S}, is the annihilator of u ® T.

In the nonrelativistic case S* is not a linear subspace of M*. For all u € V(1)
there is a linear subspace S* -, of M*, the annihilator of ©® T, but it is not
the dual of any linear subspace in M.

Observe that the special relativistic vector transformation rule which is nearly
the same as the covector transformation rule resembles a combination of the
nonrelativistic vector and covector transformation rules.

We emphasize that in the special relativistic case there is no absolute spacelike
vector and there is no absolute timelike covector, in contradistinction to the
nonrelativistic case.

7.3. Splitting of vector fields

7.3.1. In applications vector fields M — M and covector fields M — M*
appear frequently. Evidently, a covector field can be considered a vector field
of cotype T ® T. Their splitting according to standard inertial frames can be
treated analogously to the nonrelativistic case (see 1.8.5).

The half w-split form of the covector field K according to the standard
inertial frame w is

(=Vau,Ay) i=1my - K: M — T x S}, = (u-K(z), 7, - K()).
The completely u -split form of K is
Nu - Ko&,': T xS,y — T x 8%, (t,q) — (u-K(q*t), Tu -K(q*t))
where gxt:= ¢, (¢, q).

7.3.2. Potentials are covector fields. We can introduce the scalar potential
and the vector potential according to an observer by the previous split forms.
Regarding the transformation rule concerning scalar potentials and vector po-
tentials we can repeat essentially what we said in 1.8.5.3; of course, the transfor-
mation rule will be significantly more complicated.

An important difference between the nonrelativistic spacetime model and the
special relativistic one is that here there are no absolute scalar potentials because
there are no absolute timelike covectors. This forecasts that the description of
gravitation in the relativistic case will differ significantly from its description in
the nonrelativistic case where absolute scalar potentials are used.
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7.3.3. In contradistinction to the nonrelativistic case, force fields are split
differently according to different observers.

Let us take a force field f: M x V(1) — MT*. Because of the property
f(z,2) -2 = 0 for all (z,2) € Dom f, the w-spacelike component and the
u-timelike component of f are not independent. Using the formula in 7.1.1 we
get

0:f(x,a:)x:—(uf(x,m))(ux)+ (ﬂ'uf(l‘,$)) (ﬂux),

which yields
—u- f(z,2) = (7ru - Sz, (E)) *Viu-

7.3.4. Splittings of vector fields according to rigid observers in the nonrel-
ativistic case can be treated in the mathematical framework of affine spaces.
However, splittings according to general observers require the theory of mani-
folds.

In the special relativistic case splittings according to noninertial observers can
be treated only in the framework of manifolds and they do not appear here.

7.4. Exercises

1. Show that 7, - = (uAx)-u for all we V(1), x € M.
2. Take the arithmetic spacetime model. Give the completely split form of
the vector field

(€2,8) — (€' + &2, cos(&” — €),0,0)

according to the global inertial observer with the velocity value \/1%7 (1,v,0,0).

8. Tensor splittings
8.1. Splitting of tensors

8.1.1. The various tensors—elements of M®M, M®M?*, etc.—are split ac-
cording to u € V(1) by the maps &, @&y, E4, @My, etc. as in the nonrelativistic
case. However, now it suffices to deal with &, ® &, because the identification
M* = To% and 7y, = Ju - Eu (see 7.2.1) allow us to derive the other splittings
from this one.

With the usual identifications we have

Eu®Ey: MM — (TxS,)R(TxSy,) = (TRT) X (T®S4,) X (Su®T) X (S, ®Sw),
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and for Te M ® M:
. — . LR — . . _1: u- ) ) ’ ;'kl' =
(u®éu) T=¢, -T-&§=6,T-n, (—71' -T-u ﬂu-T-wa>

_ u-T u —u-T—u(u-T- u)
- (—T—u—u(u~T~u) T+u®(u-T)—|—(T-u)®u+u®u(u~T-u)>’

for Le M ® M*:
(€u®77u)'L=§u'L'nZ=€u'L'£;1=(-
for Pe M*® M:
. — . L LF — . . -1 _ 7U'P"u/ w-
(nu®€u) P*T’upgu*nupnu < P'U, ™, *
for F €¢ M* @ M*:

N _ u-F-u u-F-m)
(77u®77u)F:77uF77u:77uF£“1:< -F-u Fu)

8.1.2. The splittings corresponding to different velocity values w and u' are
different. The tensor transformation rule that shows how the splittings depend
on velocity values is rather complicated, much more complicated than in the
nonrelativistic case. We shall study it only for antisymmetric tensors.

8.2. Splitting of antisymmetric tensors

8.2.1. If T is an antisymmetric tensor, i.e. T'€ M AM, then v -T - -u =0,
w-T n),=—(m,-T-uw)" and w, - T -7}, €S, AS, which means (of course)
that the w-split form of T is antisymmetric as well. Thus w-splitting maps the
elements of M A M into elements of form

(0 4)=Ga)

where a € S,  T=T®S,, A€ S, AS,.
The corresponding formula in 8.1.1 gives for T € M A M

€ - T-&,=(-T -u, T+ (T u)Au).
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Definition. —T-u and T+ (T -u) Aw are called the u -timelike component
and the w -spacelike component of the antisymmetric tensor T

8.2.2. The following transformation rule shows how splittings depend on
velocity values.

Proposition. Let u,u’ € V(1). Then
Eu’u ' (avA) '£Z’u =

1 1- \/1*|vu’u|2(

= —/—]m—— | a+ Vuu

'Uu’u'a)+A"Uu/u )

2
\/ 1-— |'Uu/u|2 |vu’u|
1 L—y/1- |'Uu’u‘2
—— | —a— A vy 5 AUy + A
1-— "Uu/u‘Q |vu’u|

Proof. Using the matrix forms we have
€'u/'u, : (a7A) ' 6::/11. =
— (v )2 1 —Vy'u 0 —-a 1 —Vy'u
w —Vu/'u D('vu’u) a A —Vy/y D(vu’u) ’
from which we can get the desired formula.

8.2.3. The previous fearsome formula becomes nicer if we write (a, A) as
the sum of components parallel and orthogonal to the relative velocity:

a=a|+ay, AZAH—I—AJ_

where a is parallel t0 V44, @ is orthogonal to 47, and the kernel of A”
is parallel t0 Vs, i.6. Aj - Vy, = 0 and the kernel of A, is orthogonal to

Vyrngy 1€ (AL - Vi) A Uy = _|vu’u|2AL (see Exercise V.3.21.1). Then we
easily find
ura (@) A)) - &ura = (@), Ay),
N 1
£u’u : (aJ_a AJ_) : £u’u = 7(0@_ + AJ_ *Vu'uy —QAL A Vu'u + AJ_)

V1= |vwral®

8.2.4. The splitting and the transformation rule of antisymmetric cotensors
i.e. elements of M* AM* are the same, apart from a negative sign. The details
are left to the reader.
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It is interesting that here, in contradistinction to the nonrelativistic case,
M A M* makes sense because of the identification M* = %QT. The mixed
tensor H € M A M* has the w-split form

0 H-u
H £ =
Su Su (Hu H+(H-u)/\u)
which, as a matrix, is not antisymmetric. It need not be antisymmetric, because
the symmmetric or antisymmetric properties of matrices refer to these proper-

ties of linear maps regarding duals without any identifications (see IV.1.5 and
V.4.19).

8.3. Splitting of tensor fields

8.3.1. The splitting of various tensor fields according to inertial observers
can be treated analogously to the nonrelativistic case.

The antisymmetric cotensor field F' has the half split form according to the
standard inertial frame u

(Bu,Bu) =1, F-n5: M— (S, ®T*) x (S, AS},),
z+— (F(z) - u, F(z)+ (F(z)-u) Au)

and the completely split form

N F-mioyt: Ty xS, — (S*®T*) x (S* AS*),
(t,q) = (Eulg*t), Bu(g*t)).

8.3.2. The electromagnetic field is described by an antisymmetric cotensor
field F' which is the exterior derivative of a potential K, F = D A K. The
electric field and the magnetic field relative to the inertial observer U are the
corresponding components of the completely split form of F'.

The relation between the completely split form (—VS, AS) of K and the
completely split form (Ef“ Bﬁ) of F' is exactly the same as in the nonrelativistic
case:

E; = —0yA;, — VVy, B;, =V AA;,.
Since the force field defined by the potential K equals
flz,2)=F(z) & (zx € DomK, & € V(1)),

where F' := D A K, we can state again that a masspoint in the world point
x having the velocity value u’ ‘feels’ only the w’-timelike component of the
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field; a masspoint always ‘feels’ the electric field according to its instantaneous
velocity value.

Because of the more complicated transformation rule in the special relativistic
case the Lorentz force is expressed by the U -electric field and the U -magnetic
field more complicatedly than in the nonrelativistic case.

8.4. Exercises

l.Let z e M, TeM®M and L € M ® M*. Give the u-split form of
T -z and L -z using the w-split form of «, T and L.

2. Let T and L as before. Give the w-split form of T'- L and L -T using
the w-split form of T' and L.

3. Recall the nondegenarate bilinear form (see V.4.15)

1
(MAM) x (MAM) R, (F.H)~> FeH:= - TrF-H.

Express F' - H using the wu-timelike and the w-spacelike components of F'
and H.

9. Reference systems
9.1. The notion of a reference system

9.1.1. We can repeat word by word what we said in I. 7.1.1 with the single
exception that instead of (absolute) time now we have to consider an (artificial)
time derived from a synchronization.

Recall that a reference frame (S,U) i.e. a synchronization S together with
an observer U establishes the splitting {s.uy = (175,Cu): M — Ts x Sy.

Definition. A reference system is a quartet (S,U,Ts,Sy) where
(i) S is a synchronization,
(ii) U is an observer,
(i) Ts: Ts— R is a strictly monotone increasing mapping,
(iv) Su: Sy — R? is a mapping
such that (Ts x Sy)oés,u = (IsoTs, SyoCy): M — RxR? is an orientation
preserving coordinatization. W

We call Ts and Sy the coordinatization of S-time and U -space, respec-
tively, in spite of the fact that we introduced the notion of coordinatization only
for affine spaces and, in general, neither Ts nor Sy is an affine space. (We men-
tion that in any case Tg and Sy can be endowed with a smooth structure and in
the framework of smooth structures Ts and Sy do become a coordinatization.)
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Note that condition (744) involves that Ts is defined on a subset of Ts where
the ordering ‘later’ is total; consequently, the coordinatization of spacetime is
defined on a subset of DomU where the synchronization is well posed.

9.1.2. Definition. Let us consider a coordinatization K: M — R x R3.

As usual, we number the coordinates of R x R® from zero to three. Accord-
ingly, we find convenient to use the notation K = (x°,k): M — R x R3 for the
coordinatizations of spacetime. Then the equality

Dk(z) - oK' (K(z)) =0

well-known and used in the nonrelativistic case will hold now as well, since its
deduction rests only on the affine structure of M.

We say that a coordinatization K is referencelike if there is a reference system
(S8,U,Ts, Sy) such that K = (Ts x Sy) o&s,u. In that case

KOZTSOTs, K:SUOCU.

9.1.3. Proposition. A coordinatization K = (k% k): M — R x R?
corresponds to a reference system if and only if
(i) K is orientation preserving,
(ii) 9K~ (K (z)) is a future directed timelike vector,
(iii) —(Dk%)(z) is a future directed timelike vector
for all x € Dom K.
Then
doK (K (z))

Ulz) = 00K (K ()]

(x € DomK), (1)

is the corresponding observer and the corresponding synchronization S is deter-
mined as follows:

x is simultaneous with y if and only if °(z) = x°(y) (2)

moreover,
Ts(t) =k’ () (teTs,zet),  (3)
Su(q) = k() (geSu,zeq).  (4)

Proof. If K = (Ts x Sy) o &s,u then (i) is trivial.
k" is constant on the S-instants. In other words, S-instants—more pre-
cisely their part in DomK —have the form {z € DomK| k%(z) = a}. Then

{w € M’ (DHO)(Z’) - = O} is the tangent space of the corresponding world
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surface passing through x. Since this tangent space is spacelike, (D/@O) (z) must
be timelike. If y —x € T, then the properties of 7s and Ts imply that
k0(y) — k%) > 0; then (Dr°)(z)- (y — ) + ordo(y — x) > O results in that
(Dk%)(z) - @ > 0 for all @ € T, proving (iit).

As concerns (ii), note that a world line function r satisfies 7(s) = U(r(s))
and takes values in the domain of K if and only if K(r(s)) = (k°(r(s)),&) i.e.
r(s) = K~1(k%(r(s)),€) fora & € R? and for all s € Domr. As a consequence,
we have

U(r(s)) = 5K (<(r(9)-8) = K (< (+()-8) - (OK°) (r(s)) - 7(5)

which, together with condition (i), implies that U(z) is a positive multiple of
oK' (K(z)) for all € DomK, proving (ii) and equality (1).

Suppose now that K = (k°, k) is a coordinatization that fulfils conditions

(40)—(4is).

Then condition (4) implies that U defined by equality (1) is an observer.

According to (#i7), the simultaneity S is well defined by (2) (i.e. the sub-
sets of form {z € DomK | k°(z) = a} are world surfaces and S is smooth).
Consequently, Ts is well defined by formula (3) and it is strictly monotone
increasing.

If 7 is a world line such that 7#(s) = U(r(s)) then

4
ds

QK (K(r(s)))

KT (K(re)]

(k(r(s)) = Dk(r(s)) - U(r(t)) = Dk(r(s))

which means that kor is a constant mapping, in other words, k is constant on
the U-lines; hence Sy is well defined by formula (4).
Finally, it is evident that K = (T's x Sy)oés,y. W

9.2. Lorentzian reference systems

9.2.1. Now we are interested in what kind of affine coordinatization of
spacetime can correspond to a reference system.

Let us take an affine coordinatization X : M — R%. Then there are

— an o € M,

— an ordered basis (xg, 1, x2,x3) of M
such that

K(z)=(k'-(zx—0)]|i=0,1,2,3) (z € M),

3
K6 =) &' (¢ €RY),

1=0
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where (kY k!, k2 k3) is the dual of the basis in question.

Proposition. The affine coordinatization K corresponds to a reference
system if and only if
(i) (xo,x1,x2,x3) is a positively oriented basis,
(it) xo is a future directed timelike vector,
(iii) x1,x2, 3 are spacelike vectors spanning a spacelike linear subspace of M.
Then the corresponding observer is global and inertial, having the constant

value
o

T

and the synchronization is given by the hyperplanes directed by the spacelike
subspace spanned by x1, @2, 3.

Proof. We show that the present conditions (4)—(%4) correspond to the
conditions listed in Proposition 9.1.3.

(i) The coordinatization is orientation preserving if and only if the corre-
sponding basis is positively oriented;

(ZZ) 80K_1 (K(.%‘)) = Xp;

(iit) —(DK®)(z) = —k° for all © € M. Since k* -z, = 0 (o = 1,2,3),
—KkO is timelike if and only if z, -s span a spacelike linear subspace; then, since
k% . xg =1 >0 and since x( is future directed timelike, —k® must be future
directed. ®

According to our result—putting s := |xg| —, we write an affine reference
system in the form (u,o0, s, 1,2, x3).

9.2.2. Definition. Let G denote the Lorentz form on R* treated in V.4.19
and recall that a linear map L: M — R* is called g — G -orthogonal if there is
an s € T such that G(L - -L-y) = 2% for all &,y € M.

A coordinatization K is called Lorentzian if

— K is affine,

— K: M — R* is g — G-orthogonal.

A reference system is Lorentzian if the corresponding coordinatization is
Lorentzian. H

From the previous result we get immediately the following:

Proposition. A coordinatization K is Lorentzian if and only if there are

(i) an o0 € M,

(#i) a positively oriented g-orthogonal basis (eg, e, es,es3), normed to an s,
of M such that eq is future directed timelike,

and
e; - (xr—o)

K@) = (=4

€;

1_0,1,2,3) (x e M). [ |
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According to our result, a Lorentzian reference system will be given in the
form (u,o0,s,e1,eq, e3) and we shall use the following names: w is its velocity
value, o is its origin, s is its spacetime unit, (e1, es, es) is its space basis,.
Moreover, putting eg := su, we call (eg, e1, es, e3) its spacetime basis.

9.2.3. Let K be a Lorentzian coordinatization and use the previous nota-
tions.

We see from 1.6 that the Lorentzian coordinatization establishes an isomor-
phism between the spacetime model (M, T,g) and the arithmetic spacetime
model. More precisely, the coordinatization K and the mapping T — R, ¢ — 2
constitute an isomorphism.

This isomorphism transforms vectors, covectors and tensors, cotensors etc.
into vectors, covectors etc. of the arithmetic spacetime model.

In particular,

K: MSRY e (e"f

i

i=0, 1,2,3)
is the coordinatization of vectors and
(K1) M* = R, k— (k-e;|i=0,1,2,3),

is the coordinatization of covectors.
We can generalize the coordinatization for vectors (covectors) of type or cotype

A, ie. for elements in M ® A or M (M*@A,MT*), too, where A is a
measure line. For instance, elements of % or %M are coordinatized by the
basis (% 1=0,1, 2,3) and by the basis (5% 1=0,1,2, 3) , respectively:
M g wH.s(e”” i0,1,2,3>,
T e?
M

4 2( € "P| . _
7’]I‘®'JI‘%R’ p—s ( o2 ‘10,1,2,3>.

i
9.2.4. As concerns subscripts and superscripts, we refer to V.4.19.

9.3. Equivalent reference systems

9.3.1. We can repeat, according to the sense, what we said in 1.10.5.1.
Recall the notion of automorphisms of the spacetime model (see 1.6.1). An
automorphism is a transformation that leaves invariant (preserves) the structure
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of the spacetime model. Strict automorphisms do not change time periods and
distances.

It is quite natural that two objects transformed into each other by a strict
automorphism of the spacetime model are considered equivalent (i.e. the same
from a physical point of view).

Recalling that O(g) denotes the set of g-orthogonal linear maps in M (see
V.2.7) let us introduce the notation

7)+—> o

{L:M — M| L is affine, L € O(g), L is orientation and arrow preserving}

and let us call the elements of PT= proper Poincaré transformations. We shall
study these transformations in the next paragraph. For the moment it suffices
to know the quite evident fact that (L, 1t) is a strict automorphism if and only
if L is a proper Poincaré transformation.

9.3.2. Definition. The coordinatizations K and K’ are called equivalent
if there is a proper Poincaré transformation L such that

K'oL=K.

Two reference systems are equivalent if the corresponding coordinatizations
are equivalent.

Proposition. The reference systems (S,U,Ts, Ey) and (S',U’,Ts/, Ey)
are equivalent if and only if
(i) L-U=U'oL,
(i1) (’115_/1 o TS) 0Tg=Tg oL
(iii) (Bt o Ey)oCy=Cpiol

Proof. Let K and K’ denote the corresponding coordinatizations. It is
quite trivial that if the relations above hold, then K and K’ are equivalent.

If the relations above hold, for (i) we can argue as in 1.10.5.3, using (L - x)* =
x? for all € M. As concerns (i) and (iii), we can copy the reasoning of (iii)
in 1.10.5.3.

9.3.3. Now we shall see that our definition of equivalence of reference systems
is in accordance with the intuitive notion expounded in 1.10.5.1.

Proposition. Two Lorentzian reference systems are equivalent if and only if
they have the same unit of time (and distance).

Proof. Let the Lorentzian coordinatizations K and K’ be defined by the
origins o and o and the spacetime bases (eg, e, ez, e3) and (ep, e}, eh, ef),
respectively.
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Then L:=K' "o K: M — M is the affine bijection determined by
L(o) =d, L-e =€ (i=0,1,2,3).

Evidently, L is orientation preserving. Moreover, L € O(g) if and only if
leo| = |ej| and it is arrow-preserving if and only if ey and e} have the same
arrow.

9.4. Curve lengths calculated in coordinates

9.4.1. In 6.3.3 we dealt with lengths of curves in the space of an observer
U at instants of a synchronization S. It is an interesting question how to
calculate these lengths in coordinates corresponding to a coordinatization K =

(TS X EU) o §S,U‘

We shall use the notation P := K~ (P is the parametrization corresponding
to the coordinatization K).

Let L and L; be as in 6.3.3 and let ¢° be the coordinate of t € Tg, i.e.

0 =r7s(t
& =1s().
A parametrization p; of L; has the coordinatized form

a K(pi(a) =: (€% (0*(a)] @ =1,2,3)) =: (€°, p(a))
from which we deduce
pe = P&, p),
Pr = 0a P(£°, p)p* (Einstein summation).
Furthermore, we know (see 9.1.3)

P
U(P)= 557

Consequently,

[T - Del” = e + U () - pef* =
(80P - 8, P)(OoP - D P)
|00 P|?

= (aapaﬂp—i_ ) (£O7p)papﬂ

Let us put
gir = 0; P - Op P (i,k=0,1,2,3).

Taking into account that ggo is negative, we see that

hop 1= gop — 2298 (4 3=1,2,3)
goo
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is the 'metric tensor’ in the U -space, i.e. a curve in the U -space parametrized
by p at an S-instant coordinatized by ¢° has length

[ \fhasl€ p@)ie (@) @)

9.4.2. Note that g;; is a function from R* into T® T.

We know that (9;P(£)]i = 0,1,2,3) is a basis in M (the local basis at
P(&) (see VI.5.6)). Thus, according to V.4.21, (gix(§)]4,k = 0,1,2,3) is the
coordinatized form of g corresponding to this basis. More precisely, we get those
formulae choosing an s € TT and putting

gz‘k(f) .

g2

gix(§) =

9.5. Exercises

1. Let K be a coordinatization corresponding to a reference system whose
observer is U . Demonstrate that the coordinatized form of U according to K is
the constant mapping (1, 0). (By definition, (DK -U)oK ! is the coordinatized
form of U according to K, see VL5).

2. Take the uniformly accelerated observer U treated in 6.5. Define a
Lorentzian reference system with arbitrary spacetime unit s, origin o and with
a spacetime basis such that ey := sU(0), e; := S|a [ €2 and ez are arbitrary.
Demonstrate that U will have the coordinatized form

(€%.€,8%,6%) ( 1+ (afo)z,agﬂo,O)
where « is the number for which |ao| = ol holds.

The U -line passing through o + Z &'e; becomes

1 1
{ (sinhas, €' 4+ —(coshas — 1), €2, 53)
a o

SER}.

3. Take the uniformly accelerated observer U treated in 6.6. Define a
Lorentzian reference system with arbitrary spacetime unit s, origin o and with
a spacetime basis such that eg := sU(0), ey := S|a [ €2 and es are arbitrary.
Demonstrate that U will have the coordinatized form

{(,6,2,6%) e R | € > |} » R,
(€°,64,8%,8%) = (€",€%,0,0).

+ (&)
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3 .
The U -line passing through o+ Y £'e; becomes
i=0

SER}.

4. Take the uniformly rotating observer U treated in 6.7. Define a Lorentzian
reference system with arbitrary spacetime unit s, origin o and with a spacetime
basis such that e := sU(0), es positively oriented in KerQ), |es| =s, e; and
ey arbitrary. Demonstrate that U will have the coordinatized form

{ (gllsmhf s, & 4+ — a7 (Coshgls —1), &, 53)

(€.6.2.8) o (V142 +(€9), g we 0)

where w is the number for which [ = w< holds.

3 .
The U -line passing through o+ Y £%e; becomes
i=0

{ (S\/l + wz((§1)2 + (52)2)7 £ cosws — 2 sinws, & sinws + €2 cosws, 53) ‘

SGR}.

5. Take the uniformly rotating observer U treated in 6.8. Define a Lorentzian
reference system with arbitrary spacetime unit s, origin o and with a spacetime
basis such that ey := sU(0), es positively oriented in Ker{), |es| = s, e; and
e, arbitrary. Demonstrate that U will have the coordinatized form
1 2

{(50’51752 53 €R4‘ w2(
(50 ¢l e, 53

+ (52)2) < 1} S RY,
(1, —wé? wet, 0)

V1 w2 (€)% + (€2)?)
where w is the number for which [ = w’ holds.

3 .
The U -line passing through o+ Y £’e; becomes
i=0

{ (t(s), & coswt(s) — & sinwt(s), ' sinwt(s) + £ coswit(s), &) | s e R},

where
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6. Find necessary and sufficient conditions that two affine reference systems
be equivalent.

7. Take the uniformly accelerated observer treated in 6.5, consider wu,-
synchronization and find a convenient reference system for them.

8. A reference system defined for a uniformly accelerated observer cannot be
equivalent to a reference system defined for a uniformly rotating observer.

10. Spacetime groups*
10.1. The Lorentz group

10.1.1. We shall deal with linear maps from M into M, permanently using
the identification Lin(M) = M @ M*.

Recall the notion of g-adjoints, g-orthogonal maps, g-antisymmetric maps
(V.1.5, V.2.7).

Definition.
L:={LeMaM|L* L=1y}=0(g)

is called the Lorentz group; its elements are the Lorentz transformations.
If L is a Lorentz transformation then

{ +1 if L is arrow-preserving
arL :=

—1 if L is arrow-reversing

is the arrow of L and

+1 if L[ is orientation preserving

sign L := . o . .
—1 if L|g is orientation-reversing

is the sign of L where u is an arbitrary element of V(1).

Let us put
L7 :={L e L] signL=arL =1},

LT :={LeL]|signL=—arL =1},
L 7 :={LeL]|signL =—arL = -1},
L~ :={LeLl]signL=arLl =-1}.

LT is called the proper Lorentz group.

10.1.2. (4) From VIL5 we infer that the Lorentz group is a six-dimensional
Lie group having the Lie algebra
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La(L)=A(g)={HcMoM'|H* =-H}.

(it) S, T and L, the set of spacelike vectors, the set of timelike vectors and
the set of lightlike vectors are invariant under Lorentz transformations. The
arrow of a Lorentz transformation L is +1 if and only if T, the set of future
directed timelike vectors, is invariant for L.

(iit) The sign of Lorentz transformations is correctly defined. Indeed, if
w € V(1) then L maps S, onto S..r)r..; these two linear subspaces are
oriented according to 1.3.4. It is not hard to see that if the restriction of L onto
S, is orientation preserving for some w then it is orientation preserving for all
u.

(v) The mappings £ — {-1,1}, L — arL and £ — {-1,1}, L+ signL
are continuous group homomorphisms. As a consequence, the Lorentz group
is disconnected. We shall see in 10.2.4 that the proper Lorentz group LT is
connected. It is quite trivial that if L € L7 then L-£t~ = £t and similar
assertions hold for £~ and £~ as well. Consequently, the Lorentz group
has four connected components, the four subsets given in Definition 10.1.1.

From these four components only £+ —the proper Lorentz group—is a
subgroup; nevertheless, the union of an arbitrary component and of the proper
Lorentz group is a subgroup as well.

L7 := LT UL ™ is called the orthochronous Lorentz group.

(v) The arrow of L is +1 if and only if T7, the set of future directed
timelike vectors is invariant for L :

ifarL=1  then L[T”]=T7, L[TT]|=T%,
ifarL =—1 then L[T7]=T", L[TT]=T".

Moreover, the elements of £7~ and L£~% preserve the orientation of M,
whereas the elements of £ and £~ reverse the orientation.

10.1.3. M is of even dimensions, thus —1y is orientation-preserving. Evi-
dently, —1pg isin £7%7; it is called the inversion of spacetime vectors. We have
that £7 = (=1pm) - LT

We have seen previously that the elements of £7% invert in some sense the
timelike vectors and do not invert the spacelike vectors; the elements of £~
invert in some sense the spacelike vectors and do not invert the timelike vectors.
However, we cannot select an element of £+ and an element of £~ that we
could consider to be the time inversion and the space inversion, respectively.

For each u € V(1) we can give a u-timelike inversion and a w-spacelike
inversion as follows.
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The w -timelike inversion T, € L% inverts the vectors parallel to w and
leaves invariant the spacelike vectors g-orthogonal to w:

T, u:=—u and T,-q:=q for q€S,.
In general,
T, x=u(u -z)+my =2ulu-z)+x (x e M),
ie.
T, =1 + 2u ® u.

The w-spacelike inversion P, € L~ inverts the spacelike vectors g-
orthogonal to u and leaves invariant the vectors parallel to u:

P, -u:=u and P,-q:=—q for qeS,.
In general,
P, z=-ulu-z)—my - z=2ulu-z)—x (x e M),

i.e.
P,=—-1y —2u®u.

We easily deduce the following equalities:

T, =Ty, P '=P,

10.1.4. For w € V(1) let us consider the Euclidean vector space (Sa, T, hy,)
where h, is the restriction of g onto S, x S,. The h, -orthogonal group,
O(hy,), called also the group of w -spacelike orthogonal transformations, can be
identified with a subgroup of the Lorentz group:

Ohy)={LeL7|L-u=u}.

The Lorentz group is an analogue of the Galilean group and we have already
seen a number of their common properties. However, as concerns their relation
to three-dimensional orthogonal groups, they differ significantly.

In the nonrelativistic case there is a single three-dimensional orthogonal group
in question, O(h), and it can be injected into the Galilean group in different ways
according to different velocity values. Moreover, L +— L|g is a surjective group
homomorphism from the Galilean group onto the three-dimensional orthogonal

group.
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In the relativistic case there are a lot of three-dimensional orthogonal groups,
being subgroups of the Lorentz group; one corresponds to each velocity value.
Note that, for all w, L — L|su is not a surjective group homomorphism from
L onto O(hy); indeed, S, is invariant for L if and only if L -wu = (arL)u.

As a consequence, there is not either a ’special Lorentz group’ or a ’w-
special Lorentz group’ which would be the kernel of the group homomorphism
L~ Lig, .

10.1.5. The problem is that, in general, S, is not invariant for a Lorentz
transformation L; more closely, L maps S, onto S, ). for all w € V(1).
Let us try to rule out this uneasiness with the aid of the corresponding Lorentz
boost L(u,(ar L)L -w) which maps S(,;z)p.. onto S, in a ’handsome’ way. A
simple calculation yields the following result.

Proposition. For all Lorentz transformations L and for all w € V(1),
R(L,u) :=(arL)L(u,(arL)L -u) - L =

u+ (arL)L-u) @ ((arL)L)™' - u + u)
l1—wu-(arL)L-u

=(arL)L + ( —2u®u

is an element of O(h,). ®

This suggests the idea that an orthochronous Lorentz transformation L
should be considered ‘special’ if R(L,u)|g = 1s,; then L(u,(arL)L-u)-L =
1y and consequently L is a Lorentz boost.

Thus Lorentz boosts can be regarded as counterparts of special Galilean
transformations. That is why we call them special Lorentz transformations as
well. However, it is very important that the special Lorentz transformations
(Lorentz boosts) do not form a subgroup (see 1.3.9).

Note that our result can be formulated as follows: given an arbitrary w €
V(1), every Lorentz transformation L can be decomposed into the product of
a special Lorentz transformation and a w-spacelike orthogonal transformation,
multiplied by the arrow of L:

L= (arL)L((arL)L - u,u) - R(L,u).

10.1.6. It is worth mentioning that the product of the w'-timelike (w'-
spacelike) inversion and the w-timelike (w-spacelike) inversion is a special
Lorentz transformation. Since

T,'=T,=-P, =1 +2u®u,

we find—because of —u — 2(u - v )u’ = u — \/%—that T, T;' =
2v

P, - P;! is the Lorentz boost from u to u — \/##‘2
|V’
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10.1.7. (i) Take an uw € V(1) and a 0 # H € A(g) for which H-u =0
holds. Then H3 = —|H|*H (V.4.18(i)) and we can repeat the proof of 1.11.1.8
to have

H? H? H
H .
e =|1m+— | + — cos|H| + — sin |H|
( |H2> |H|* |H|
which is an element of O(hy,).
(i) Take an uw € V(1) and a 0 # H € A(g) whose kernel lies in S,,. Then
H?3 = |H’H (V.4.18(ii)) and we can prove as in 1.11.1.8 that
H? H? H
H .
e’ =|1m — —5 | + —zcosh|H| + —sinh|H]|.
< |H|2> H|* |H|
We can demonstrate this is a Lorentz boost. Recall that there is an n € ST“,

|n| = 1 such that H = auAn, where a := |H|. Then H? = o?>(n®n—u®u)
and executing some calculations we obtain:

Proposition. Let u € V(1), n€ %%, |n|=1, and o € R. Then

exp(a(u An)) = L(ucosha + nsinha, u).

10.1.8. Originally the Lorentz transformations are defined to be linear maps
from M into M. In the usual way, we can consider them to be linear maps from
% into % as we already did in the preceding paragraphs as well.

V(1) is invariant under orthochronous Lorentz transformations. However,
contrary to the nonrelativistic case, here V(1) is not an affine subspace, hence
we cannot say anything similar to those in 1.11.3.8.

This, too, indicates that the structure of the Lorentz group is more compli-

cated than the structure of the Galilean group.

10.2. The wu-split Lorentz group

10.2.1. The Lorentz transformations, being elements of M ® M*, are split
by velocity values according to 8.1. These splittings are significantly more
complicated than the splittings of Galilean transformations.

Let us start with the splittings of Lorentz boosts. The map &/, defined in
7.1.4 is such a splitting:

£u’u = Eu : L(ua u/) . 51:1 (uvu/ € V(l))

For a w € V(1), it is convenient to introduce the notations

Su
Bu::{'veT‘ |v<1}
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and

RS S o) L K@)’
(v) = 1_|v|2’ D()'*m(v) (151‘*%(@)“ ®>

for v € By,. It is worth mentioning the relation
k() k(v)—1
ko) +1 )

Applying the usual matrix forms we have
_ 1 —Vu'u
£u’u o /f('vu’u) (—'Uu/u D(’Uu”.t)) '
A simple calculation yields that
_ _ 1 Uy
gu . L(u/7 u) '£u1 = u’lu = K(Uu'u) ( D('Zu'lllu)> .

Vu'u

10.2.2. Now taking an arbitrary Lorentz transformation L and a u € V(1),
we make the following manipulation:

€. L&' = (& L(u,(arL)L-u)" - €,") - (&, - L(u, (arL)L -u) - L- £,").

1

L)L uu As concerns the

The first factor on the right-hand side equals S(;
second factor, we find that

(fu -L(u,(arL)L -u) - L - E;l)(t, q) = (ﬁu -L(u,(arL)L - u) - L) (ut +q) =
=&, ((arL)ut + R(L,u) - q) = ((arL)t, R(L,u) - q)

for all (t,q) € T x S, i.e. the second factor has the matrix form

arL 0
0 R(Lu))/’
As a consequence, we see that the following definition describes the w-split

form of Lorentz transformations.

Definition. The w -split Lorentz group is

(o1 (0 o) (3 )

Its elements are called w -split Lorentz transformations. ®

v€B,, Re S(’)(hu)}.

The w-split Lorentz transformations can be regarded as linear maps T xS, —
T x S,; the one in the definition makes the correspondence

(t,q) — s(v)(£t+v-R-q, fvt + D(v)- R-q).
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The w-split Lorentz group is a six-dimensional Lie group having the Lie

algebra
0 v Su
{('U A)”UGT7AEA(hu)}

10.2.3. The splitting according to u establishes a Lie-group isomorphism
between the Lorentz group and the w-split Lorentz group. The isomorphisms
corresponding to different w’ and w are different.

The difference of splittings can be seen by the usual transformation rule which
is rather complicated; since here we need not it, we do not give the details.

10.2.4. The w-splitting sends the proper Lorentz group onto

v (6 oin) (o &)

which is evidently a connected set. Since the w-splitting is a Lie group isomor-
phisms, £t~ is connected as well.

veB,, Re SO(hu)}

10.2.5. We easily verify that

(et i) <n]

is not a subgroup of the w-split Lorentz group; this reflects the well-known fact
that the Lorentz boosts do not form a subgroup.

10.2.6. The Lie algebra of the Lorentz group, too, consists of elements of
M ® M*, thus they are split by velocity values in the same way as the Lorentz
transformations; evidently, their split form will be different.

If H isin the Lie algebra of the Lorentz group—i.e. H is a g-antisymmetric
tensor—and u € V(1), then

. R 0 H- -u
o H-&y _<H-u H-uANH -u)’
The splitting according to w establishes a Lie algebra isomorphism between

the Lie algebra of the Lorentz group and the Lie algebra of the w-split Lorentz
group. The isomorphisms corresponding to different u’ and w are different.

10.3. Exercises

1. The Lorentz group is not transitive, i.e. forall ¢ € M, {L-x| L € L} #
M. What are the orbits of the Lorentz group?
2. The subgroup generated by the Lorentz boosts equals the proper Lorentz

group.
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3. Prove that the Lie algebra of O(h,,) equals {H € A(g)| H - u = 0} which
can be identified with A(h.,).

4. What is the subgroup generated by {Ty|u € V(1)}?

5. Prove that

_ -1 0
Eu 'T'u,’ '£u1 = Eu,u” ) ( 0 ]-Su) )
_ -1 _ 1 0
€u Pu’ Oéu - gu,u” (0 _1Su

where 4" := u — 2k (Vg ) Vo’ -

10.4. The Poincaré group
10.4.1. Now we shall deal with affine maps L: M — M; as usual, the linear
map under L is denoted by L.

Definition.

P:={L: M — M| Lis affine, L € L}

is called the Poincaré group; its elements are the Poincaré transformations.
If L is a Poincaré transformation then

arL :=arL, signL := sign L.

PT=, PT<, P~ and P~% are the subsets of P consisting of elements
whose underlying linear maps belong to £7~, £*%, £~ and £~%, respec-
tively.

P is called the proper Poincaré group. M

According to VII.3.2(ii) we can state the following.

Proposition. The Poincaré group is a ten-dimensional Lie group; its Lie
algebra consists of the affine maps H: M — M whose underlying linear map is
in the Lie algebra of the Lorentz group:

La(P) = {H ¢ ARM,M)| H < A(g)}. m

The proper Poincaré group is a connected subgroup of the Poincaré group.
As regards P+, etc. we can repeat what we said about the components of the
Lorentz group.

P~ =P+t UP~7 is called the orthochronous Poincaré group.
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10.4.2. We can say that the elements of P~ invert spacetime in some sense
but there is no element that we could call the spacetime inversion.
For every o € M we can give the o-centered spacetime inversion in the well-
known way (cf. 1.11.6.2):
I(z) :==0—(z— o) (x € M).

Similarly, we can say that in some sense the elements of P~ contain space-
like inversion and do not contain timelike inversion; the elements of PT* contain
timelike inversion and do not contain spacelike inversion. However, the space in-
version and the time inversion do not exist.

For every o € M and w € V(1) we can give the o-centered w -timelike
inversion and the o-centered w -spacelike inversion as follows:

Tuol@):=0+T, - (x—o0),
Py o(z) =0+ P, - (z—o0) (x € M).

10.4.3. The Poincaré transformations are mappings of spacetime. They
play a fundamental role because the proper Poincaré transformations can be
considered to be the strict automorphisms of the spacetime model. The following
statement is quite trivial.

Proposition. (F,1t) is a strict automorphism of the special relativistic
space time model (M, T, g) if and only if F' is a proper Poincaré transformation.

10.4.4. The Lorentz group is not a subgroup of the Poincaré group. The
mapping P — L, L+ L is a surjective Lie group homomorphism whose kernel
is 7n(M), the translation group of M,

Tn(M) = {T,| a € M} = {LeP| L =1y}

As we know, its Lie algebra is M regarded as the set of constant maps from
M into M (VIL.3.3).
For every o € M,
Lo :={L e P| L(o) = o},

called the group of o-centered Lorentz transformations, is a subgroup of the
Poincaré group; the restriction of the homomorphism L — L onto L, is a
bijection between L, and L.

In other words, given o € M, we can assign to every Lorentz transformation
L the Poincaré transformation

z—o+L-(x—o0),

called the o-centered Lorentz transformation by L.
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10.4.5. For every u € V(1) we can define the subgroup of w-timelike
translations
Tn(T), ={Tut| t € T} C Tn(M)

and the subgroup of w-spacelike translations

Tn(Sy) :=={Tq| q € Su} C Tn(M)

10.4.6. For every u € V(1) and o € M,
O(hy),:={LeP| L(o) =0, L -u=mu},
called the group of o -centered w -spacelike orthogonal transformations, is a sub-
group of P,

In other words, given (u,0) € V(1) x M, we can assign to every R € O(hy,)
the Poincaré transformation

z—o—u(u-(z—0))+R m, (z—o),

called the o-centered wu -spacelike orthogonal transformation by R.

10.5. The vectorial Poincaré group

10.5.1. Recall that for an arbitrary world point o, the vectorization of M
with origin o, O,: M — M, x +— x — o is an affine bijection.

With the aid of such a vectorization we can ’vectorize’ the Poincaré group
as well: if L is a Poincaré transformation then O, o L o O;! is an affine
transformation of M, represented by the matrix (see VI.2.4(ii) and Exercise

V1.2.5.2)
(s-0 1)

The Lie algebra of the Poincaré group consists of affine maps H: M — M
where M is considered to be a wector space (the sum of such maps is a part
of the Lie algebra structure). Thus the vectorization H o O, ! is an affine map
M — M where the range is regarded as a vector space. Then it is represented

by the matrix (see VI.2.4(%ii))
0 0
H(o) H )/

10.5.2. Definition. The vectorial Poincaré group is

(1)

aeM7Le£}. [ |
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The vectorial Poincaré group is a ten-dimensional Lie group, its Lie algebra
is the vectorization of the Lie algebra of the Poincaré group:

0 o

a H
An advantage of this block matrix representation is that the commutator of
two Lie algebra elements can be computed as the difference of their two products.

acM, HeLa(/j)}.

10.5.3. A vectorization of the Poincaré group is a Lie group isomorphism
between the Poincaré group and the vectorial Poincaré group. The following
transformation rule shows how the vectorizations depend on the world points
serving as origins of the vectorization. Let o and o’ be two world points; then

OO/ 0051 = TO—O' = ( 1 O )

(o—0) 1m

and

1 0 1 1 0
TO_O/.<a L)'TO—O’(aJr(LlM)'(o/O) L) (aeM, Lel).

As concerns the corresponding Lie algebra isomorphisms, we have

(2 I(ir)'TJ_lof:(aJrH_O(o,_O) Ig) (a €M, H € La(\)).

10.6. The wu-split Poincaré group

10.6.1. With the aid of the splitting corresponding to u € V(1), we send
the transformations of M into the transformations of T x S,. Composing a
vectorization and a splitting, we convert Poincaré transformations into affine
transformations of T x S,,.

Embedding the affine transformations of T x S, into the linear transforma-
tions of R x (T x S,,) (see VI.2.4(ii)) and using the customary matrix represen-
tation of such linear maps, we introduce the following notion.

Definition. The w -split Poincaré group is

1 0 0 1 0 0 teT. ges
t  k(v) k(v)v 0 £1 0 vEB ’Rqe S(’I)L(,h ) [ |
qg k(W)v k(v)D(v) 0 0 =+R w “
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The w-split Poincaré group is a ten-dimensional Lie group having the Lie
algebra

0 0 O S

t 0 v teT, q€S., vE =, AcA(hy)
T

q v A

Keep in mind that the group multiplication of w-split Poincaré transforma-
tions coincides with the usual matrix multiplication and the commutator of Lie
algebra elements is the difference of their two products.

For w € V(1) and o € M put

£u,o::£uooo: M—>T><Su.

Then L+ &y o0Lo&,L is a Lie group isomorphism between the Poincaré
group and the w-split Poincaré group. Evidently, for different elements of
V(1) x M, the isomorphisms are different. The transformation rule that shows
how the isomorphism depends on (u,0) is rather complicated.

Though the Poincaré group and the w-split Poincaré group are isomorphic
(they have the same Lie group structure), they are not ’identical’ : there is no
‘canonical’” isomorphism between them that we could use to identify them.

The w-split Poincaré group is the Poincaré group of the w-split special
relativistic spacetime model (T x S,, T, g.) (see 1.7). The spacetime model
(M, T, g) and the corresponding w-split spacetime model are isomorphic, but
they cannot be identified as we pointed out in 1.6.3. Due to the additional
structures of the w-split spacetime model, the w-split Poincaré group has a
number of additional structures that the Poincaré group has not.

10.6.2. The w-split Poincaré group has the following subgroups:

1 0 O 1 0 O
t 1 0 teT,, 01 o0 q €Sy,
0 0 1g, qg 0 1g,
1 0 0
01 o R € O(hy)
0 0 R
In contradistinction to the nonrelativistic case,
1 0 0
0 k(v) K(v)v v € B,
0 k(v)v k(v)D(v)

is not a subgroup of the w-split Poincaré group.
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The listed w-split Poincaré transformations correspond (by the isomorphism
established by (u,0) € V(1) x M) to the following Poincaré transformations:

x4 ut (teT),
r—T+q (g € Su),
r—o—u(u-(x—0)+R my-(z—0) (R € O(hy)),
z— o0+ L(k(v)(u+v), u) 7y (z—0) (v € By,).

10.6.3. Taking a linear bijection T — R and an orthogonal linear bijection
S« — R3, we can transfer the wu-split Poincaré group into an affine transforma-
tion group of R xR3, called the arithmetic Poincaré group which is the Poincaré
group of the arithmetic spacetime model.

The arithmetic Poincaré transformations can be given in the same form as
the w-split Poincaré transformations: R, R3, O(3) and the open unit ball in
R3 are to be substituted for T, S,, O(h,) and B,, respectively.

In conventional treatments one always considers the arithmetic Poincaré group
and one speaks about the time translation subgroup, the space translation sub-
group, the space rotation subgroup, the time inversion etc. which in applications
can result in misunderstandings.

Since time and space do not exist and only observer time and observer space
make sense, the Poincaré group has no such subgroups; it contains w-timelike
translations, w-spacelike translations, o-centered u-spacelike rotations etc.

10.7. Exercises

1. Let L be a Poincaré transformation for which L = —1y4. Then there is a
unique o € M such that L is the o-centered spacetime inversion.
2. Prove that for all o € M,

ooocoooo—lz{((l) 2)‘ LGE}.

3. Find &y, - Tuo- ;,}9 and &qy 0 Py - 5;710

4. Prove that the subgroup generated by {Ty./u € V(1), 0 € M} equals
P uUPtTe.

5. Prove that the derived Lie algebra of the Poincaré group equals the Lie
algebra of the Poincaré group, i.e. [La(P),La(P)] = La(P).

6. Let L be a Poincaré transformation. Consider the real number arL to be
a linear map T — T, t+ (arL)t.

If r is a world line function then Loro(arL)™" is a world line function, too.
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If C is a world line then L[C] is a world line, too; moreover, if C = Ranr
then L[C]=Ran(Loro (arL)_l).

11. Relation between the two types of spacetime models

11.1. One often asserts that nonrelativistic physics is the limit of special
relativistic physics as the light speed tends to infinity.

Can we give such an exact statement concerning our spacetime models? The
answer is no.

We have two different mathematical structures. There is no natural way of
introducing a convergence notion even on a class of mathematical structures of
the same kind (e.g. on the class of groups and to say that a sequence of groups
converges to a given one) and it is quite impossible to introduce a convergence
notion on a class consisting of structures of different kinds (e.g. to say that a
sequence of groups converges to an algebra).

There is no reasonable limit procedure in which a sequence of special rela-
tivistic spacetime models converges to a nonrelativistic spacetime model.

11.2. The following considerations show the real meaning of the usual state-
ments.

Let us fix a special relativistic standard inertial frame with velocity value wu.

Let us rename T to L, calling it the measure line of distances. Let us
introduce for time periods a new measure line, denoted by T. Let us choose
a positive element ¢ of %; it makes the correspondence T — L, t — ct.

If w' € V(1) then vy, € % and v = CUyrq € ST“ will be considered the
relative velocity with respect to the observer. Evidently, |v| < ¢, thus ¢ is the
light speed in the new system of measure lines.

Substituting 2 for vy, and ct for ¢ in the formula 7.1.4 and letting ¢ tend
to infinity—which has an exact meaning because elements of finite dimensional
vector spaces are involved in that formula—we get the corresponding nonrela-
tivistic transformation rule in 1.8.2.4.

Similar statements hold for other formulae that concern relative velocities; e.g.
for the addition formula of relative velocities, for the formula of light aberration
etc.

However, such a statement, in general, will not be valid for formulae that do
not concern relative velocities: e.g. the uniformly accelerated observer treated
in 6.6 has no limit as ¢ tends to infinity.



III. FUNDAMENTAL NOTIONS OF
GENERAL RELATIVISTIC SPACETIME
MODELS

1. As we have already mentioned, the nonrelativistic spacetime model is
suitable for describing ‘sluggish’ mechanical phenomena. To describe ‘brisk’
mechanical phenomena and electromagnetic phenomena we have to use the
special relativistic spacetime model. Of course, the special relativistic spacetime
model is good for ‘sluggish’ mechanical phenomena, too, but their relativistic
description is much more complicated than the nonrelativistic one and gives
practically the same results.

To avoid misunderstandings, we emphasize that the mechanical effects of elec-
tromagnetic phenomena (e.g. the history of charged masspoints in a given elec-
tromagnetic field) can be well described nonrelativistically as well, provided that
the mechanical phenomena remain ‘sluggish’ (the relative velocities of masspoints
remain much smaller than the light speed). The nonrelativistic spacetime model
is not suitable for the description of the electromagnetic phenomena in vacuum:
how charges produce electromagnetic field, how an electromagnetic radiation
propagates etc.

Gravitational actions are well described in the nonrelativistic spacetime model
by absolute scalar potentials. Such potentials do not exist in the special rela-
tivistic spacetime model. Other potentials or force fields do not give convenient
(experimentally verified) models of gravitational actions.

The problem that faces us is that gravitational actions in ‘brisk’ mechanical
phenomena and electromagnetic phenomena cannot be described and, of course,
gravitational phenomena (how do masses produce gravitational fields) cannot be
treated in the framework of the special relativistic spacetime model.

There is only one way out: if we want to describe gravitational phenomena
as well, then we have to construct a new spacetime model. However, it is not
straightforward at all, how we shall do this.

2. Recall what we said about our experience regarding the structure of
our space and time: in our space we find straight lines represented by light
signals or stretched threads. We know, however, that a thread stretched in the
gravitational field of the earth is not straight, it bends; if the thread is short
enough and the stretching is strong enough then the curvature of the thread is
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negligible. However, for longer threads—imagine a thread (wire) across a river—
the curvature can be significant.

It seems, that a light signal is better for realizing a straight line. Indeed,
in terrestrial distances we do not experience that a light signal is not straight.
However, the distances on the earth are small for a light signal. It may happen
that light signals turn out to be curved in cosmic distances. Of course, to prove
or disprove this possibility we meet great difficulties. A minor problem is that
cosmic distances are hardly manageable.

To state that a line is straight or not we have to know what the straight lines
are. Straight lines in terrestrial distances are defined in the most convenient way
by the trajectories of light signals. Have we a better way to define straight lines
in cosmic size? Can we define straight lines in this way? Can we define straight
lines at all?

We have to recognize that it makes no sense that a single line in itself is straight
or is not straight. We have to relate the trajectories of more light signals and
to test whether they satisfy the conditions we expect the set of straight lines
have. For instance, if two different light signals meet in more than one point,
the trajectories of the signals cannot be straight lines. Unfortunately, it is rather
difficult to execute such examinations in cosmic size.

Nevertheless, we have experimental evidence that shows that gravitation influ-
ences the propagation of light. The angle between two light beams arriving from
two stars have been measured in different circumstances: first the light beams
travel ‘freely’, far from gravitational action; second, they travel near the Sun i.e.
under a strong gravitational action. The angles are significantly different.

Light travels along different trajectories in two circumstances. Evidently, the
trajectories cannot be straight lines in both cases.

star star star star

sun

earth earth

The affine structure of spacetime in the special relativistic model has been
based on the straight propagation of light. Thus if we want to construct a
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spacetime model suitable for the treatment of gravitational phenomena, we have
to reject the affine structure.

We have to get accustomed to the strange fact: in general, the notion of
a straight line makes no sense. It is worth repeating why. Every notion in
our mathematical model must have a physical background. A straight line
would be realized by a light beam: we have no better possibility. However,
in strong gravitational fields (in cosmic size) the set of light beams maybe
does not satisfy the usual conditions imposed on the set of straight lines. One
usually says that gravitation ‘curves’ spacetime. The properties of a curved
spacetime can be illustrated as follows: it may happen that two light beams
starting simultaneously from the same source in different directions meet again
somewhere (this is a ‘spacelike curvature’) or that two light beams starting from
the same source in the same direction in different instants meet again somewhere
(this is a ‘timelike curvature’).

3. According to the idea of Einstein, spacetime models must reflect gravita-
tional actions, a spacetime model is to be a model of a gravitational action; the
absence of gravitation is modelled by the special relativistic spacetime model.

The theory of gravitation, a deep and large theory, lies out of the scope of this
book. That is why only the framework of general relativistic spacetime models
will be outlined.

In constructing a general relativistic spacetime model, we do not adhere to
the affine structure and we require only that spacetime is a four-dimensional
smooth manifold M.

A four-dimensional smooth manifold M is an abstract mathematical structure
similar to a four-dimensional smooth submanifold in an affine space; it has the
following fundamental properties: every = € M has a neighbourhood which can
be parametrized by p: R* »— M; if p and ¢ are parametrizations then ¢~ top is
smooth. Then to each point = of M a four-dimensional vector space T, (M), the
tangent space at x, is assigned; every differentiable curve passing through x has
its tangent vector in T, (M). A neighbourhood of zero of T, (M) approximates
a neighbourhood of = in M. Smooth submanifolds of an affine space (thus affine
spaces themselves) are smooth manifolds.

The gravitational constant makes it possible to use real numbers for measuring
spacetime distances in such a way that the gravitational constant is 1.

Our experience that gravitational action in small size does not contradict the
notion of a straight line suggests that a general relativistic spacetime model in
small size can be ‘similar’ to a special relativistic spacetime model. That is why
we accept that there is a Lorentz form g, : T, (M) x T;(M) — R is given for all
x € M in such a way that x — g, is smooth in a conveniently defined sense. The
assignment x +— g, is called a Lorentz field and is denoted by g. Moreover, we
assume that every g, is endowed with an arrow orientation which, too, depends
on z in a conveniently defined smooth way.
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Definition. A general relativistic spacetime model is a pair (M, g) where
— M is a four-dimensional smooth manifold (called spacetimeor world),
— g is an arrow-oriented Lorentz field on M.

Evidently, a special relativistic spacetime model — with T = R — is a general
relativistic spacetime model: M is an affine space (then every tangent space
equals M) and g, is the same for all 2 € M.

4. Take a general relativistic spacetime model (M,g). Then S,, T, and
L., the set of spacelike tangent vectors etc. in T, (M) are defined by g, for all
world points x and they have the following meaning:

— a world line (the history of a masspoint) is a curve in M whose tangent
vectors are timelike (i.e. the tangent vector of a world line C at z is in T,);

— a light signal is a curve in M whose tangent vectors are lightlike.

Let us give an illustration of a general relativistic spacetime model. Let the
plane of the page represent the spacetime M, and at the same time, every tangent
space is represented by the plane of the page as well. Then we draw the future
light cone to every world point.

/<

Illustrating the nonrelativistic and the special relativistic spacetime models
we have got accustomed to the fact that the Euclidean structure of the plane
has to be neglected: the angles and distances in the plane of the page do not
reflect, in general, objects of the spacetime model. Now we have to neglect the
affine structure of the plane as well: the straight lines of the plane, in general,
do not correspond to objects of the spacetime.

We call attention to the fact that in our illustration the spacetime manifold
and its tangent spaces which are different sets, are represented by the same
plane. The straight lines representing light cones in the previous figure are lines
in tangent spaces, they do not lie in the spacetime manifold.
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The following figures show a world line and a light signal in the general
relativistic spacetime model.

5. As we have said, a general relativistic spacetime model is to be a model of
a gravitational action. The theory of gravitation has the task to expound how a
gravitational action is modelled by a spacetime model. We know that a special
relativistic spacetime model corresponds to the lack of gravitation.

There are different special relativistic spacetime models; however, all of them
correspond to the same physical situation: the lack of gravitation. This is
reflected in the fact that all special relativistic spacetime models are isomorphic.

It may happen that two general relativistic spacetime models correspond to
the same gravitational action; we expect that they must be isomorphic. Now we
give the notion of isomorphism.

Definition. The general relativistic spacetime model (M, g)is isomorphic to
(M, g’) if there is a diffeomorphism F: M — M’ sucht that

9%(35) o (DF(I’) X DF(m)) =9 (xreM). ®

The phrase F' is diffeomorphism means that F' is a bijection and both F
and F~! are smooth. The derivative of F at z, DF(x), is a linear map from
Tw(M) into TF(a:) (M/)

6. As examples we give a certain kind of general relativistic spacetime models
where the spacetime manifold is a submanifold of an affine space, hence we can
use the well-known mathematical tools treated in this book.

Take a special relativistic spacetime model (M, R, g), select an open subset
M4 of M; M# is an open submanifold of M and T,(M4) =M for all 2 € M.
Give a smooth map A: M4 — GL(M) (i.e. A(z) is a linear bijection M — M
for all z € M). For all € M4 we define the Lorentz form g2 by

g (x,y) = g(A(z) =, A(z)-y) (z,y € M).

The Lorentz form g is endowed with an arrow orientation as follows: let
T be the future directed timelike cone of g; then the future directed timelike
cone of g2 is defined to be A(z)~}[T™].

Then (M4, g#) is a general relativistic spacetime model.
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MATHEMATICAL TOOLS






IV. TENSORIAL OPERATIONS

In this section K denotes the field of complex numbers or the field of real
numbers, and all vector spaces are given over K.

Tensors and operations with tensors are essential mathematical tools in
physics; the simplest physical notions—e.g. meter/secundum—require tensorial
operations. Those being familiar with tensors will find no difficulty in reading
this book.

0. Identifications

Identifications make easy to handle tensors.

Let X and Y be vector spaces over the same field. If there is a linear
injection i2: X — Y which we find natural (‘canonical’) from some point of
view, we identify @ and i(x) for all x € X, i.e. we omit ¢ from the notations
considering X to be a linear subspace of Y. Then we write

XCc—Y, x =1i(x),
and if ¢ is a bijection,

X=Y, x =i(x).

In practice, instead of x = i(x) an appropriate formula appears that allows
us to consider ¢ to be natural.

Of course, ‘natural’ and ‘canonical’ are not mathematical notions and it
depends on us whether we accept or reject an identification. There are commonly
accepted identifications and there are some cases in which some people find a
given identification convenient and others do not.

Later, using a lot of identifications, the reader will have the opportunity to
see their importance.

1. Duality

1.1. Let V and U be vector spaces. Then Lin(V,U) denotes the vector
space of linear maps V — U; Lin(V) := Lin(V,V).
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The value of L € Lin(V,U) at v € V is denoted by L - v.

The composition of linear maps is denoted by a dot as well: for L €
Lin(V,U), K € Lin(U, W) we write K - L.

V* := Lin(V,K) is the dual of V. The elements of V* are often called
linear functionals or covectors.

The dual separates the elements of the vector space which means that if
veV,and p-v =0 for all pe V*, then v =0 or, equivalently, if v; and vy
are different elements of V, then there is a p € V* such that p-v1 # p - vs.

If {v;| i€ I} is abasis of V then thereis aset {p’| i€ I} in V*, called
the dual of the basis, such that

. 1 ifi=j
= i, j € I).
P {o figg (IED
If V is finite dimensional, then the dual of a basis is a basis in V* hence
dim(V*) =dim V.
Let N denote the (finite) dimension of V. If {vy,...,vn} is a basis of V
and {p',---,p"V} is its dual, then for all v € V and p € V* we have

N

v = Z(pz - v)v;,

i=1

N
p=> (p-v)p"
=1

1.2. To every element v of V we can associate a linear map i(v): V*— K,
p+— p-v, ie. an element of V**. The correspondence V. — V** v - i(v) is
a linear injection which seems so natural and simple that we find it convenient
to identify v and i(v) for all v € V:

V Cc— V™, v =i(v),
i.e.
v-p=p-v (veV,peV™).

If V is finite dimensional then this correspondence is a linear bijection be-
tween V and V**  i.e. the whole dual of V* can be identified with V:

V =V*, v-p=p-v.

1.3. The Cartesian product V x U of the vector spaces V and U is a vector
space with the pointwise addition and pointwise multiplication by numbers:

(v1,u1) + (v2,u2) 1 = (V1 + V2, U1 + u2),
a(v,u): = (av, au)

for vi,v2 € V, ui,us € U and a € K.
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We have the identification
VixU"=(VxU), (p,q) - (v,u)=p-v+q-u.
((p,q) €V x U™, (v,u) e Vx U).

1.4. The transpose of L € Lin(V,U) is the linear map
L*:U* =V,  fo fol,
ie.
(L*-f) v=Ff-(L-v)

or, with the identification introduced in 1.2,
v-L* - f=f-L-v (feU* veV).
If LK € Lin(V,U), a €K, then
(L+K)"=L"+ K",
(aL)* =aL”.
If L €Lin(V,U), K € Lin(U, W), then
(K-L)=L"-K*.

If V and U are finite dimensional, then

— L is injective if and only if L* is surjective,

— L is surjective if and only if L* is injective.

Moreover, in this case—because of the identification V** =V, U™ =U—

we have
L** =L.

If L is bijective, then
(L = @)™

1.5. Let V be a finite dimensional vector space and L € Lin(V,V*). Then
L* is alinear map from V** into V*, i.e. because of the identification V** =V
we have L* € Lin(V,V*).

The linear map L: V — V* is called symmetric or antisymmetric if L = L*
or L = —L*, respectively.

In general, the symmetric and antisymmetric parts of L € Lin(V,V*) are

L+ L* L-L*

5 and 7

respectively.
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Similar definitions work well for linear maps V* — V.
On the other hand, the notions of symmetricity, symmetric part etc. make no
sense for linear maps V. —V and V* = V*,

1.6. KY, the set of ordered N -tuples of numbers, is a well-known vector
space. It is known as well that the linear maps from KV into K™ are identified
with the matrices of M rows and N columns, in other words, Lin (K", KM) =
KMx*N ~ Ag a consequence, we have the identification

(K¥)" = Lin(KV,K) = K>V =KV

N
p~a:EZpixi (p,x € KY).
i=1

We adhered to the trick used in physical applications according to which
(KN )* is identified with KV in such a way that they are distinguished in
notations as follows.

The components of the elements of KV are indexed by superscripts:

xz=(z,...,2V) e K",

and the components of the elements of (KN )* = K" are indexed by subscripts:

p=(p1,...,pN) € (KN)*.

The identification in question, called the standard identification, means that
to every (zl,...,2") € KN we assign (z1,...,7y) € (KN)* in such a way that
x; =2 forall i=1,...,N.

Moreover, for the sake of simplicity, we often shall not write that the indices
run from 1 to N (or to M), denoting the elements in the form (z%) and (z;),
respectively.

The fundamental rule is that a summation can be carried out only for indices
in opposite positions: up and down. Accordingly, the matrix entries are indexed
corresponding to the domain and range of the matrix as a linear map:

(L) : KN — KM,
(Lig) : KN — (KM)7,
(Li*) = (KY)" = (KM)",
(L)« (KY)" — KM,
This trick works well until actual vectors are not involved; this notation does

not show for instance whether the ordered pair of numbers (1,2) is an element
of R? or (RQ)*, and whether the matrix

(1)
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maps from R? into R2? or from R? into (Rz)* etc.

The set of vectors x; := (1,0,...,0), x2 := (0,1,..,0), ..., xn =
(0,0,...,1) is called the standard basis of KV. In the mentioned identification
(KN)* = K" the dual of the standard basis is the standard basis itself.

According to this identification the transpose of a matrix as a linear map is
the usual matrix transpose.

The above notation shows well that symmetricity, symmetric part etc. make
sense only for matrices (L;;) and (L™*).

1.7. The symbol Bilin (U x V,K) stands for the vector space of bilinear maps
U x V — K, often called bilinear forms.
We have that
i: Lin(V,U) — Bilin (U* x V,K)

defined by
(i(L) (f,v):=f-L-v

(L €Lin(V,U), feU", veV)

is a linear injection which we use for the identification
Lin(V,U) Cc— Bilin(U* x V,K), f-L-v=L(f,v).

If the vector spaces U and V have finite dimension then % is a bijection,
hence = stands instead of C— .

The reader is asked to examine this identification in the case of matrices i.e.
for Lin (KN, KM).

1.8. A bilinear form h: V x V — K is called symmetric or antisymmetric if
h(v,u) = h(u,v) or h(v,u) = —h(u,v), respectively, for all v,u € V.

Similar definitions are accepted for bilinear forms V* x V* — K.

Observe that for finite dimensional V the notions introduced here and in 1.5
coincide in the identification Lin(V,V*) = Bilin(V* x V* K).

2. Coordinatization

2.1. Let V be an N -dimensional vector space over K.

An element (vi,...,vy) of V¥ is called an ordered basis of V if the set
{v1,...,vn} is a basis of V.

An ordered basis of V induces a linear bijection K:V — KV defined
by K- v, :=x; (i =1,...,N) where (x1,...xn) is the ordered standard
basis of K¥. K is called the coordinatization of V corresponding to the given
ordered basis. The inverse of the coordinatization, P := K !, is called the
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parametrization of V corresponding to the given ordered basis. It is quite
evident that

N
P (z%) = Zmivi ((z") e KV).
i=1
Thus, in view of 1.1 we have
K-v=(p'-v|i=1,...,N) (veV)
where (p',...,p") is the ordered dual basis of (vy,...,vN).
Obviously, every linear bijection K:V — K is a coordinatization in the
above sense: the one corresponding to the ordered basis (v1,...,vy) where

v; Z:K_l-xi (221,,]\7)

2.2. A coordinatization of 'V determines a coordinatization of V*, that is
induced by the corresponding ordered dual basis. Using the previous notations
and denoting the coordinatization in question by C: V* — (KN)" we have

C-p=(p-vli=1...,N) (pe V™).
It is not hard to see that
C=(K"') =P

2.3. In the coordinatization K, a linear map L: V — V is represented by
the matrix

K- L-K'=K L-P=(p' L-vlik=1,..,N).

To deduce this equality argue as follows:

N . .
(K- L K ')a"=(K-L K" 2) =
k=1
N N
:pi~L~Zxkvk:Z(pi'Lﬂuk)xk.
k=1 k=1

The linear map T: 'V — V* is represented by the matrix
(KT K'=P" T -P=(v;-T vlik=1,...,N).
It is left to the reader to find the matrix of linear maps V* — V and
V*— V*.

3. Tensor products
3.1. We start with an abstract definition of tensor products that may seem

strange; the properties of tensor products following from this definition will
clarify its real meaning.
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Definition. Let V and U be vector spaces (over the same field K). A
tensor product of U and V is a pair (Z,h), where

(i ) Z is a vector space,

(i ) h: U xV — Z is a bilinear map having the property that

— if W is a vector space and ¢: U x V — W is a bilinear map,

— then there exists a unique linear map L:Z — W such that

c=Loh.
Proposition. The pair (Z,h) satisfying (i) and (i) is a tensor product of

U and V if and only if
1) Z is spanned (Z is the linear subspace generated) by Ranh,

2) if vy,....,v, are linearly independent elements of V and wu,....,u, are
n
elements of U then Y h(u;,v;) =0 implies u; =---=u, = 0.
i=1

Proof. Exclude the trivial cases V=0 or U = 0.
Suppose 1) is fulfilled. Then every element of Z is of the form

Z aih(ug,vy). Since ah(u,v) = h(au,v), we conclude that the elements

of Z can be written in the form Z h(ug, vg).

Suppose 2) is fulfilled, too. Take a bilinear map ¢: U x V — W and define
the map L:Z — W by

T

L. <i h(uk,vk)> = Zc(uk,vk).
k=1

k=1
If L is well-defined, then it is linear, L o h = ¢, and it is unique with this

property. To demonstrate that L is well-defined, we have to show that

T S

Z h(ug,v) = Z h(xz;,y;) implies Z c(uy,vg) = Z c(x;,y,)),
k=1 j=1

k=1 j=1

which is eqivalent to

m m

Zh(ui, v;)=0 implies ZC(Uiﬂ’i) =0.

i=1 1=1
Let us choose a largest set of linearly independent vectors from {v1,...,v.,};
without loss of generahty, we can suppose 1t is {v1,...,v,} (where, of course,

n<m) If v= Z a;v; then h(u,v) = Z h(a;u,v;) and a similar formula
i=1 i=1
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holds for ¢(u,v) as well. Consequently, a rearrangement of the terms in the
previous formulae yields that L is well-defined if

n n

Z h(u;,v;) =0 implies Z c(u;,v;)=0
i=1 i=1
whenever vy,....,v, are linearly independent which follows from condition 2).

We have proved that conditions 1) and 2) are sufficient for a tensor product.
Since L o h = ¢ can define L only on the linear subspace spanned by the
range of h, condition 1) is necessary for the uniqueness of L.
If condition 2) is not satisfied then we can find a bilinear map = such that
Loh # r for all linear maps L. Indeed, let the vectors vy,...,v, be linearly
n
independent, Y h(u;,v;) = 0, and at least one of the u;-s is not zero. Without
i=1
loss of generality we can assume that wq,...,u,, (where m < n) are linearly
independent and all the other w;-s are their linear combinations. Complete
{v1,...,v,} to a basis in V and {u,...,u,,} to a basis in U. Define the
bilinear map 7: UxV — K in such a way that r(uy,v1) :=1 and r(u,v) :=0
for all other basis elements w and v. Then for all linear maps L: Z — K we

have L - ( 3 h(ui,vi)> =0#£1= i r(u;, v;).
=1

7

i=1

3.2. In the next item the existence of tensor products will be proved. Observe
that in the case W = Z, ¢ = h, the identity map of Z fulfils h = 1z o h;
according to the definition of the tensor product this is the only possibility, i.e.
if L eLin(Z) and h=Loh then L=15.

As a consequence, if (Z’,h’) is another tensor product of U and V then
there is a unique linear bijection L: Z — Z’ such that h’ = L o h. This means
that the tensor products of U and V are ‘canonically isomorphic’ or ‘essentially
the same’, hence we speak of the tensor product and applying a customary abuse
of language we call the corresponding vector space the tensor product (Z in the
definition) denoting it by U ® V, and writing

UxV->URYV, (u,v) U

for the corresponding bilinear map (h in the definition); w ® v is called the
tensor product of w and wv.

An actual given tensor product is called a realization of the tensor product
and the following symbols are used: U® V C— W or U® V = W denote
that the tensor product of U and V is realized as a subspace of W or as the
whole vector space W, respectively.

It is worth repeating the results of the previous paragraph in the new nota-
tions.
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Every element of U ® V can be written in the form Z u; ® v; where
v1,....0, are hnearly independent vectors in V. Moreover, 1f the sum is zero,
then u; = -+ = u, = 0. In particular, if w # 0 and v # 0 then u® v # 0.

3.3. For u € U and v € V we define the linear map

u®v: V' - U, p— (p-v)u

Proposition. U x V — Lin(V*,U), (u,v) — u ® v is a bilinear map
satisfying condition 2) of Proposition 3.1. As a consequence, the linear map
u ® v is the tensor product of w and v (that is why we used in advance this
notation) and U® V is realized as a linear subspace of Lin(V*, U) spanned by
such elements.

Proof. It is trivial that (u,v)+— u ® v is bilinear.
n
Suppose that v1,....,v, are linearly independent vectors in V and > u; ®

i=1
v; = 0. Then for arbitrary p € V* and f € U* we have

=f ((Zu ®vi> 'P) = (fru)p-vi)=p- <Z(f-ui)vi> .
=1

i=1 i=1

n
Since V* separates the elements of V, this means that Y (f - u;)v; = 0.
i=1
Because of the linear independence of wv;-s this involves f - u; = 0 for all
i=1,...,n. Since U* separates the elements of U, it follows that u; = uy =

-=u, =0.

3.4. Proposition. If {v;| i € I} isabasisin V and {u;| j € J} is a basis
in U then {u;®v,| je€J, i€} isabasisin UgV. ®

According to Propositions 3.3 and 1.7 we have
U®V C— Lin(V*,U) C— Bilin(U* x V* K).
If U and V are finite dimensional then
dim(U ® V) = (dim U)(dim V).

Moreover, in this case dim(U ® V) = dim (Lin(V*,U)), hence the present
proposition on the bases implies that for finite dimensional vector spaces

U®V = Lin(V*, U) = Bilin (U* x V* K)
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and because of V** =V, U* =T,
U® V* =Lin(V,U) = Bilin(U* x V,K),
U*®V =Lin(V*,U*) = Bilin(U x V*,K),
U*®V* =Lin(V,U*) = Bilin (U x V,K).

3.5. We have the following identifications.
(1) K®V =V, a®v=av,

(i) (UxV)@aW=(UaW)x (VaWw,)
(u,v)@w = (U w,vw),
W (UxV)=(WeU)x (WeV),
wR (u,v) =(wu,wev),
(4ii) If U and V are finite dimensional then
U eV =UaV), (fop): (wav)=(f up v),
(feU*, peV* wuelU, wvevV)

where we found convenient to write the symbol : for the bilinear map of duality;
we shall give an explanation later.

3.6. In mathematical books the tensor product is often said to be commu-
tative which means that we have a unique linear bijection U® V — V ® U,
u® v — v ®u admitting an identification. However, we do not find convenient
to use this identification because of two reasons:

1)if U=V, u,v €V and u # v then, in general, u ® v # v ® u;

2) uv e URQV C— Lin(V*,U), v@u € VU C— Lin(U* V) C
Lin (U*, V**); it is not hard to see that the transpose of u ® v equals v ® u:

(u®v) =veu.

Hence the unique linear bijection between U® V and V ® U that sends u® v
into v ® u is the transposing map. We do not want, in general, to identify a
linear map with its transpose (e.g. a matrix with its transpose).

However, if one of the vector spaces is one-dimensional, we accept the men-
tioned identification, i.e.

ARRV=VRA akv=vQa if dimA=1.
Moreover, in this case we agree to omit the symbol ®:

av:=a®uv (ae A, veV, dimA=1).
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Note that if dim A = 1 then every element of A ® V has the form awv.

Though, in general, A ® V # V, it makes sense (if dimA = 1) that an
element z of A ® V is parallel to an element v of V: if there is an a € A
such that z = av.

3.7. It is well known that a linear map L: V; x Vo — U; x Uy can be
represented in a matrix form:
Ly Ly
L =
<L21 Ly

where L;, € Lin(V;,Uy) (i,k=1,2) and
L - (vi,v2) = (L11 - v1 + L1z - v2, Loy -v1 + Lo - v2).
This corresponds to the finite dimensional identifications (see in particular
3.5(i))
Lin(V1 X Vg,Ul X Ug) =
E(Ul X Ug) ® (Vl X VQ)* = (Ul X U2) ® (VI X V;) =
=U;V])x (U;®V3) x (UaV]) x (Us®V}) =
ELiH(V1,U1) X Lin(Vg,Ul) X Lin(VhUg) X Lin(VQ,UQ).

Accordingly, we find convenient to write

U QP ux ®P2)

UL, U , =
(w1, u2) @ (p1, p2) (U2®p1 U2 X P2

for (ui,us) € (Uy,Uy) and (p1,p2) € Vi x V3.
Of course, a similar formula holds for other tensor products, e.g. for the
elements of (U x Ug) ® (V1 x Va):

UL QU U QU
(ul,u2)®(v1,v2)z< ! ! ! 2).

’U,2®'Ul UQ®U2

It is not hard to see then (cf. 3.6) that
U QU1 U QU *: V1 QU v Qug
Us QU] Uy R U Vo ®@U; v2Quy )’

3.8. If A is a one-dimensional vector space then Lin(A) is identified with
K: the number « corresponds to the linear map a +— aa. As a consequence,
we have the following identification, too:

A®A* =Lin(A) =K, af=§-a(=a-§)
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(remember: a€ := a ® £). Indeed, by definition, a&: A — A, b+ (£-b)a. If
a =0 then a§ =0 =& -a. If a # 0 then there is a unique geK for all
h € A such that b= ga. Thus (£-b)a = (&- ga)a =(&- a)ga = (£-a)b and
we see that a€ (= a ® &) equals the multiplication by £ - a.

For one-dimensional vector spaces we prefer the symbol of (tensor) product

to the dot for expressing the bilinear map of duality i.e. the symbol a€ to a-&.

3.9. Since Vx V* - K, (v,p) — p-v is a bilinear map, the definition of
tensor products ensures the existence of a unique linear map

Tr: VeV =K such that Tr(v®p)=p-v.

If V is finite dimensional then V ® V* = Lin(V), hence TrL, called the
trace of L, is defined for all linear maps L: V — V.

Since for u,v € V and p,q € V* we have (u®p)-(v®q) = (p-v)u®q,
we easily deduce that for all L, K € Lin(V) (if dim'V < o0)

Tr(L-K)=Tr(K-L).

If {v;] i=1,...,N} isabasisin V and {p’'| i=1,...,N} is its dual then
forall veV and pe V*

N N
p-v=> (p-v)(p-v)=) p-(vap) v,
i=1 i=1
which gives
N .
TrL=) p'L-v (L € Lin(V)).

i=1
Note that the trace of linear maps V — V* and V* — V makes no sense;
on the other hand, we have (for finite dimensional V)

Tr: Lin(V)=V*@V = K, PRU—P-V
and we easily see by (v ® p)* = p® v that
Tr(L*)=TrL (L € Lin(V)).
Moreover, if Z is a finite dimensional vector space, we define
Tr:Lin(V,Z@V)=ZVRV* = Z, zQURpr (p-v)z.

3.10. Let V be finite dimensional. Then, according to 3.5(#1) and V** =V,
we have V* @V = (Ve V)" (pev): (vep) =(p  v)(v-p).
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It is not hard to see that in other words this reads
Lin(V*) = (Lin(V))", B:L=Tr(B*L),
where L € Lin(V), B € Lin(V*) and so B* € Lin(V).

Since a single dot means the composition of linear maps, we denoted the
bilinear map of duality by the symbol : to avoid misunderstandings.

3.11. In accordance with our results we have
KM @ KV = Lin ((KN)*,KM) .
By definition, for y = (y*) € KM and x = (2*) € KV,
yoz: (KY) K", p(p-a)y,
from which we deduce that
(yox)* =yz* (i=1,...,M, k=1,...,N).

Moreover, KV (KN)* = Lin(KV,K"V), (x ® p)'yx = 2'px, and so
Tr (L'l ik=1,...,N)=> L'
i=1

Our convention that a summation can be carried out only for a pair of indices
in opposite positions shows well that the trace of matrices (L““) and (L;)
makes no sense.

It can be proved without difficulty that

(B7;) : (L!) = Z B, L'

N
=1

3.12. Let L € Lin(U,X) and K € Lin(V,Y). Then UxV - XQ®Y,

(u,v) —» Lu ® Kwv is a bilinear map, hence there exists a unique linear map
LRIK:URV - X®Y such that

(LK) (u®v)=Lu® Kv (weU, veV).

It is a simple task to show that (L, K) — L ® K satisfies condition (4i) in
3.1, hence L ® K is the tensor product of L and K, in other words,

Lin(U,X) ® Lin(V,Y) cC= Lin(Ug V,X @ Y).
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If the vector spaces are finite dimensional then = stands instead of C— .
It is not hard to show that
(LK) (B®A)=(L-B)®(K-A)
and if both L and K are bijections then L ® K is a bijection and
(LeK) '=L'o K"

3.13. For natural numbers n > 2 the definition of n-fold tensor products
of vector spaces is similar to definition in 3.1, only n-fold linear maps should
be taken instead of bilinear ones. We can state the existence andn essential
uniqueness of n-fold tensor products similarly. We use the notation k®1Vk and

n
® vy, for the n-fold tensor product of vector spaces V. and vectors vy € Vi

k=1
(k=1,....,n).
We have the identifications

(§Vk>®< ® Vk) <§>Vk,
k=1 k=m+1 k=1

(%vk)(@( %) vk>z évk.
k=1 k=m+1 k=1

If the vector spaces are finite dimensional then Q% V. is identified with the
k=1

n n
vector space Lin™( x V;* K) of n-linear maps X Vi* — K, called n-linear
k=1 k=1

forms, such that

<k§1vk> (p',....,p") = kf[l(p’“ -ug).

3.14. For natural numbers n > 2, the n-fold tensor product of n copies of
1
the vector space V is denoted by (§> V; for convenience we put ® V := V|

0
® V := K. Then we have for all natural numbers n and m
n m n—+m
(&v)e(sv)="d"v

We define the n-fold symmetric and antisymmetric tensor products of ele-
ments of V as follows:

n n

V vp: =

oL Uk > B Yk
w€Perm,

n n

AN vg: = signm Vr(k),

AN Z (sig )k§1 (k)

wE€Perm,,
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where Perm,, denotes the set of permutations of {1,....,n} and signr is the
sign of the permutation 7: signm = 1 if 7 is even and signwm = —1 if 7 is odd.
For instance,

'l]l\/1}2=1)1®1)2—|—’l)2®’v1, V1 ANV = V1 Q V2 — V2 R V.

The linear subspaces of <§> V spanned by the symmetric and antisymmetric

tensor products are denoted by V'V and A V, respectively.
We mention that

— \T; VL and A

nlk=1 nlk=1
n

are called the symmetric and antisymmetric part of & vy, respectively. It is
k=1

worth mentioning that the intersection of AV and V V is the zero subspace;
moreover, for n = 2 the subspace of antisymmetric tensor products and that of
symmetric tensor products span V ® V.

3.15. Let V be finite dimensional, dimV = N. Then V** =V, and we
have the following identifications:

®V= {n-linear forms on V*}, ® V= {n-linear forms on V},
VV= { symmetric n-linear forms on V*},

V V= { symmetric n-linear forms on V},

AV = { antisymmetric n-linear forms on V*},

AV = { antisymmetric n-linear forms on V}.
It is worth mentioning that
n 1 n nook Tk
® Vg (pvvp): ®p (v17"'avn):H(p 'vk)a
k=1 k=1 k=
\7} Uk (pl s pn) = vn)
b1 ) ) )
- k
= Z 1 (™ ® - vy),
wEPerm, k=1
n 1 ny __ n k _
(Aon) @) = (A0t ) (oo =
n
= > sigar [[(@™™ - w),
k=1

wEPerm,

Il
T~
>~
| <3
N

=

S
~_

&

S
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for all vy,...,v, € V and p',...,p" € V*.
If {v;] ¢=1,...,N} is abasisin V then

n
{® v, 1<iz <N, k=1,...,n;,
k=1
{<;WJ1SHSQS~~SM§N},

n
{k/\l’vik| 1< <i2<"'<in§N}

n n

are bases in &) V, V'V and AV, respectively. Accordingly,

dim (& V) = N", &m(UV>:<N+:_v7

N .
dim(Xv):{(") s
0 ifn>N

Similar statements are true for V* instead of V.

3.16. The reader is asked to demonstrate that for n = 2 the notions
of symmetricity, symmetric part, etc. coincide with those introduced earlier.

Moreover, using the formulae in 3.7 we have

u A\ v U] ® vy — v ® U
A =
<U1,U2) ('Ul,'UQ) (’LL2®'U1 — V2 X Uy U2 A v2 )

for v1,uy € Vi, v2,us € Vg, and a similar equality holds for symmetric tensor
products, too.

3.17. We have the following identifications:
be-(5Y). (39 (20)
Vv E( v V)*’ (;ﬁlpk> . (k&vk) = (;ﬁlpk) (v, on),
AV* E( A V)*, (k&pk) . (k&vk) = (k/i\lpk) (V1,...,0p).

3.18. Let V be an N -dimensional vector space. If d is an n-linear
(symmetric, antisymmetric) form on V (i.e. d is an element of ® V*) and
L € Lin(V), then

.y Un),

Il
Z
Qs

L
=
El
N———
<
-

do<>’2L) VTS K, (o1, vn) s d(L v, L)
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is also an n-linear (symmetric, antisymmetric) form.

N

Since A V*, the vector space of antisymmetric N -linear forms is one-

dimensional, for L € Lin(V) there is a number (an element of K) detL, called
the determinant of L, such that

co X L) =(detL)e
(¥z) =)

N
forall ce N V™.

Proposition. For all v1,v9,...,v5 in 'V we have

AL detL) A
AL = (de )k=1vk'

Proof. /\1L v is an antisymmetric N -linear form on V*; 3.15 yields that

for all p',...,pNV € V*

N N
(k/_\1L~'vk)(p1,...,p )= (k/\p>(L vy,...,L-vy) =

=1
= (detL) < ’“) vy,...,vn) = (detL) (;/i(l'vk> (p',....p"). m

As a consequence, we have for L, K € Lin(V) that

det (L - K) = (detL)(det K) = det (K - L).

3.19. Let (v1,...,vy) be an ordered basis of V and let
(p',...,p") be the corresponding dual basis in V*.

N
We know that <L\1pz> (v1,...,vn) =1, thus if L € Lin(V) then

det L = (det L) (glpi) (v1,...,0N) = (Z/\(lpl> (L-vy,...,L-vy)=

= Z blgan O. L. v;).

mEPermy

The last formula is the determinant of the matrix representing L in the
coordinatization corresponding to the given ordered basis. Thus for all coordi-
natizations K of V we have

detL =det(K-L-K™1).
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3.20. Proposition. Let V and U be finite dimensional vector spaces.
Suppose A, B € Lin(V,U) and B is a bijection. Then

det(A-B™') =det(B~'- A).
Proof. Observe that if U =V then this equality follows from that given at
the end of 3.18. However, if U # V, the determinant of A and B~! make no
sense.

V and U have the same dimension N since B is a bijection between them.
Let K and L be coordinatizations of V and U, respectively. Then

det(A-B ') =det(L-A-B 1. L.

Since L-A-B™' L '=L-A-K ' K-B ' L' andboth L-A-K~!
and K - B~!'. L' are linear maps K¥ — K, hence their determinant is
meaningful, we can apply the formula given at the end of 3.18 to get

det(L-A-B™'-L™")=det (L-A-K')-(K-B™"- L") =
=det (K-B™'-L™")-(L-A-K'))=det(K-B™'-A-K™")
=det(B™'-A). =
Our result has the following corollary: if L € Lin(V) and B: V = U is a

linear bijection then
det(B-L-B™ ') =detL.

3.21. For L € Lin(V) we define
0
® L = 1k,
®L: ®V—> 8V, ®vp— ®L .
k=1 k=1
Tt is trivial that A V and V V are invariant for é L; the restrictions of

Q% L onto these linear subspaces will be denoted by AL and V L, respec-
tively.

3.22. Exercises

1. Let {v1,...,vn} be a basis of V and {p!,...,p"} its dual. Then

N N
Z'I}i®nglv, ZPZ®U¢51V*,
1=1 =1
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where the symbols on the right-hand sides stand for the identity of V and of
V*, respectively.

2. The linear subspaces S and T of V are complementary if SN'T = {0}
and the linear subspace spanned by S U T equals V; then for every v there
are uniquely determined elements vg € S and vt € T such that v = vg + vr.
The linear map V — V, v +— vg is called the projection onto S along T.

Let veV, pe V™

(i) If p-v # 0 then % is the projection onto Kv (the linear subspace
spanned by v) along Kerp.

(i) If o € K such that ap-v # 1 then 1y —av ® p is a linear bijection and

- a
(v —av @ p) 1:1v+171j®p.
—ap-v

3. Demonstrate that
L-(vep)=(L-v)®p, (vep)-L=vaL" p

for veV, pe V* and L € Lin(V).
4. Prove that

n k _ & o
(k/_\1p ) (v1,...,v,) =det (p cvi| ki = 1,...,n)

for pt,...,p" € V* and vy,...,v, € V.
5. Prove that if V is a vector space over K then KN @ V=VV ¢@v=
('v,....,Nv).

4. Tensor quotients

4.1. Let U,V and Z be vector spaces (over the same field). A map
q: V x (U\{0}) = Z is called linear quotient if
(i) v~ q(v,u) is linear for all w € U\ {0},
(ii) q(v,au) = 1q(v,u) forall v € V and uw € U\ {0}, a € K\ {0}.

Definition. Let V and A be vector spaces, dimA = 1. A tensor quotient
of V by A is a pair (Z,q) where
(i) Z is a vector space,
(i) q: V x (A\{0}) = Z is a linear quotient map having the property that
—if W is a vector space and 7:V x (A\{0}) - W is a linear quotient
map
—then there exists a unique linear map L: Z — W such that

r=Loq. ®
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Proposition. The pair (Z,q) is a tensor quotient of V by A if and ouly if
1) Z = Rangq,
2) if veV, ae A\{0} and gq(v,a) =0 then v =0.

Proof. Since A is one-dimensional, for a,b € A, a # 0 let g denote the
number for which ga = b. Observe that if b# 0 then g is the inverse of g.

Condition 2) in the proposition is equivalent to the following one: if v,u € V
and a,b € A\ {0} then q(v,a) = q(u,b) implies v = Zu. Conversely, it is
trivial, that if = is a linear quotient map and v = fu then r(v,a) = r(u,b).
Moreover, r(v,a) + r(u,b) =r (%v +u,b).

Suppose 1) is fulfilled. Then every element of Z has the form q(v,a). If 2)
is valid as well and 7 is a linear quotient map then the formula

L-(g(v,a)):=r(v,a)

defines a unique linear map L.

If 1) is not fulfilled, the uniqueness of linear maps L for which » = Loq
holds fails. If 2) is not valid one can easily construct a linear quotient map for
which no linear map exists with the desired composition property.

4.2. We shall see in the next item that tensor quotients exist. In the same
way as in the case of tensor products, we can see that the tensor quotients of
V by A are canonically isomorphic, that is why we speak of the tensor product
and applying a customary abuse of language we call the corresponding vector
space the tensor quotient (Z in the definition) denoting it by % and writing

VX(A\{O}H%, (v,0) >

for the corresponding linear quotient map (q in the definition); 2 is called the
tensor quotient of v by a.

We use the term realization and the symbol = in the same sense as in the
case of tensor products.

It is worth repeating the preceding results in the new notation: every element

of % is of the form # and 7 =0 if and only if v = 0.

4.3. For v € V and a € A\ {0} we define the linear map
b
v A -V, b— —wv
a a

where g is the number for which ga = b holds.

Proposition. V x A\ {0} — Lin(A,V) is a linear quotient map which
satisfies conditions (7) and (ii) of proposition 4.1. As a consequence, 2 is the

’a
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tensor quotient of v by a (that is why we used in advance this notation) and
% =Lin(A, V). =

We have Lin(A) = K where a € K is identified with the linear map a — aa.
Thus, according to the previous result, % =K and g is the number for which
ga = b holds, hence our notation in 4.1 used in the present proposition as well,

is in accordance with the generally accepted notation for tensor quotients.

4.4. Since for all @ € A\ {0} the map V —
bijection, if {v;| i € I} is a basis in V then {%
dim ¥ = dim V.

Y v — % is a linear
A> a

ie[} is a basis in %,

and

4.5. Let V,U A and B be vector spaces, dimA = dimB = 1. We have the
following identifications (recall 3.4, 3.5 and 3.8):

) K . s « _ b
(4) % = Lin(A,K) = A™, . b_aa,
A% v 1
1 — =Lin(K = - =
(i) Vot v)=v, Y=l
(#1) %ELIH(A,V)EV@A*, ZE’U®%;
(i) Vi_ (VY pov_po
A* A7 & a  €a’
" H_ v @
T AQB’ h — ab’

In particular,

V_ ARV _ B K

Aex=—"72"=YV 1sB-&
3 VxU V U (v,u) (v u
(vid) A A <n v =(aa)
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Note that according to (v) and (vi) the rules of tensorial multiplication and
division coincide with those well known for numbers.

4.6. Let V,U,A and B be vector spaces, dimA = dimB = 1. If L €
Lin(V,U) and 0 # F € Lin(A,B) then V x (A\ {0}) — (

u
B> F-a
linear quotient, hence there exists a unique linear map % : % — % such that
L v L.-v
- — = veV,aecA\{0}).
= o= ( \{o})

It is not hard to see that % is really the quotient of L by F', in other words,

Lin(V.U) _ . (VU
————— = LIn —_—, .
Lin (A, B) A’ B

5. Tensorial operations and orientation

In this section V denotes an N -dimensional real vector space and A denotes
a one-dimensional real vector space.

5.1. Recall that an element (vy,...,vy) of V¥ is called an ordered basis of
V if the set {v1,...,vn} is a basis in V.

Definition. Two ordered bases (v1,...,vn) and (v],...,v%) of V are
called equally oriented if the linear map defined by v; — v, (i =1,...,N) has
positive determinant. An equivalence class of equally oriented bases is called an
orientation of V. 'V is oriented if an orientation of V is given; the bases in the
chosen equivalence class are called positively oriented, the other ones are called
negatively oriented. (More precisely, an oriented vector space is a pair (V,o0)
where V is a vector space and o is one of the equivalence classes of bases.)

A linear bijection between oriented vector spaces is orientation preserving or
orientation-reversing if it sends positively oriented bases into positively oriented
ones or into negatively oriented ones, respectively. B

It is worth mentioning that there are two equivalence classes of equally ori-
ented bases.

Observe that the two bases in the definition are equally oriented if and only

N N
if _/\117; is a positive multiple of '/\11)1- (see Proposition 3.18).

1= 1=

If V is oriented, we orient V* by the dual of positively oriented bases of V.

If U and V are oriented vector spaces, UXxV is oriented by joining positively
oriented bases; more closely, if (u1,...,up) and (vq,...,vy) are positively ori-
ented bases in U and in V, respectively, then ((ul, 0),...,(un,0), (0,v1),...,
(0,vy)) is defined to be a positively oriented basis in U x V.
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The reader is asked to verify that the orientation of the dual and the Cartesian
products is well-defined.

5.2. Two bases a and a’ of the one-dimensional vector space A are equally
oriented if and only if a’ is a positive multiple of a, in other words, %/ is a
positive number.

If (v1,...,vn) and (vf,...,v}) are equally oriented ordered bases of V, a
and a’ are equally oriented bases of A, then (avi,...,avy) and (a'vi,...,
a'vly) are equally oriented bases of A® V. Indeed, according to our convention

A®V =V ®A, we have .J/\\fl(a"ug) = (a’)NX v, which is evidently a positive
N 1= =1
multiple of a¥ ii\lfvi.
As a consequence, an orientation of V and an orientation of A determine a
unique orientation of A®QV; we consider A®V to be oriented by this orientation.
We can argue similarly to show that an orientation of V and an orientation
of A determine a unique orientation of %; we take this orientation of the tensor
quotient.

5.3. A nonzero element a of the oriented one-dimensional vector space A
is called positive, in symbols 0 < a, if the corresponding basis is positively
oriented.

Moreover, we write a < b if 0 < b — a. It is easily shown that in this way
we defined a total ordering on A for which

(i) if a<b and ¢<d then a+c<b+d,
(i4) if @ < b and o € RT then aa < ab.
We introduce the notations

At:={acA| 0<a}, Ag::A+U{O}.
Furthermore, the absolute value of a € A is

a ifaeAT
la] :==¢ 0 ifa=0
—a ifad¢AT.

5.4. Even if A is not oriented, A ® A has a ‘canonical’ orientation in which
the elements of the form a ® a are positive. If A is oriented, the orientation of
A ® A induced by the orientation of A coincide with the canonical one. Then

Ay - (A®A)L, a—a®a (%)

is a bijection. Indeed, a®a = 0 if and only if a = 0. The elements of (A®A)T
has the form a ® b where a,b € AT; since h = \a for some positive number
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A, we have a @ b = (\f/\a) ® (ﬁa) , i.e. the above mapping is surjective. If
0#a®a=>b®b then a®a = \2a®a which implies that A\? =1, thus A\ =1,
a = b: the mapping in question is injective.

In spite of our earlier agreement, in deducing the present result, we preferred
not to omit the symbol of tensorial multiplication. However, in applications of
the present result we keep our agreement; in particular, we write

a’:=aa ((=a®a).

The inverse of the mapping * is denoted by the symbol v and is called
the square root mapping.
Note that

Va? =] a| (a € A).



V. PSEUDO-EUCLIDEAN VECTOR SPACES

1. Pseudo-Euclidean vector spaces

1.1. Definition. A pseudo-Fuclidean vector space is a triplet (V,B,b)
where
(i) V is a nonzero finite dimensional real vector space,
(ii) B is a one-dimensional real vector space,
(i) b: VxV = B®B is a nondegenerate symmetric bilinear map.

Remarks. (i) Nondegenerate means that if b(x,y) =0 for all £ € V then
y=0.

(i) b(x,y) is often called the b-product of x,y € V. The elements x and
y of V are called b-orthogonal if their b-product is zero.

(é7) In mathematical literature one usually considers the case B = R, i.e.
when—Dbecause of R ® R = R—the pseudo-Euclidean form b takes real values.
Physical applications require the possibility B # R.

1.2. Definition. A basis {e;| i=1,...,N} of V is called b-orthogonal if
b(e;,er) =0 for i # k.

An b-orthogonal basis {e;| i=1,...,N} is normed to a € B if either
b(ei,e;) = a’® or b(e;,e;) = —a? for all i. If B = R, an b-orthogonal basis
normed to 1 is called b-orthonormal. W

Since B®B has a canonical orientation, it makes sense that b(x,y) is negative
or positive for x,y € V.
We can argue like in the case of real-valued bilinear forms to have the following.

Proposition. b-orthogonal bases in V exist and there is a non-negative
integer neg(b) such that for every b-orthogonal basis {e;| i =1,...,N}
b(e;,e;) <0 for neg(b) indices 1,
b(e;,e;) >0 for N —neg(b) indices . [ |

An b-orthogonal basis can always be normed to an arbitrary 0 # a € B.
Further on we deal with b-orthogonal bases normed to an element of B and
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such a basis will be numbered so that b takes negative values on the first neg(b)
elements, i.e.
ble;, e;) = afi)a?,
. {1 ifi=1,...,neg(b)
a(i) = o
1 ifi=neg(b)+1,...,N.

We say that b is positive definite if b(x,x) > 0 for all nonzero x. b is
positive definite if and only if neg(b) = 0.

1.3. An important property of pseudo-Euclidean vector spaces is that a

natural correspondence exists between V* and ﬁ. Note that every element of
ﬁ is of the form % where y € V and a,b € B\ {0}. Take such an element
v
of BoB- Then
by,
V = R, T — (v, 2)
ab

is a linear map, i.e. an element of V*, which we write in the form b(;’l;‘).

Proposition. IBYW - V¥ 2 % is a linear bijection.

Proof. It is linear and injective because b is bilinear and nondegenerate, and
surjective because the two vector spaces in question have the same dimension. B

We find this linear bijection so natural that we use it for identifying the vector
spaces:

Y
BB ’ ab ab

1.4. (i) In the above identification the dual of an b-orthogonal basis
{e;| i=1,...,N} becomes
i=1,..., N}

__ &
b(€i7€7;)
i= 1,...,N}

{a(i)Qei

if the b-orthogonal basis is normed to a.
As a consequence, for all & € V (see IV.1.1),

_ b(eivm)
= 2; b(ei,ei)e“

and & = 0 if and only if b(e;,) =0 forall i=1,...,N.

which equals
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(it) If V is oriented then both V* and ]BYW are oriented. The above iden-
tification is orientation preserving if neg(b) is even and is orientation-reversing
if neg(b) is odd.

1.5. Let us take a linear map F: V — V. As we know, its transpose is
a linear map F*: V* — V*; according to the previous identification we can
consider it to be a linear map F*: ﬁ — ﬁ. Consequently, we can define

the b-adjoint of F,
F*:V >V, yr—>(ab)(F —ab).

Observe that this is equivalent to

—fr. 2
ab ab
According to the definition of the transpose we have

y (e Y\ . _FFy
awa_<F a)m_ ab "

(yeV, a,beB)\ {0}).

which means

by, F-x) bF* y,x)

ab B ab ’
ie. b(y,F-x)=bF* -y,x)=b(z,F* -y) (x,y € V).
The definition of b-adjoints involves that the formulae in IV. 1.4 remain valid
for b-adjoints as well: if F,G € Lin(V), « € R, then

(F+ Q)" = F* + G¥,
(aF)* = aF*,
(F-G)* = G* - F*.

Moreover,
det F* = det F.

1.6. Let (V,B,b) and (V',B,/b’) be pseudo-Euclidean vector spaces. A
linear map L: V — V' is called b-b'-orthogonal if there is a linear bijection
Z:B— B suchthat b'o(LxL)=(Z® Z)ob ie.

V(L -z, L -y)=(Z® Z)b(z,y) (x,y € V).

Note that according to our identification, Z is an element of %.

It is quite trivial that there is a b-b'-orthogonal linear map between the
pseudo-Euclidean vector spaces if and only if dimV = dimV’ and neg(b) =
neg(b').
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In particular, if {e;| i=1,...,N} is an b-orthogonal basis, normed to a,
of V, and {e}| i=1,...,N} is an b'-orthogonal basis, normed to a’, of V’

then
L-eizze’i (ZZL,N)

determine an b- b’ -orthogonal map for which Z = %,

1.7. Let n and N be natural numbers, N > 1, n < N. The map

N
H,:RY xRN 5 R, (z,y) ley’—i— Z ztyt —Z (i)z'y’
1=n—+1 =1
(where «(i) :=—1 for i=1,...,n and a(z)::lforz:n—i—l,...,]\f) is a

nondegenerate symmetric blhnear map, i.e. (RV,R, H,) is a pseudo-Euclidean
vector space and neg(H,) = n.

The standard basis of RY is H,, -orthonormal.

According to 1.3, we have the identification (RN)* =RY, but we must pay
attention to the fact that if n £ 0 it differs from the standard one mentioned in
1V.1.6.

The standard identification is a linear bijection S:RY — (RY)", and the
present identification is another one: J,: RYN — (RN)", x — H,(z,-). We
easily see that

(zili=1,...,N):=J,-(z'i=1,....,N) = (a(i)2z’|i=1,...,N).

The standard identification coincides with Jy, the one corresponding to Hy.

According to the identification induced by H,,, the dual of the standard basis
{xili=1,....,N} is {a(d)x;|i=1,...,N}.

It is useful to regard H,, as the diagonal matrix in which the first n elements
in the diagonal are —1 and the others equal 1.

For the H,,-adjoint of the linear map (matrix) F we have x- H,, - F* -y =
(F-x)-H,-y=z-F*-H, -y for all z,y € RV, where F* denotes the usual
transpose of the matrix F'; thus F*- H, = H, - F* or

F*=H, F* -H,.

*

1.8. Exercises

1. Let eq,...,e, be pairwise b-orthogonal vectors in the pseudo-Euclidean
vector space (V,B,b) such that b(e;,e;) # 0 for all i = 1,...,n. Prove that
the following statements are equivalent:

(i) n=dimV (i.e. the vectors form a basis),
(i) if ble;,z)=0 forall i=1,...,n then x =0,
(i) x = Mei forall eV,
b(ei, 6i)

=1
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— b(e; b(e;,
(iv) b(x,y) ; (es 7b()e(18je()e y) forall z,yeV,
n
eza ® b eu )
for all V.
(v) b(x, x) Z: ble: e orall x¢€
2. Demonstrate that the set {ej,...,e,} of pairwise b-orthogonal vectors

can be completed to an b-orthogonal basis if and only if b(e;,e;) # 0 for all
1=1,....,n

2. Tensors of pseudo-Euclidean vector spaces

2.1. Let V and A be finite dimensional vector spaces, dim A = 1. Suppose
F:V — V is a linear map. Then we can define the linear maps
FA:AQV 5 ARV, av—a® (F-v),
A A A’ a a
(FA=1,®F, Fy = —, see IV.3.12 and IV .4.6).
According to the usual identifications
Ln(AeV)=A V)2 (A®V) =ZAVRA*@ V"=
SARA" R VRV =Z=RIVRV =VRV'=
=Lin(V),
we have F2 = F and similarly Fy = F. Therefore we shall write F instead of
F* and Fy:

for s€A®V we have F.-scA®V,

for n EK we have F-nce e

2.2. Let us formulate the previous convention in another way. V ® A =
Lin(A*, V), hence we have the composition F -s of F € Lin(V) =V ® V*
and s € Lin(A*, V) =V ®A.

More generally, if U and W are finite dimensional vector spaces, the dot
product of an element from U ® V* and an element from V ® W is defined to
be an element in U ® W this dot product can be regarded as the composition
of the corresponding linear maps and is characterized by

(u@p) (vow)=(p v)udw.
The scheme is worth repeating:
UgV"* dot VoWw results in U W.
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Evidently, we can have U = % or W = %, thus similar formulae are valid

for tensor quotients as well.

2.3. What we have said in the previous paragraph concerns any vector spaces.

In the following (V,B,b) denotes a pseudo-Euclidean vector space.

The identification described in 1.3 and the corresponding formula suggests us
a new notation: ‘removing’ the denominator from both sides we arrive at the
definition

T Y= b(may)7

i.e. in the sequel we omit b, denoting the b-product of vectors by a simple dot.
The dot product of two elements of V is an element of B ® B. Then we can
extend the previous dot product formalism as follows:

UV dot VoW results in BB UW,

(u@v) (vew):=w vuxw.

2.4. The b-adjoint of F € Lin(V) is characterized in the new notation of
dot products as follows:

y-F-x=(F*.y). x=x - F*y (y,x € V).

2.5. According to our convention we have

A%
n-x isin B for neﬁ and x €V,

. A%
n-m isin R for n,meﬁ‘

If {e;| i=1,...,N} is an b-orthogonal basis, normed to a € B, in V, then

{ni =gli=1, ...,N} is an b-orthonormal basis of %:

ni'nkza(i)dik (i,kZl,...,N).

It is more convenient to use this basis instead of the original one; for all @ € V
we have

T = Za(z)(nl ~x)n;.

=1
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2.6. (i) We have the identifications (%)* = ?;7* = m = Y; the element
n of % is identified with the linear functional % - R, m—n-m.

(4i) In view of the identifications Lin(V) =V V*=V® ﬁ =Y ®Y, or
in view of our dot product convention, for n,m &€ %7

men: VoV, z— (n-x)m

is a linear map, and every element of Lin(V) is the sum of such linear maps.
Evidently,

(men)-(m'on)=Mnmn-mmen’

and

(men)* =nom.

2.7. Definition. For the pseudo-Euclidean vector space (V,B,b) we put

O(b): = {L eLin(V)| L* = L7},
A(b): = {AeLin(V)| A* = ~A},

and the elements of O(b) and A(b) are called b-orthogonal and b-antisymmet-
ric, respectively.

Proposition. (i) For L € Lin(V) the following three statements are equiv-
alent:

— Lisin O(b),

— (Ly)-L-x)=y = forall y,zeV,

— (L-z)- (L-z)=z-x forall xeV.

(i) For A € Lin(V) the following three statements are equivalent:

— A isin A(b),
—y - A-x=—(A-y)-z=—-x-A-y forall y,xzeV,
— x-A-xz=0 forall =zeV.

2.8. Proposition.
(i) |detL| =1 for L e O(b);
(i) TrA=0 for A € A(b).

Proof. It is convenient to regard now the linear maps in question as linear

maps % — %, according to our identifications described in 2.1. It is not hard

to see that this does not influence determinants and traces.
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(i) Let {ni,...,ny} be a b-orthonormal basis in ¥. According to IV.3.15

and to the identification (%)* %

N
0 # <k/_\1nk) (n1,...,nN

we have

S~—
|

N
<k/_\1L-nk> (L-nqy,...,L-ny)=
N
= (det L) (k/_\lL . nk) (n1,...,ny) =

— (det L)’ (k]/_\\flnk> (R, ..., mN).

(ii) We know that the dual of the preceding basis is {a(i)n;| i=1,...,N},
thus in view of IV.3.9,

N
TrA = Za(i)ni -A- n; = 0.
i=1

2.9. A linear map S: V — V is called b-symmetric if S* = S or,
equivalently, £ - S -y =y -S - -x for all ,y € V. The set of b-symmetric
linear maps is denoted by S(b).

A(b) and S(b) are complementary subspaces of Lin(V) = V®V* ie. their
intersection is the zero subspace and they span the whole space V® V*. Indeed,
only the zero linear map is both symmetric and antisymmetric, and for any linear
map F:V — V we have that

F + F* __F-F*

2 ' 2
are b-symmetric and b-antisymmetric, respectively, and F = S + A.

Taking the identification V&V* = Y ®¥ we can easily see that ¥V ¥ C S(b)
and % A % C A(b); since these subspaces are complementary, too, equalities
hold necessarily:

S =

VvV =g E—S(b)7 VAV =g B_A(b)'
As a consequence,
N(N+1 N(N -1
dim S(b) = % dim A(b) = %
Recall that for m,n € % we have
mvVn=mQQn+n®m, mAn=mQ@n-—ngm.

2.10. Proposition.
(VeaV)x (VeaV") =R, (F,G)— F: G:=Tr(F*.G)

is a nondegenerate symmetric bilinear form, which is positive definite if and only
if b is positive definite.
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Proof. It is trivially bilinear and symmetric because of the properties of Tr

and b-adjoints.
Suppose that Tr(F* - G) =0 for all F € VQ V*, ie

N
i=1

for all b-orthonormal bases {nq,...,nx} of %. Then taking F := n; ® ny
for all j,k = 1,...,N, and using (n; ong)* = np ® n; we conclude that
n;-G-ny, =0 for all j,k which results in G = 0.

Since

Mz

a(t)(F-n;) - (F-n;),
i=1

we see that if b is positive definite then Tr(F* - F) > 0; if b is not positive
definite then we can easily construct an F' such that F: F < 0.

Remark. (i) Compare the present bilinear form with that of the duality
treated in 1V.3.10; take into account the identification V® V* = V ® BY@ =
AEOV=V'QV.

(ii) The bilinear form is not positive definite, in general, either on the
linear subspace of b-symmetric linear maps or on the linear subspace of b-
antisymmetric linear maps.

(ii1) For ki, ko, ni,mq € % we have

(k1 ®@mnq) : (k2 @ng) = (ky )(nl "n2),
(k1Vn1) kg\/’l’LQ :2( n2)+(k1 ~n2)(k2~n1)),
(kl /\nl) kg/\ng 2( 'n2) (kl 'n2)(k2 'nl))v

which shows that sometimes it is convenient to use the half of this bilinear form
for b-symmetric and b-antisymmetric linear maps:

FeG:= %F:G:%Tr(F*~G):%Tr(F-G) (F,G € 5(b)),
FoG::%F:G:%Tr(F*~G):—%Tr(F-G) (F,G € A(b)).

2.11. Proposition. Let L be an b-orthogonal map. Then for all F,G €
Lin(V)

(i) (L-F-L7Y):(L-G-L™Y)=F:G;

(i) if F is b-symmetric or b-antisymmetric then L-F-L~! is b-symmetric
or b-antisymmetric, respectively.
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2.12. Proposition. If (n,...,ny) and (n},...,ny) are equally oriented

b-orthonormal bases in % then

Proof. Evidently, L-n; :=n} (i =1,...,N) determines an b-orthogonal
map L whose determinant is positive since the bases are equally oriented. Then
proposition in IV.3.18 gives the desired result. W

Suppose V and B are oriented; then % is oriented as well and the Levi-Civita
tensor of (V,B,b),

N
€= Am=n%ec(Y)=2V
= An; = A — — | =
i=1 ' i=1a =1\ B %B’
is well-defined, where (1, . .., my) is a positively oriented orthonormal basis in ¥,
and (eq, ..., ey) is a positively oriented orthogonal basis in V, normed to a € B*.

2.13. Exercises

1. According to the theory of tensor quotients, the Levi-Civita tensor can be
considered to be a linear map

i=1

N N N N
€E: B— AV, ®ai»—><®ai>®€.
=1

N
Prove that ( ® ai> ®E =
i=1

>z

e; where (e1,...,ey) is a positively oriented

b-orthogonal basis such that |e; - e;| = |a?| (i=1,..,N).

N
2. The previous linear map is a bijection whose inverse is + € 28 regarded
v

€ N
N A
. N N N vi\lwi
as a linear map AV — ® B, ‘Alxi e
i=
N
‘/\ x; N
Prove that =g— = > sign7 [[ (nrqu) - ©i) =: €(x1,...,2N).
wEPerm n i=1

3. Euclidean vector spaces

3.1. A pseudo-Euclidean vector space (V,B,b) is called Euclidean if b is
positive definite or, equivalently, neg(b) = 0.

For a clear distinction, in the following (S,L,h) denotes a Euclidean vector
space.
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The notations introduced for pseudo-Euclidean vector spaces will be used, e.g.

©-y:=h(z,y) (z,y €8);
note that if x,y € S and k,n € % then
r-yelL®L, n-xel, k-neR.
Moreover, we put
2| := h(z, x) (x e8).
Lastly, we say orthogonal, adjoint etc. instead of h-orthogonal, h-adjoint

etc.

3.2. Recall that a canonical order is given in L @ L (IV.5.4) and so in
(LeL)® (L®L) as well. Thus the absolute value of elements in L ® L and
the square root of elements in (L ® L) ® (L ® L) make sense.

Proposition (Cauchy—Schwartz inequality). For all @,y € S we have

2 2
[z -yl < y/|z] |yl

and equality holds if and only if & and y are parallel.

Proof. Exclude the trivial cases * = 0 or y = 0. Then the positive
definiteness of h yields

2 2
y y-x y-x y-z)(z-y
o L2y a2l gy (L) g - 20

0< :
Y-y |yl

where equality holds if and only if « = ﬁy |

In general, the right-hand side of the Cauchy inequality cannot be written in
a simpler form because |x| and |y| make no sense, unless L is oriented.

3.3. Suppose now that L is oriented as well. Then we can define the
magnitude or length of & € S as a non-negative element of L:

2
|| = /]

The following fundamental relations hold:
(i) |x| =0 if and only if = 0,
(i) loz| = [alla],
(i) |z +y| <[z + |yl
for all ¢,y € S and «a € R. The third relation is called the triangle inequality
and is proved by the Cauchy—Schwartz inequality.
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Moreover, the Cauchy—Schwartz inequality allows us to define the angle
formed by  #0 and y #0:

Ty
arg(x,y) := arccos ———.
||y
3.4. The identification
S _Qx*
Lol

(see 1.3) is a fundamental property of the Euclidean vector space (S,L, h).

The dual of an orthogonal basis ej,...,ey, normed to m € L, in this
identification becomes {%, ]

Accordingly, n; := £ (i=1,...,N) form an orthonormal basis in % which

coincides with its dual basis in the identification % = (%)* :
nzwnk:dik (i,kZI,...,N).

For all £ € S we have

In the following % will be used frequently, so we find it convenient to introduce
a shorter notation:

3.5. If S is a linear subspace of S then
St:={xcS|xz-y=0 forall yecS}

is called the orthocomplement of S. It can be shown that S+ is a linear subspace,
complementary to S, i.e. their intersection is the zero subspace and they span

the whole S.

Every vector & € S can be uniquely decomposed into a sum of two vectors,
one in S and the other in S+, called the orthogonal projections of  in S and
in St respectively.

Let n be a unit vector in N, ie. |n|>:=n-n=1. Then

n®L:={nd| dcl}
is a one-dimensional subspace of S. Furthermore, its orthocomplement,
{xeS|n-xz=0}=mneoL)"
is an (N —1)-dimensional subspace. The corresponding projections of « € S in
n®L and in (n®L)" are
(n-x)n and z— (n-x)n,

respectively.
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3.6. Proposition. For F € Lin(S) we have Ker F* = (RanF)".

Proof. x isin KerF*, i.e. F*.x =0 if and only if y- F* -z = 0 for all
y € S, which is equivalent to - F -y =0 for all y € S, thus = is in Ker F*
if and only if it is orthogonal to the range of F'.

3.7. We know that a linear map L: S — S is orthogonal, iie. y-x =
(L-y)-(L-x) forall z,y €S if and only if |L-z|* =|z|* forall z € S (see
2.7). Because of the Euclidean structure we need not assume the linearity of L,
according to the following result.

Proposition. Let L: S — S be a map such that L(y) - L(x) =y -« for all
x,y € S. Then L is necessarily linear.

Proof. First of all note that if {e;,...,eyx} is an orthogonal basis in S then
{L-ej,...,L ey} is an orthogonal basis as well. As a consequence, RanL
spans S.

If L(y) = L(z) then |y|> =|z|> =y -2 and so |y —x|* = 0, hence L is
injective.

Writing @’ := L(z), vy’ := L(y) and then omitting the prime, we find that
L Yy) - L Y (z) =y -z forall z,y € RanL and L™ (y) -z =y  L(x) for all
x €8S, ycRanL.

Consequently, for all y € RanL and x;,x2 € S we have

y-Lxi+z2) =L '(y) (1 +x2) =L '(y) - 21+ L ' (y) - 22 =
=y - L(z1) +y - L(xz) =y - (L(z1) + L(x2));

since y is arbitrary in RanL which spans S, this means that
L(x; + x2) = L(x1) + L(x2) (x1,x2 € S).
A similar argument shows that
L(ax) = aL(x) (deR,ze€S). m

This has the simple but important consequence that if L: S — S is a map
such that |L(y) — L(z)|* = |y — «|* for all &,y € S and L(0) = 0 then L is
necessarily linear. The proof is left to the reader as an exercise.

3.8. In the following, assuming that
dim S = 3,

we shall examine the structure of the antisymmetric linear maps of S. As we
know, (see 2.9) A(h) = % A % = N AN is a three-dimensional vector space
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endowed (see 2.10) with a real-valued positive definite symmetric bilinear form—
an inner product—:

AeB = %Tr(A* -B) = —%Tr(A - B).
The magnitude of the antisymmetric linear map A is the real number
|A|:=VAe A.
Recall that for ki, ko, n1,n5 € N we have
(k1 ANks) e (ng Ang) = (k1 - ka)(ng -na) — (k1 -na) (ke - nq),
in particular, if k1 = ko =: k, ny =n, =:n,

[k Anf® = |k n|” - (k-n)”.

3.9. If A€ NAN then A* = —A, thus proposition 3.6 yields that Ker A
is the orthogonal complement of Ran A.

Proposition. If 0 # A € N AN then RanA is two-dimensional, conse-
quently, Ker A is one-dimensional.

Proof. Since A # 0, thereis a 0 # x € RanA. Then = ¢ Ker A, thus
0#A-xz € RanA. = and A -z are orthogonal to each other because A is
antisymmetric. Consequently, the subspace spanned by  and A - x is two-
dimensional in the range of A: RanA is at least two-dimensional, Ker A is
at most one-dimensional. Suppose Ker A = {0}. Take a 0 # y, orthogonal to
both  and A-x. S is three-dimensional, A -y is orthogonal to y, so it lies in
the subspace generated by © and A - x, i.e. A-y=ax+ A -x. Multiplying
by  and using - A-x =0, - A-y=—-y-A-x=0, weget a=0. As a
consequence, A-(y— fx) = 0, the vector y— Bz isin Ker A, thus y—px = 0,
y = Bx, a contradiction.

3.10. Let us take a nonzero A € N A N. There is an orthonormal basis
{n1,n92,n3} in N such that ng L = KerA. {n; Ang,nzAn;,nsAnsz} isa
basis in N AN, thus there are real numbers ai, as, a3 such that

A= ag(nl A TLQ) + CMQ(’n,g AN ’fll) + Ckl(ng A ’I’lg).
Since A - n3g = 0, we easily find that as = @3 = 0 and, consequently,

|as| = |A]. Renaming nq and ng and taking their antisymmetric tensor product
in a convenient order we arrive at the following result.
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Proposition. If 0 2 A € NAN and n is an arbitrary unit vector in N,
orthogonal to the kernel of A, then there is a unit vector k, orthogonal to the
kernel of A and to m such that

A=|AlkAn. n
As a consequence, we have
A = —|APA.

Moreover, for nonzero A and B in N A N the following statements are
equivalent:

— A is a multiple of B,

— KerA = Ker B,

— RanA = RanB.

3.11. If A, B € N AN, their commutator
[A,B]:=A-B-B-A

is in N A N, too. Moreover, the properties of the trace imply that for all
CeNAN
[A,B]eC =[C,Ale B=[B,C]e A.

Proposition.
A, B]* = |A]’|B* - (Ae B)*.

Proof. If A and B are parallel (in particular, if one of them is zero) then
the equality holds trivially. If A and B are not parallel, dividing the equality
by |A]>|B|* we reduce the problem to the case |A| = |B| = 1. The ranges of
A and B are different two-dimensional subspaces, hence their intersection is a
one-dimensional subspace (because S is three-dimensional). Let n be a unit
vector in N such that n @ L. = Ran A N RanB. Then there are unit vectors
k and r in N, orthogonal to m, such that A = kAn, B =r An. Simple
calculations yield

[A,B]Z’l"/\k:, |[AaB]|2:1_(kT)2
which gives the desired result in view of 3.8.

3.12. According to the formula cited at the beginning of the previous para-
graph, [A, B] is orthogonal to both A and B. Consequently, if A and B are
orthogonal, |A| = |B| =1 then A,B and [A, B] form an orthonormal basis in
N AN.
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Proposition. For all A, B,C € N AN we have
[[A,B],C]=(AeC)B— (BeC)A.

Proof. If A and B are parallel, both sides are zero. If A and B are not
parallel (in particular, neither of them is zero) then B = aA + B’ where « is
a number and B’ = 0 is orthogonal to A. «A results in zero on both sides,
hence it is sufficient to consider an arbitrary A, a B orthogonal to A, and
three linearly independent elements in the role of C'’; they will be A, B and
[A, B].

For C = [A, B] the equality is trivial, both sides are zero.

For C = A, the right-hand side equals |A|*B; [[A, B], A] on the left-hand
side is orthogonal to both [A, B] and A, hence it is parallel to B: there is a
number «a such that [[A, B], A] = aB. Take the inner product of both sides by
B, apply the formula at the beginning of 3.11 to have |[A, B]|* = o|B|* which
implies o = |A|2 according to the previous result.

A similar argument is applied to C' = B.

3.13. Let us continue to consider the Euclidean vector space (S,L,h),
dim S = 3, and suppose that S and L are oriented. Then N = % is oriented

3
as well (see IV.5.2). According to 2.12, there is a well-defined € in A N such
that

3
€= An;
i=1

for an arbitrary positively oriented orthonormal basis (ni,ns2,n3) of N. € is
called the Levi-Civita tensor of (S,L,h).
The Levi-Civita tensor establishes a linear bijection

j NANSN,  kAn—€( kn).

Let us examine more closely what this is. The dual of N is identified with
N, thus € can be considered to be a trilinear map

3
N3 5 R, ki, ko, ks) — signm | [ nn) - ki
(i)
=1

mEPermg

(see IV.3.15). Thus, for given k and n, €(-,k,n) is the linear map N — R,
r— €(r,k,n), i.e. it is an element of N* = N.
In other words, j(k An) is the element of N determined by

r-jkAn)=€(r,k,n)

for all » € N.
The Levi-Civita tensor is antisymmetric, hence j(kAmn) is orthogonal to both
k and n.
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If (n1,n9,n3) is a positively oriented orthonormal basis in N, then

Jj(n1 Ang) =ng, Jj(n2 Ang) =mny, Jj(n3 Any) =no.

Proposition. For all A € N AN we have
(i) A-j(A) =0,
(ii) 1j(A)| = |Al,
(#i) if A#0 then (j(A),n,A-n) is a positively oriented orthogonal
basis in N for arbitrary non zero m, orthogonal to Ker A.

Proof. There is a positively oriented orthonormal basis (n1,mn2,n3) such
that A = |A|ny Any (and so A -n3 = 0); then j(A) = —|Alng from which
(i) and (ii) follow immediately. Moreover, we can choose 1, := ] Where n is
an arbitrary nonzero vector orthogonal to Ker A. H

The kernel of a nonzero A is one-dimensional; according to (i), j(A) spans
the kernel of A. The one-dimensional vector space Ker A will be oriented by
j(A),

Since j is linear, (i) is equivalent to j(A) j(B) = Ae B for all A and B
which can also be proved directly using that A = |A|k An, B = |B|r An.

3.14. Definition. The map
N x N — N, (k,n)—kxn:=jkAn)

is called the wvectorial product. W

It is evident from the properties of j that the vectorial product is an anti-
symmetric bilinear mapping, k x n = 0 if and only if £ and n are parallel,
k x n is orthogonal to both k and n,

|k x n|* = [k’ n|* - (k- n)”.

If & and n are not parallel then k, n and k x n form a positively oriented
basis in N; moreover, if (n1,n9,n3) is a positively oriented orthonormal basis
in N then

n; X ng = ng, N9 X N3 = Ny, n3 X 1ny = No.

Proposition.
(4) —3j([A,B]) =3j(A) x j(B) (A, BENAN)
or, equivalently,
J(A)Nj(B) = [A, Bj;
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(i1) —A-n=jA) xn (AeNAN, neN)
which implies
A-j(B) =j([A, B]) (A,BeNAN).

Proof. There is an orthonormal basis {ni,ne,n3} in N such that A =
|A|TL1 A no.

(i) n1 Ang, naAng and ngAng form a basis in N AN, thus it is sufficient
to consider them in the role of B; then a simple calculation yields the desired
result. bek(ii) Take ny, nmy and ng in the role of n. W

As a consequence of our results we have
(kxn)-r=Mmxr)-k=(rxk) n=¢€(rk,n)

and
(kxn)xr=(k-r)n—(n-r)k
for all k,n,r € N.

3.15. The Levi-Civita tensor establishes another linear bijection as well:
3 3
jo: NN =R, ‘i\lkiHE(kl,kg,k‘g).
It is quite trivial that j,~!(a) = a€ for all a € R.

3.16. An orthogonal map R:S — S (also regarded as an orthogonal map
N — N, see 2.1) sends orthogonal bases into orthogonal ones, preserves and
changes orientation according to whether det R =1 or det R = —1. In view of
IV.3.18,

€o ( >3< R) = (det R)€E.

Then one proves without difficulty that
J(R-kEANR-n)=(detR)R-j(k An) (k,n € N).

Since R-kAR-n=R-(kAn)- R, the previous result can be written in
the form
j(R-A-R')=(detR)R - j(A) (A€ NAN).

o (_ilR . k) — (detR) jo (_/S\lkl-> .

3.17. In the usual way, the linear bijection j can be lifted to a linear bijection

SAS 5 S®L, defined by :c/\yr—>j(£/\£)m2
m m

Moreover,

where m is an arbitrary nonzero element of L.
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Similarly, the linear bijection j, can be lifted to a linear bijection

3 3 3 ) 3 x; 3
AS— ®L, Ax;i—=jo| A — | m°.
1 i=1Mm

We have utilized here that S = N ® L. Evidently, similar formulae are valid
for N ® A where A is an arbitrary one-dimensional vector space.

3.18. Let us consider the Euclidean vector space (R? R, H) where

3
H(z,y)=) 'y = x-y

i=1

(i.e. H = Hj in the notation of 1.7).

The identification R® = (R?®)" is the usual one: the functional corresponding
to x and represented by the usual matrix multiplication rule coincides with
x. In customary notations « considered to be a vector has the components
(x',22,23) and x considered to be a covector has the components (x1, 2, 23);
the previous statement says that z; = 2%, i =1,2,3.

That is why in this case one usually writes only subscripts.

The adjoint of a 3 x 3 matrix (as a linear map R® — R3) coincides with the
transpose of the matrix.

R3 and R are endowed with the usual orientations: the naturally ordered
standard bases are taken to be positively oriented.

The Levi-Civita tensor is given by a matrix of three indices:

€= | 1k =123)

ilI Y, 2 Z Ezjkxzyjzka
i,7,k=1
1 ifijk is an even permutation of 123
€ijx =4 —1 if ijk is an odd permutation of 123

0 otherwise

Then it is an easy task to show that

3

. . 1 .
3Lk | gk =1,23)=| -5 D€L ] i=1,2,3],
j.k=1

3
i | k=1,2,3) = (Ze”kmkli,jl,li%),

k=1
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in other notation,

0 —Is3 xTo
.1
J (w1, 20, w3) = zz3 0 —m

—T2 T 0
Moreover,
3
T XY= E €Ty | 1=1,2,3
jk=1

3.19. Consider the Euclidean vector space (S,L,h), dimS = 3.

A linear coordinatization K of S is called orthogonal if it corresponds to an
ordered orthogonal basis (e, ez, e3) normed to an m € L.

Since the dual of the basis is (%5 | i =1,2,3) (see 3.4), we have

e - .
K.-xz= ( ;nQ | i = 1,2,3) =: (ml,xz,m3).

Consider the identification S = LL®QS* = (ﬁ) ; then @, as an element
of the dual of ﬁ, has the coordinates

€; .
(IBW | i = 1,273> =: (21, 22,23) .

We see, in accordance with the previous paragraph, that 2! = x; (i = 1,2,3)
and we can use only subscripts.

Then all the operations regarding the Euclidean structure can be represented
by the corresponding operations in (R*, R, H), e.g.

—the h-product of elements @,y of S is computed by the inner product of
their coordinates in R?:

if K-x=(z1,29,23) and K -y = (y1,¥2,¥3)

3 3
i.e. T = E Tie;, Yy = E Yi€;
i=1 i=1

3
then x-y= (Z Iz%) m2;

=1
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— the matrix in the coordinatization of an adjoint map will be the transpose
of the matrix representing the linear map in question:
if K-L-K'=(Lygl|ik=1,23)
then K-L* K '=(Ly|ik=123);
—if both S and L are oriented and the basis establishing the coordinatization

is positively oriented then the vectorial product can be computed by the vectorial
product of coordinates:

3

K-(xxy) = > €ijnryn|i=123
J k=1

These statements fail, in general, for a nonorthogonal coordinatization.

3.20. Let (v1,v2,v3) be an arbitrary ordered basis in S, chose a positive
element m of L and put

hig o= 2k <: h(”;”“)> eER  (i,k=1,2,3).
m m

: 1.2 .3 S
The dual of the basis can be represented by vectors r*, 7, r° in Tor

usually called the reciprocal system of the given basis—in such a way that
riovp =06 (i,k=1,2,3).

It is not hard to see that

where A := € (v, v2,v3).
Put 4 4
hik = (r . rF)ym? e R (i,k=1,2,3).

Let us take the coordinatization K of S defined by the basis (v1,vs,v3).
Now we must distinguish between subscripts and superscripts. We agree to write
the elements of R® in the form (2%) and the elements of (R®)” in the form (;).
Then

K. -x= (ri-x) =: (xl)

Consider the identification S = LQL®S* = (ﬁ) ; then (:;2 | i = 1,2,3)

is an ordered basis in ﬁ and x, as an element of the dual of —S—, has the

. LeL’
coordinates
V;
(w- m2> =:(zy).
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3 3
Writing @ = Y 2Fv, = 3 2p7*m? we find that
i=1 k=1

3 3
x; = g hira®, ot = E hFiz;,
k=1 i=1

i.e., in general, z* # x;.

Now if
K:B:(m’) and Ky:(yl)
3 3
ie. T = invi, Y= Zyivi
i=1 i=1
then

3 3
hapa'y® | m? = <Z xkyk> m? = (Z xiyi> m?.
k=1 i=1

1

3
T-y= Z
k=

i,

3.21. Exercises

In the following we keep assuming that dim S = 3.

1. Let A be a nonzero element of A(h). If & is a nonzero vector in S,

orthogonal to Ker A, then
(i) A% .z =—|Alz,
(ir) |A-z| = |Allz],
(iii) A = (*“‘jl)ﬁ
2. Show that Ker(A?) = KerA for A€ NAN = A(h).
3. Prove that

Eijkﬁrst = 6ir(5js(5kt + 6is(5jt6kr + 6it6jr6ks
- 5it5j55kr - 6’i86j7‘6kt - 5ir5jt5ksu

3
(ZZ) Zeijkersk = §ir5js - 6i55jr7
k=1
3
(ii) > €iji€rik = 261

jk=1



4. Minkowskian vector spaces 321

4. Let A and B be one-dimensional vector spaces. Define the vectorial
product
(N®A)x (N®B) - N® A®B.

4. Minkowskian vector spaces

4.1. A pseudo-Euclidean vector space (V,B,b) is called Minkowskian if
dimV > 1 and neg(b) = 1.
For a clear distinction, in the following (M, T, g) denotes a Minkowskian
vector space, and
dimM =1+ N

where N > 1.

We call attention to the fact that g is usually called a Lorentz metric; since
g does not define a metric (distances and angles, see later) we prefer to call it a
Lorentz form.

The notations introduced for pseudo-Euclidean vector spaces will be used, e.g.

z-y:=g(x,y) (z,y) € M);
note that if z,y € M and u,v € % then
r-yeT®T, u-x €T, u-veR.

Moreover, we put
=z x (x e M).

In contradistinction to Euclidean spaces, here we keep saying g-orthogonal,
g-adjoint etc.

The elements of a g-orthogonal basis will be numbered from 0 to N, in such
a way that for {eg,e1,...,en} we have ey <0, e;>>0if i=1,...,N.

4.2. Recall that there is a canonical orientation on T ® T, hence it makes
sense that an element of T ® T is positive or negative. Let us introduce the
notations

S::{m€M|m2>0}, So := SuU {0},
T: ={xecM]| z* <0}, To := T U{0},
L:={xeM|2*=0,x#0} Lo:=LU{0}.

The elements of Sg, T and L are called spacelike, timelike and lightlike vectors,
respectively.
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Neither of Sg, T and Lg is a linear subspace.
The bilinear map g is continuous (see VI.3.1). Thus S and T are open
subsets, Lg is a closed subset.

4.3. Take a nonzero element & of M. The Lorentz form g is nondegenerate,
hence the linear map M — T® T, y — x -y is a surjection, i.e. it has an
N -dimensional kernel. In other words,

H, ={yecM| z -y=0}

is an N -dimensional linear subspace of M. Let g, be the restriction of g onto
H, x H;; it is an T ® T -valued symmetric bilinear map.

(i) Suppose & € S or @ € T. Then « is not in H,. Rx and H, are com-
plementary subspaces. As a consequence, g, is nondegenerate, i.e. (Hg, T, gz)
is an N -dimensional pseudo-Euclidean vector space. Thus there is a g, -
orthogonal basis in Hg; such a basis, supplemented by @, will be a g-orthogonal
basis in M.

—if 2 isin S then x? > 0, so one and only one element of a g, -orthogonal
basis belongs to T, the other ones belong to S. Consequently, (Hg,T,gs) is
an N -dimensional Minkowskian vector space.

—if ¢ isin T then 2 < 0, so all the elements of a g,-orthogonal basis
belong to S. Consequently, H, C Sg and (H,,T,g,) is an N -dimensional
Euclidean vector space.

(ii) Suppose & € L. Then @ itself is in H,, in other words, R is contained
in Hy. One cannot give naturally a subspace complementary to H,. Moreover,
g, is degenerate.

Let e be an element of T; let s be an element of T such that e = —s%.
As we have seen, H, is contained in Sg, so ep-x # 0, and e; := 200'10 T —eg
belongs to S, ey -e; = 0 and e;2 = s2. {ep,e1} can be completed to a
g-orthogonal basis {eg,e1,...,en}, normed to s, of M. The vector x is a
linear combination of ey and ey, thus {es,...,ey} is contained in H, and
{x,es,...,en} is a basis of H.

This has the immediate consequence that every element of H, which is not
parallel to  belongs to Sp.

4.4. Tt follows from 4.3(7) that if * € T then -y # 0 for all y € T and
for all y € L.

Moreover, the results in the preceding paragraph imply that

—there are N -dimensional linear subspaces in Sog,

—there are at most one-dimensional linear subspaces in To and Lg ,

—there is a one-to-one correspondence between N -dimensional linear sub-
spaces in Sg and one-dimensional linear subspaces in Ty in such a way that
the subspaces in correspondence are g-orthogonal to each other.
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4.5. The identification
M

TT
(see 1.3) is a fundamental property of the Minkowskian vector space (M, T, g).

The dual of a g-orthogonal basis {eg,e1,...,en}, normed to s € T, in this

identification becomes {—<¢, <, ... <4}

Accordingly, n; := % (i=0,1,...,N) form a g-orthonormal basis in % :
TLO"I’L():*:[7 nzwnk:&k (Z,kil,,N)
The corresponding dual basis in the identification % = (%)* is {—ng,nq,...
nN}.
For all * € M we have

N
x=—(no x)no + Z(ni - TN
=1

4.6. The following relation will be a starting point of important results. If
x,y € TUL, =z isnot parallel to y, z € T, then

2z -y)(y-2)(z-x) < (z-2)"y" + (y-2)'2" < 0.

This is implied by the simple fact that a := ¥Zx —y is g-orthogonal to z,
thus @ isin S: a? > 0.

4.7. Since T® T is canonically oriented (see IV.5.4), the absolute value of
its elements makes sense.

Proposition (reversed Cauchy inequality). If @,y € T then

|z - y| > v/I[x?||y?| > 0

and equality holds if and only if « and y are parallel.

Proof. Put z := « in the previous formula, and recall that we have the
square root mapping from (T®T)® (T®T) into T T. W

In general, the right-hand side of this equality cannot be written in a simpler
form because |z| and |y| make no sense, unless T is oriented.

4.8. Definition. The elements  and y of T have the same arrow if
z-y<Oo.

Proposition. Having the same arrow is an equivalence relation on T and
there are two equivalence classes (called arrow classes).



324 V. Pseudo-Euclidean vector spaces

Proof. The relation having the same arrow is evidently reflexive and sym-
metric. Suppose now that  and y as well as y and z have the same arrow.
Then 4.6 implies that = and z have the same arrow as well, hence the relation
is transitive.

Let & be an element of T. It is obvious that  and —x have not the same
arrow: there are at least two arrow classes. On the other hand, since -y # 0
forall y € T, y and & or —y and x have the same arrow: there are at most
two arrow classes.

4.9. Proposition. The arrow classes of T are convex cones, i.e. if * and
y have the same arrow then ax + Sy is in their arrow class for all o, 3 € RT.

Proof. It is quite evident that (az + fy)* < 0 and (ax + fy)-x < 0, thus
ax + Py isin T, moreover, ax + By and x have the same arrow. B

The arrow classes are open subsets of M because the arrow class of € T
is {fyeT| -y <0}

4.10. Suppose now that T is oriented. Then we can take the square root of
non-negative elements of T ® T, so we define the pseudo-length of vectors:

|z| := /|22 (x e M).

The length of vectors in Euclidean vector spaces has the fundamental prop-
erties listed in 3.3. Now we find that
(i) || =0 if =0 but || =0 does not imply x = 0;
(it) |ax| =|af|x| for all « € R;
(#4) there is no definite relation between |x+y| and |z|+ |y|:
—if S C Sg is a linear subspace then (S, T, 9|5xs) is a Euclidean
vector space, consequently, for @,y € S the triangle inequality |x+y| < |z|+|y|
holds,
—for vectors in T a reverse relation can hold, as follows.

Proposition (reversed triangle inequality). If the elements = and y of T
have the same arrow then

lz+yl = [z] + |yl
and equality holds if and only if & and y are parallel.
Proof. According to the previous statement x + y belongs to T, thus we
can apply the reversed Cauchy inequality:
[z +yl’=—(x+y)* =z — 2z y) + |y >
>[a|* + 2v/[aPly? + |y* = (= + [y)*. =
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The triangle inequality and ‘nonzero vector has nonzero length’ are indispens-
able properties of a length; that is why we use the name pseudo-length.

4.11. Definition. The elements * and y of L have the same arrow if
z-y<0.

Proposition. Having the same arrow is an equivalence relation on L and
there are two equivalence classes (called arrow classes).

Proof. Argue as in 4.8.

4.12. Now we relate the arrow classes of L to those of T. It is evident that
the elements « and y of L have the same arrow if and only if ax + Sy are in
T and have the same arrow for all o, 3 € RT.

Proposition. (i) Let ¢,y € L, z € T. Then « and y have the same arrow
if and only if -z and y-z have the same sign (in the ordered one-dimensional
vector space T ® T).

(ii) Let x € L, y,z € T. Then y and z have the same arrow if and only if
x -y and x -z have the same sign.

Proof. Apply the inequality in 4.6. W

As a consequence, the arrow classes of T and those of L determine each other
uniquely. We say that the elements & of L and y of T have the same arrow
if -y < 0. According to the previous proposition, if we select an arrow class
T~ from T then there is an arrow class L™ in L such that all the elements of
T~ and L™ have the same arrow:

L7 ={yellz-y<0, zc T}
It can be shown that L™ U{0} is the boundary of T7.

4.13. We say that (M, T,g) is arrow-oriented or an arrow orientation is
associated with g if we select one of the arrow classes of T. More precisely, an
arrow-oriented Minkowskian vector space is (M, T,g, T~) where (M, T,g) is a
Minkowskian vector space and T is one of the arrow classes of T.

A linear isomorphism between arrow-oriented Minkowskian vector spaces is
called arrow-preserving or arrow-reversing if it maps the chosen arrow classes
into each other or into the opposite ones, respectively.

4.14. In the following we assume that M and T are oriented and g is
arrow-oriented; moreover

dimM = 4.
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We introduce the notation
M
V(1) := {ue T |u?=-1, u®T" C T*}.

If we V(1) then

u@T:={ut| t T} C Ty,
Su:={xeM|u-x=0}CSp

are complementary subspaces. The corresponding projections of € M in u®T
and in S,, are
—(u-z)u and z+ (u-x)u.

Let h, denote the restriction of g onto S, X S,; then (S, T, h,) is a three-
dimensional Euclidean vector space.

4.15. We shall examine the structure of g-antisymmetric linear maps of M.

As we know (see 2.9) A(g) = MAM is a six-dimensional vector space endowed
(see 2.10) with a real-valued nondegenerate symmetric bilinear form:

1 . 1
In particular, for ki, ks, nq,n9 € % we have

(kl A kg) ° ('nl /\7?,2) = (kl . nl)(kg "ng) — (kl . n2)(k52 -'nl).

If {ng,n1,n2,n3} is a g-orthonormal basis of % then

ng ANy, no A\ ng, no A\ 13,
niy Ansg, no A ns, ns A nq
constitute a basis in MAM (see IV.3.15). We can takeu:=mng € V(1); then every
3 3
g -antisymmetric map can be written in the form Y a;uAmn; + > > aping A
i=1 i=1k<i
n;. The vectors mi,n9,ng span the three-dimensional Euclidean vector space

ST" (more precisely, (ST",R, )), hence according to the results of the previous

chapter there are a real number 8 and unit vectors k and n, g-orthogonal

3
to each other and to w such that > > ag;np An; = Bk A n. Furthermore,
i=1k<i
3 3
S ajuAn; =uA ), a;n;; thus we arrive at the following result.
i=1 i=1
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Proposition. Let H be an element of ¥ A M. Then for all w € V(1) there
are a, B €R, r,k,n € ST“, r2=k>=n?=1, k-n =0 such that

H=auAr+pkAn. n

Observe that then
He H=—0+p5%

4.16. Proposition. Take an H € % A % in the form given by the previous
proposition. Then Ker H = {0} if and only if « #0, S # 0 and r is linearly
independent from k and n.

Proof. If r is linearly independent from k and n then w, r, k, n are
linearly independent vectors. Furthermore, if neither of o and 3 is zero then
for all x e M

H-z=ar z)u—ou-x)r+p(n-z)k—Fk-x)n=0

implies - x=u-x=n-x =k -x =0; as a consequence, * = 0. This means
that Ker H = {0}.

If =0 then H-u=0; if 3 =0 then H-m =0 for me%7 u-m =0,
r-m=0. If «a #0 and g # 0 but r is a linear combination of k and n
then H-m =0 for m € ¥, w-m =k-m =n-m = 0. This means that
KerH # {0}.

Since if k' and n’ are g-orthogonal unit vectors in the plane spanned by k
and n (do not forget that ST“ is a Euclidean vector space) then k' An’ = £kAn,
we can choose n = r if Ker H # {0}; then for all w € V(1) there are o, € R

and k,n € 8¢, k?=n?=1, k-n =0 such that

H = (cu+ Bk) An.

4.17. Proposition. Suppose H € ¥ A M KerH # {0} and put |H| :=
\/|H e H|. Then
(i) HeH >0 if and only if there are a u € V(1), k,n € 5=, k2 =n? =1,
k-n =0 such that
H = |H|kAn.

( H is the antisymmetric tensor product of two g-orthogonal spacelike vectors.)
(i) He H <0 if and only if there are a uw € V(1), an n € ST“, n? =1 such
that
H = |H|uAn.



328 V. Pseudo-Euclidean vector spaces

(H is the antisymmetric tensor product of a timelike vector and a spacelike
vector, g-orthogonal to each other.)
(iit) He H =0, H # 0 if and only if there are w,n € %, w#0, w?=0,
n? =1, w-n =0 such that
H=wAn.

(H is the antisymmetric tensor product of a lightlike vector and a spacelike
vector, g-orthogonal to each other.)

Proof. Let us write the formula of the preceding paragraph in the form
H = (au + BKk') An/; then H e H = —a? + 32,

(z) Put u: = M = M n:=n'
_()é2+/32’ : _a2+52’ ) :
!/ k/
(i) Put = %, n:=n'
aZ _
(447) Put w: =au +Bk', n:=n'

4.18. (i) We see that KerH # {0} and H e H > 0 is equivalent to the
statement that there is a w € V(1) such that H -u = 0.

Note that then H® = —|H|°H.

(ii) On the contrary, if Ker H # {0} and H e H < 0 then H?® = |H|>H.

4.19. According to our convention introduced in 4.1, let us number the
coordinates of elements of R'*3 from 0 to 3 and let us consider the Minkowskian
vector space (R'T3 R, G) where

3
Gzy) =+ o'y =2y

i=1

(i.e. G = H; in the notation of 1.7).

Now the identification R'*3 = (R1+3)* induced by G is described in usual
notations as follows. x € R!*3 regarded as a vector has the components
(20, 21,22, 2%); x regarded as a covector has the components (zg, 1,2, 23),
and the values of the linear functional @ are computed by the usual matrix

multiplication:
3
r-y= Z zyt.
i=0

Then we have

zo = —a°, r; =1 (1=1,2,3).
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As usual, we apply the symbols (2?) and (z;) for the vectors and covectors
and we accept the Einstein summation rule: a summation from 0 to 3 is to be
carried out for equal subscripts and superscripts.

Introducing
-1 ifi=k=0
G = G* = 1 ifi=ke{1,2,3}
0 ifi#k
we can write that
zt = Gy, z; = G (summation!).

Observe that G = G(x:, xx) where {xo0,X1,X2, X3} is the standard basis of
RH_?’.

According to the identification induced by G, the dual of the standard basis

{XOa X1, X2 X3} is {_X07 X15X2;5 X3}
It is useful to regard G as the diagonal matrix in which the first ( ‘zeroth’)

element in the diagonal is —1 and the other ones equal 1.
For the G-adjoint L* of the linear map (matrix) L we have

L*=G - L"-G

where L* is the transpose of L (see 1.7).

A linear map L: R'3 — R!'*3 is given by its matrix (L%),

a linear map P: (R'3)" — (R3)" is given by its matrix (P*) etc. see
IV.1.6.

For the transpose of L: R!*3 — R1+3

(L) = 1%,
holds, thus for the G-adjoint we have
(L¥) = G L™, Gk (summation!).
Consequently, a G -antisymmetric linear map has the form

0 aq Qo s
oy 0 -0 B2
Qo B3 0 —pH
az  —fa B1 0

If (2°) isin T, i.e. 2'-2; <0 then x° # 0. It is not hard to see that (x?)
and (y) have the same arrow if and only if 2° and y° have the same sign. As a
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consequence, an arrow class is characterized by the sign of the zeroth component
of its element. One usually takes the arrow orientation in such a way that

T :={(z") e R"™?| 2'z; <0, 2° > 0}.

4.20. Consider the four-dimensional Minkowskian vector space (M, T,g). A
linear coordinatization K of M is called g-orthogonal if it corresponds to an or-
dered g-orthogonal basis (e, eq,eq, e3) normed to an s € T. According to the
identification M* = M the basis in question has the dual (—%, 3,5, ‘;‘—3) ;

= TR’
thus we have

€)' €1 ey T €3I . :
K~w:(— T e ):.(xz) (x € M).
Consider the identification M = T® T @ M* = (Tlgﬁ) : then x, as an
element of the dual of %, has the coordinates

€; .
(m-? | 2:071,2,3) =: (z;).

We see, in accordance with the previous paragraph, that z° = —z and
= (i=1,2,3).

Then all the operations regarding the Minkowskian structure can be repre-
sented by the corresponding operations in (R'™3 R, G), e.g.

—the g-product of elements x,y of M is computed by the G-product of
their coordinates in R1*3:

if K. z= (mz) and K. .y= (y’)

3 3
ie. T = E z'e;, Yy = E y'e;
0=1 0=1

3
then -y = (—xoyo + leyl> s%;

i=1

—the matrix in the coordinatization of a g-adjoint map will be the G -adjoint
of the matrix representing the linear map in question:

if K-L-K'=(L'|ik=12,3)
then K -L* K '=(LF|ik=123).
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4.21. Let (vg,v1,v2,v3) be an arbitrary ordered basis in M, choose a
positive element s of T and put

G = vi 'ka (:: g(vi;vk)) eR (i,k=0,1,2,3).
s s

The dual of the basis can be represented by vectors r°,r! r2 3 in Wl\gﬂ,

—usually called the reciprocal system of the given basis—in such a way that
riov, = 0 (i,k=0,1,2,3).
It is not hard to see that

E(’Ll7l’27l’3)

0

(] T et .
C

where € is the Levi-Civita tensor (see V.2.12) and := € (vg, v1, v2, v3).
Put
G* .= (. rF)s® e R (i,k=0,1,2,3).

Let us take the coordinatization K of M defined by the basis (vg, v, v2, v3).
Then
K- -x= (r’-:c) =: (xl)

7 =

Consider the identification M = T® T @ M* = (%) ; then (:—2

0,1,2, 3) is an ordered basis in %, and x, as an element of the dual of %,
has the coordinates
U;
3 3
Writing = = Y 2Fv, = 3 247Fs? we find that
i=0 k=0
z; = Gipzh, F =GPy, (summation!).
Now if
K~a::(xz) and K'y:(yz)
ie.
3 3
wzzﬂil’vz’, y:zyl'vi
i=0 i=0
then

T-y= (Gikxiyk) s’ = (mkyk) s = (xlyl) 5%
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4.22. Exercises

1. Let T~ and L™ be the arrow classes corresponding to each other accord-
ing to 4.12. Prove that
T7+L7 =T7,
L7 +L7=T7UL".

2. If £ isin T~ and y isin S then x + y is not in T . (Hint: suppose
—(x+y)eT” anduse T+ T =T7".)

3. If H is a linear subspace in Sg then (H, T, g|HxH) is a Euclidean vector
space. Consequently, the length of vectors and the angle between vectors in H
makes sense. Since every x € Sp belongs to some linear subspace in Sg (e.g. to
the linear subspace generated by x), the length of every element in Sy makes
sense. On the other hand, if ,y € Sg, the linear subspace generated by «
and y need not be contained in Sp; as a consequence, the angle between two
elements of Sg may not be meaningful.

Take a g-orthogonal basis {eg,e1,...,en}, normed to s € T. Then e; and
x := 2e; + eg are vectors in S that do not satisfy the Cauchy inequality and
the triangle inequality.

4. Suppose dimM =4, M and T are oriented. Then the Levi-Civita tensor

3
of (M, T,g) can be defined by € := ‘/—\o?i where (eq, e1,eq,e3) is a positively
oriented ordered basis, normed to s € T.
Prove that

M SOA M — €( )

T VI[\ ) n P ’n
and M M M M

JT/\T—)ﬁ/\T, k/\n’—>€(,,k7n)

thus J(H) e J(G)=-HeG forall H,Ge M
5. Give the actual form of the previous bijections in the case (R'™3 R, G).
6. Let € be the Levi-Civita tensor of the Minkowskian vector space (M, T, g),
dimM =4. If w € V(1) then €(u,-,-,-) is the Levi-Civita tensor of the three-
dimensional Euclidean vector space (Sy,T,h,) where h, is the restriction of
g onto S, X S,.
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1. Fundamentals

1.1. Definition. An affine space is a triplet (V,V,—) where
(i) V is a nonvoid set,
(it) V is a vector space,
(#ii) — is amap from V x V into V, denoted by
(l‘, y) =T -y,
having the properties
1) for every 0 € V the map O,: V=V, x+— z — 0 is bijective,
) (z—y)+@y—2)+(z—x)=0 forall z,y,2€V. &

O, is often called the vectorization of V with origin o.

As usual, we shall denote an affine space by a single letter; we say that V is
an affine space over the vector space V and we call the map — subtraction.

The dimension of an affine space V is, by definition, the dimension of the
underlying vector space V. V is oriented if V is oriented (in this case V is
necessarily a finite-dimensional real vector space).

Proposition. Let V be an affine space. Then
(i) x—y=0ifandonly if x =y (z,y € V),
(i) x—y=—(y—2x) (z,yeV),
(éii) for a natural number n >3 and z1,z9,...,z, €V,

(x1 —z2) + (w2 —x3)+....+ (xn, — 1) = 0.
Proof. (i) Put z:=x, y:=x in 2) of the above definition to have x —z = 0.
Property 1) says then that o —y # 0 for = # y.
(ii) Put z:= =z in 2) and use the previous result.
(4ii) Starting with 2) we can prove by induction. B
As a consequence, we can rearrange the parentheses as follows:
@—y)+u—v)=(@-v)+(u-y) (,y,u,v € V). (1)

1.2. Observe that the sign — in (4i) of the previous proposition denotes two
different objects. Inside the parantheses it means the subtraction in the affine
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space, outside it means the subtraction in the underlying vector space. This
ambiguity does not cause confusion if we are careful. We even find it convenient
to increase a bit the ambiguity.

For given y € V, the inverse of the map O, is denoted by

V=V, Ty + T (2)
Hence, by definition,
yt+(-—y == (z,y V), (3)
and a simple reasoning shows that
(z+x)+y=z+(z+vy) (xeV,z,ye V). (4)

Here the symbol + on the left-hand side stands twice for the operation intro-
duced by (2), on the right-hand side first it denotes this operation and then the
addition of vectors.
Keep in mind the followings:
(i) the sum and the difference of two vectors, the multiple of a vector are
meaningful, they are vectors;
(ii) the difference of two elements of the affine space is meaningful, it is a
vector (sums and multiples make no sense);
(éii) the sum of an affine space element and of a vector is meaningful, it is an
element of the affine space.
According to (1)—(4), we can apply the usual rules of addition and subtraction
paying always attention to that the operations be meaningful; for instance, the
rearrangement (y 4+ x) —y in (3) makes no sense.

1.3. Linear combinations of affine space elements cannot be defined in general,
for multiples and sums make no sense. However, a good trick allows us to define
convex combinations.

Proposition. Let xq,...,x, be elements of the affine space V and let
n

a1, ...,q, be non-negative real numbers such that »_ ap = 1. Then there is a
k=1

unique x, € V for which
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Proof. Let = be an arbitrary element of V; then a simple calculation based
n
on r —xo = (rr — ) + (r — xo) shows that z,:=xz+ > ai(zr —x) satisfies
k=1
equality (x). Suppose y, is another element with this property. Then

n n

0=> an(@r— o) = > aklwr —yo) = > _ i ((xh — x0) — (wk — o)) =
k=1

k=1 k=1

:Zak(yo—ajo):yo—xo. []

Remove formally the parentheses in (%) to arrive at the following definition.

Definition. The element x, in the previous proposition is called the con-
vex combination of the elements zi,...,x, with coefficients a1,...,a, and is

denoted by
n
Z arprr. A
k=1

Correspondingly we can define convex subsets and the convex hull of subsets

in affine spaces as they are defined in vector spaces.
n

If Bi1,...,Bn are non-negative real numbers, S := > Bp > 0, then we
k=1
can take the convex combination of zi,...,z, with the coefficients aj := %’“

(k=1,...,n) which will be denoted by

n

> Brxy

k=1

n

> B

k=1

1.4. (i) A vector space V, endowed with the vectorial subtraction, is an
affine space over itself.

(i) If M is a nontrivial linear subspace of the vector space V and x € V,
x¢M then +M := {x+y|y € M} endowed with the vectorial subtraction
is an affine space but is not a vector space regarding the vectorial operationsin V.

(4) If I is an arbitrary nonvoid set and V; is an affine space over V; (i € I)
then x V;, endowed with the subtraction

i€l

(zi)ier — Widier == (Ti — Yi)ieg

is an affine space over x V.
i€l
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1.5. Definition. A nonvoid subset S of an affine space V is called an affine
subspace if there is a linear subspace S of V such that {z —y| z,y € S} =S.

S is called directed by S and the dimension of S is that of S.

One-dimensional and two-dimensional affine subspaces of a real affine space
are called straight lines and planes, respectively. Hyperplanes are affine sub-
spaces having the dimension of V but one, in a finite dimensional affine space V.

Two affine subspaces are said to be parallel if they are directed by the same
linear subspace. H

An affine subspace S directed by S, endowed with the subtraction inherited
from V, is an affine space over S.

If S is a linear subspace of V and « € V then z+ S :={x+s| s€ S} is
the unique affine subspace containing = and directed by S.

Points of V are zero-dimensional affine subspaces.

1.6. A pseudo-Euclidean (Euclidean, Minkowskian) affine space is a triplet
(V,B,b) where V is an affine space over the vector space V and (V,B,b) is a
pseudo-Euclidean (Euclidean, Minkowskian) vector space.

1.7. Exercises

1. Prove that the following definition of affine spaces is equivalent to that
given in 1.1.
A triplet (V,V,+) is an affine space if
(i) V is a nonvoid set,
(it) V is a vector space,
(i) + is amap from V x 'V into V, denoted by

(z,x) > x+x

having the properties

) z+z)+y=2+(x+y) (x e V,z,y € V),

2) for every x € V the map V — V, x — x + x is bijective.

2. Let V be an affine space over V. Let V/N denote the set of affine
subspaces in V, directed by a given linear subspace N of V. If M is a linear
subspace complementary to N then V/N becomes an affine space over M if
we define the subtraction by

S—T:=xz—y (reS,yeT, x—yeM).
In other words, if P denotes the projection onto M along N then
(x4+N)—(y+N):=P-(z—y).

Hlustrate this fact by V := R?, N := {(o,0)| « € R}, M := {(a,m0) |
a € R} where m is a given nonzero number.
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3. Prove that the intersection of affine subspaces is an affine subspace, thus
the affine subspace generated by a subset of an affine space is meaningful.

4. Let V be a vector space over the field K. Then {1} x V is an affine
subspace of the vector space K x V.

5. Let T be a one-dimensional oriented affine space over the vector space T.
Then an order can be defined on T by a < b if and only if a — b < 0. Define
the intervals of T.

2. Affine maps

2.1. Definition. Let V and U be affine spaces over V and U, respectively.
A map L:V — U is called affine if there is a linear map L: V — U such that

L(y) — L(z) =L - (y — x) (z,y,€ V).

We say that L is an affine map over L. If L is a bijection, V and U are
oriented, L is called orientation preserving or orientation-reversing if L has
that property. W

The formula above is equivalent to
Liz+z)=L(z)+ L = (xeV,xeV).

It is easy to show that the linear map L in the definition is unique.

2.2. Proposition. Let L: V — U be an affine map. Then
(i) L is injective or surjective if and only if L is injective or surjective,
respectively; if L is bijective then L' is an affine bijection over L™!;
(i) L =0 if and only if L is a constant map;
(#i) RanL is an affine subspace of U, directed by RanL;
iv) if Z is an affine subspace of U, directed by Z, and (RanL) NZ # ( then

(

-1

L (Z) is an affine subspace of V, directed by L (Z);
(v) L preserves convex combinations. W

~1
Observe that according to (i), for all v € RanL, L ({u}) is an affine
subspace of V, directed by Ker L.

2.3. Proposition. (i) If L and K are affine maps such that K o L exists
then K o L is affine map over K - L;
(i) Let I be a nonvoid set. If L;: V; — U; (i € I) are affine maps, then
x L; is an affine map over X L;;
i€l il
(éi) If L;: V—U; (i € I) are affine maps then (L;);cs is an affine map over
(Li)ier;
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(i) If L and K are affine maps from V into U then
K-L:V U, x+— K(z) — L(x)

is an affine map over K — L (recall that the vector space U is an affine space
over itself).

2.4. (i) Let V and U be vector spaces and consider them to be affine spaces.
Take a linear map L: V — U and an a € U; then V—-U, x —wa+ L-x is
an affine map over L.

Conversely, suppose L: V — U is an affine map over the linear map L. Put
a:=L(0). Then L(zx)=a+ L-x forall z €V.

Thus we have proved:

Proposition. We can identify the set of affine maps from V into U with
{(a,L)| a € U,L € Lin(V,U)} = U x Lin(V,U) in such a way that

(a,L)(z):=a+ L -x (xreL) m

Such an affine map (a,L): V — U can be represented in more suitable ways,
as follows.

(i) V> KxV, z— (1,z) (see Exercise 1.7.4) is an affine injection. We often
find convenient to identify V, considered to be an affine space, with {1} x V.

Take an affine map (a,L): V — U and consider it to be an affine map
from {1} x V into {1} x U. It can be uniquely extended to a linear map
KxV—->KxU, (a,) = (0,ca+ L -x).

Representing the linear maps from KxV into Kx U by a matrix (see IV.3.7),
we can write the extension of the affine map (a, L) in the form

1 0
(o 2)

(éi1) It often occurs that the vector space V is regarded as an affine space
(i.e. we use only its affine structure, the subtraction of vectors) but the vector
space U is continued to be regarded as a vector space (i.e. we use its vectorial
structure, the sum of vectors and the multiple of vectors).

In this case we identify V with {1} x V and U with {0} x U, and so we
can conceive that (@, L) maps from {1} x V into {0} x U. This map can be
uniquely extended to a linear map Kx V - K x U, (a,x)+— (0,aa + L - x).
Then the affine map (a,L) in a matrix representation has the form

(o 2)
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2.5. Exercises

1. Let o be an element of the affine space V. Then O,: V=V, x—x—o0
is an affine map over 1vy.

Consequently, if V is N -dimensional then there are affine bijections V —
K.

2. Let L: V — V be an affine map and o an element of V. Then O,0Lo0,!
is an affine map V — V. Using the matrix form given in the preceding paragraph

show that
O,0Lo00, 1 = 1 0
© ° " \Ll)—0o L)

3. Let H: V — V be an affine map and o an element of V. Then HoO, ™!
is an affine map V — V. Then the vector space V as the domain of this affine
map is considered to be an affine space (representing the affine space V); and
V as the range is considered to be a vector space. Using the matrix form given
in the preceding paragraph show that

HoO, ! = (H(()O) g)

4. The matrix forms of affine maps V — V are extremely useful for ob-
taining the composition of such maps because we can apply the usual matrix
multiplication rule. Find the composition of

(i) (a,L): {1} xV—={1} xV and (b,K): {1} xV = {1} x V|,
(ii) (a,L): {1} x V= {1} xV and (b,K): {1} xV — {0} x V.

5. Let V be an affine space over V.

(i) If a €V then To: V=V, z— x4+ a is an affine map over 1ly.

(i) If L: V —V is an affine map over 1y then there is an a € V such that
L="T,.

(#4) For all z,y € V we have Oy 0O, =T,_,,.

6. If L: V — V is an affine map over —1vy then there is an o € V such that
Lz)=0—-(x—0) (x€V).

7. Let K and L be affine maps between the same affine spaces. Show that
K = L if and only if K — L is a constant map.

8. Let K,L,A: V — V be affine maps. Show that AcK—AoL = Ao(K—L).

3. Differentiation
3.1. Let V be a vector space. A norm on V is a map

V=R, @
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for which (i) ]| =0 if and only if =0,
(i)  |lex|| = |a||z| forall a €K, €V,
(@) e +yll <[l + [y forall — zyecV.

The distance of @,y € V is defined to be || — y|| ; the map

is called the metrics associated with the norm.

The reader is supposed to be familiar with the fundamental notions of analysis
connected with metrics: open subsets, closed subsets, convergence, continuity,
etc.

It is important that if V is finite-dimensional then all the norms on V are
equivalent, i.e. they determine the same open subsets, closed subsets, convergent
series, continuous functions etc.

As a consequence, in finite-dimensional vector spaces—e.g. in pseudo-Euclidean
vector spaces—we can speak about open subsets, closed subsets, continuity etc.
without giving an actual norm. Linear, bilinear, multilinear maps between finite-
dimensional vector spaces are continuous.

3.2. If V is an affine space over V and there is a norm on V then
VxV=R, (z,y) = [z -y

is a metrics on V. Then the open subsets, closed subsets, convergence etc. are
defined in V.

In the following we deal with finite dimensional real affine spaces; hence we
speak about the fundamental notions of analysis without specifying norms on the
underlying vector spaces.

As usual, if V and U are finite-dimensional vector spaces, ordo: V — U
denotes a function such that

(i) it is defined in a neighbourhood of 0 € V|

Ord;hw) =0 for some (hence for every) norm ||-| on V.

(i) lim =
3.3. Definition. Let V and U be affine spaces. A map F:V »— U is

called differentiable at an interior point x of DomF' if there is a linear map
DF(z): V — U and a neighbourhood N (z) C DomF of x such that

F(y) — F(z) = DF(z) - (y — 2) + ordo(y — x) (y € N(2)).

DF(x) is the derivative of F at z.

F is differentiable on a subset S of Dom F' if it is differentiable at every point
of S. F is differentiable if it is differentiable on its domain (which is necessarily
open in this case). F' is continuously differentiable if it is differentiable and
DomF — Lin(V,U), z+— DF(z) is continuous.
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If the real affine spaces V and U are oriented, a differentiable mapping
F: V- U is called orientation preserving ift DF(x): V — U is an orientation
preserving linear bijection for all z € DomF. =

The differentiability of F' at x is equivalent to the following: there is a
neighbourhood A of 0 € V such that z + N C DomF and

F(x+x)— F(x) = DF(z) -  + ordo(x) (x e N).

This form shows immediately that DF(x) is uniquely determined.

3.4. If the affine spaces in question are actually vector spaces, i.e. F is a
map between vector spaces then the above definition coincides with the one in
standard analysis. Hence in the case of vector spaces we can apply the well-
known results regarding differentiability. Moreover, for affine spaces one proves
without difficulty that

(i) a differentiable map is continuous;

(i) if F:V— U and G: U — W are differentiable then G o F' is differen-
tiable, too, and

D(Go F)(x) =DG(F(x)) - DF(x) (x € Dom (G o F));

(@) if F,G:V — U are differentiable then F—G:V — U, z — F(x)—G(z)
is differentiable and

D(F — G)(xz) =DF(x) — DG(x) (x € DomF' N Dom@G).

(iv) An affine map L: V — U is differentiable, its derivative at every x equals
the underlying linear map:
DL(z)=L (x e V).

3.5. Let V and U be affine spaces. If F': V — U is differentiable and its
derivative map V — Lin(V,U), =+ DF(z) is differentiable then F' is called
twice differentiable.

Differentiability of higher order is defined similarly. An infinitely many times
differentiable map is called smooth.

The second derivative of F at x is denoted by D?F(x); by definition, it is
an element of Lin(V,Lin(V,U)).

The n-th derivative of F' at z, D"F(x) is an element of

Lin(V,Lin(V,...,Lin(V,U)...)).

This rather complicated object is significantly simplified with the aid of tensor
products.

We know that Lin(V,U)=U ® V*. Thus DF(z) e U® V*.

Further,

Lin(V,Lin(V,U)) =Lin(V,URV" ) =UVHIeV'=UV* V",
thus D?F(z) e U® V* @ V*.
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Similarly we have that D"F(z) € U® ( ® V*) .
Moreover, a well-known theorem states that the n-th derivative is symmetric,
ie. D"F(z) e U® ( v V*) .

3.6. We often need the following particular result.

Proposition. Let V, U and Z be affine spaces, A: V — Z an affine
surjection. A mapping f:Z > U is ktimes (continuously) differentiable if
and only if fo A is k times (continuously) differentiable (k € N).

Proof. The first part of the statement is trivial.

Suppose that F':= fo A is k times (continuously) differentiable. We know
that there is a linear injection L:Z — V such that A - L = 1z. Then for
z € Dom f C Z, & in a neighbourhood of 0 € Z we have

f+€6—f(z)=F(x+L-& —F(x)=DF(x)-L-£&+ordo(L-§)

if A(x) = z. Since ordo(L - &) = ordo(&), we see that f is (continuously)
differentiable and

Df(z) =DF(x)-L (z € Domf, E;%z})

Moreover, Df:7Z — U ® Z* is a mapping such that Df o A = DF' - L and
we can repeat the previous arguments to obtain that if F is twice (continu-
ously) differentiable (i.e. DF' is (continuously) differentiable) then f is twice
(continuously) differentiable (i.e. Df is (continuously) differentiable).

Proceeding in this way we can demonstrate k times (continuously) differen-
tiability.

3.7. (i) Let C:V — V be a differentiable mapping (a vector field in V).
Then DC(z) € V@ V* for all x € DomC, thus we can take its trace:

D.-C(z) :=Tr (DC(x)).

The mapping V— R, x+— D - C(x) is called the divergence of C.

If Z is a vector space, the divergence of differentiable mappings V — Z®V
is defined similarly according to IV.3.9.

(i) Let S: V — V* be a differentiable mapping (a covector field in V). Then
DS(z) € V*®@ V* for all € Dom S, and we can take

DA S(z):= (DS(x))" — DS(z).

The mapping V — V*AV* z+— DA S(x) is called the curl of S.
(ii1) Keep in mind that a vector field has no curl and a covector field has no
divergence.
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3.8. (i) Let Vi, Vo and U be affine spaces and consider a differentiable
mapping F:V; x Vo — U. Take an (z1,22) € DomF and fix zo. Then
Vi — U, y1 = F(y1,z2) is a differentiable mapping; its derivative at x; is
called the first partial derivative of F at (x1,x2) and is denoted by Dy F(21,x2).
By definition, Dy F(z1,z2) is a linear map V; — U.

The second partial derivative DoF(x1,29) of F is defined similarly, and an
evident generalization can be made for the k-th partial derivative (k =1,...,n)

of a mapping k;lek — U.

For a vector field C': Vi xVy — V1 xVy we define the components C?: V; x
Vy — V; (i =1,2) such that C = (C*,C?). Then DC(x1,x3) is an element
of (V1 xV3)® (V1 xVy)" = (Vy xVa)® (V] xV3). It is not hard to see
that using a matrix form corresponding to the convention introduced in 1V.3.7
we have

D:C!' D,C!
DC(JIl,l‘g) = (DiCQ DzCQ) (1‘1,.’152),

where the symbol (z1,z3) after the matrix means that every entry is to be taken

at (z1,x2); shortly,
_ (DiC' DyC!
DC_(chQ D,C? )

Furthermore, we easily find that
D-C=D;-C'+Dy-C>
(éi) Similar notations for a covector field S = (S1,S2): Vi x Vo — (V1 x

Vy)* = VI x V3 yield
DS — <D1.5’1 D251>

D1S; DsS,
and ( )
D1 A\ Sl DlsQ i D2S1
((Dgsl) — D189 Do A Sy )

3.9. A vector field C: RY »— RY is given by its components C?: RY — R
(i=1,...,N), C=(C...,CN). Its derivative at ¢ is a linear map RY —
RY; one easily finds for its matrix entries

where 0 denotes the k-th partial differentiation.
Then

N
D-C=) 0"

i=1
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A covector field §: RN »— (IR{N)* is given by its components S;: RY - R
(i=1,...,N), 8S=(51,...,5n). We have

(DS(€)), = MSi(&)

and

(DAS);, = 0iSk — OSi
for i,k=1,...,N.

3.10. If T is a one-dimensional affine space, V is an affine space and
r: T — V is differentiable, then, for ¢ € Domr, Dr(t) is an element of

VT = %.
It is not hard to see that in this case
dr(t) . . or(t+t)—rt)
= 7(t) :=Dr(t) = 113% _

teT

2
Similarly we arrive at ddrtgt) = 7(t) ;= D%r(t) € Tyﬁ,

3.11. Let V and T as before and suppose T is real and oriented. Recall
that then TT and T~ denote the sets of positive and negative elements of T,
respectively.

Then r: T — V is called differentiable on the right at an interior point ¢ of
Domr if there exists

71 (t) ;= lim 71"@ +1)—r(®)

t—0
teTt

7

called the right derivative of r at t.
The differentiability on the left and the left derivative 7~ (¢) are defined
similarly.

Definition. Let V and T be as before, T is oriented. A function r: T — V
is called piecewise differentiable if it is

(i) continuous,

(#) differentiable with the possible exception of finite points where r is dif-
ferentiable both on the right and on the left.

r is called piecewise twice differentiable if

(@) it is piecewise differentiable,
(i) it is twice differentiable where it is differentiable,
(éi1) if a is a point where r is not differentiable then there exist
. ) _ it . ) e
A 2 ol ) A G ) B O

t—0 t t—0 t
teTt teT—
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3.12. Recall that for a finite dimensional vector space V,; Lin(V) = VQV™* is
a finite-dimensional vector space as well. Hence the differentiability of a function
R: T — Lin(V) makes sense. It can be shown without difficulty that R is
differentiable (and then its derivative at t is R(t) € V%w = Lin (¥%,V)) if
and only if T — V, t— R(t)- v is differentiable for all v € V and then

< (R(t)-v) = (iR(t)) v,

Moreover, if r: T — V is a differentiable function then R-r is differentiable
and .
(R-ry =R-r+R-7.

4. Submanifolds in affine spaces
In this section the affine spaces are real and finite dimensional.

4.1. The inverse mapping theorem and the implicit mapping theorem are
important and well-known results of analysis. Now we formulate them for affine
spaces in a form convenient for our application.

The inverse mapping theorem. Let V and U be affine spaces, dimU =
dimV. If F: V — U is n > 1 times continuously differentiable, e € Dom F'
and DF(e): V — U is a linear bijection, then there is a neighbourhood N of
e, N C DomF, such that

(i) F|y is injective,
(i4) F[N] is open in U,
(iii) (F| N)fl is n times continuously differentiable.

The implicit mapping theorem. Let V and U be affine spaces, dim U <
dimV. Suppose S:V — U is n > 1 times continuously differentiable, e €
DomS and DS(e) is surjective.

Let V1 be a linear subspace of V such that the restriction of DS(e) onto V;
is a bijection between V; and U and suppose Vj is a subspace complementary
to Vl-

Then there are

— neighbourhoods Ny and N of the zero in Vg and in V7, respectively,
e+ Ny +N; C DomS,

— a uniquely determined, n times continuously differentiable mapping G :
Ny — N such that

S(€+$0+G((L‘0)) = S(e) ((L‘o ENQ). |
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Observe that Vg := KerDS(e) and a subspace V; complementary to Vj
satisfy the above requirements.

4.2. Definition. Let V be an affine space, dimV := N > 2. Let M and
n be natural numbers, 1 < M < N, n > 1. A subset H of V is called an
M -dimensional n times differentiable simple submanifold in V if there are

— an M -dimensional affine space D,

— a mapping p: D — V., called a parametrization of H, such that

(i) Domp is open and connected, Ranp = H,
(it) p is n times continuously differentiable and Dp(§) is injective for all
¢ € Domp,
(#) p is injective and p~

Recall that Dp(&) € Lin(L, V).

Since p is differentiable, it is continuous.

The parametrization of H is not unique. For instance, if S is an affine space
and L:S — D is an affine bijection then p o L is a parametrization, too. In
particular, we can take S :=RM (see Exercise 2.5.2); as a consequence, D can
be replaced by RM in the definition.

The inverse mapping theorem implies that the NV -dimensional, n times dif-
ferentiable simple submanifolds are the connected open subsets of V.

Evidently, an M -dimensional affine subspace of V is an M -dimensional n
times differentiable simple manifold for all n.

1 is continuous. W

4.3. Definition. Let N > 2. A subset H of the IV-dimensional affine space
V is called an M -dimensional n times differentiable submanifold if every x € ‘H
has a neighbourhood N (z) in V such that M(z) NH is an M -dimensional n
times differentiable simple submanifold.

A subset which is an n times differentiable submanifold for all n € N is a
smooth submanifold.

A submanifold means anntimes differentiable submanifold for somen.

A submanifold which is a closed subset of V is called a closed submanifold.

One-dimensional submanifolds, two-dimensional submanifolds and (N — 1)-
dimensional submanifolds are called curves or lines, surfaces and hypersurfaces,
respectively. W

By definition, every point of a submanifold has a neighbourhood in the sub-
manifold that can be parametrized. A parametrization of such a neighbourhood
is called a local parametrization of the manifold.

4.4. Proposition. Let H be an M -dimensional n times differentiable
submanifold in V, M < N, and let p: R™ = V be a local parametrization of
H. If e € Ranp then there are

— a neighbourhood N of e in V,
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— continuously n times differentiable mappings
F: N —RM, S: N — RN-M

such that
(1) NNH C Ranp;

(i) F(p(§)) =¢& S(p(§)) =0 for all &€ Domp, p(§) € N;
(#4) DS(x) is surjective for all x € N.

Proof. There is a unique a € Domp for which p(a) = e. Dp(a): RM —
V is a linear injection, hence V; := RanDp(a) is an M -dimensional linear
subspace. Let V3 be a linear subspace, complementary to Vji. Evidently,
dimVy=N - M.

Let P:V — V be the projection onto Vi along V¢ (i.e. P is linear and
P.-xy=x for x € V; and P-xy=0 for x € V). Then

P-(p—e):RM =V, ¢ P-(p(&)—e)

is m times continuously differentiable, its derivative at « equals P - Dp(«); it
is a linear bijection from RM onto V. Thus, according to the inverse mapping
theorem, there is a neighbourhood € of a such that P- (p —e)|q is injective,
its inverse is continuously differentiable, (P - (p — ¢€))[Q2] = P[p[Q}] — €] is open
in Vl.

For the sake of simplicity and without loss of generality we can suppose
Q = Domp (considering p|, instead of p).

Then the continuity of P involves that ; (P[p[€2] —e]) is an open subset of
V and so e+ ; (P[p[€2] —e]) is an open subset of V. Since p~! is continuous,
p[] is open in Ranp and p[Q}] C e+ 3 (P[p[Q2] — €]); thus there is an
open subset N in e+ _Pl (P[p[2] — €]) C V such that p[Q] =HNN.

Let L: Vg — RY™M be a linear bijection and

F:=(P-(p—e) 'oP-(Iy—e)y, S:=Lo(ly—pokF).

—1

N C e+ P (P[p|Q]—e]) implies Ple+N] C P[p[Q]—e] = Dom (P - (p —e)) ",
hence both F' and S are defined on N. It is left to the reader to prove that
properties (i) and (%) in the proposition hold.

4.5. Proposition. Let p: RM »— V and ¢: RM™ »— V be local parame-
terizations of the M -dimensional n times differentiable submanifold H such
that Ranp N Rang # (. Then p~'oq: RM — RM is n times continuously
differentiable and

D(p~t 0 q)(¢~ (2)) = Dp(p~ (2))]

-Dq(q (x)) (x € Ranp N Rang).
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Proof. If M = N then the inverse mapping theorem implies that p~!
is m times continuously differentiable; as a consequence, p~! o q is n times
continuously differentiable as well and the above formula is valid in view of the
well-known rule of differentiation of composite mappings.

If M < N, the differentiability of p~' makes no sense because # contains
no open subsets in V. Nevertheless, p~! o ¢ is continuously differentiable as we
shall see below.

Let e be an arbitrary point of Ranp N Rang. According to the previous
proposition, there are a neighbourhood N of e and an n times continuously

differentiable mapping F for which N'NH C Ranp and F op C 1gm holds.
Then Q:= ¢ (N) C Dom(p~!ogq) is open and

-1

(p'oq)|,=(Fop)o(pog),=Foqly;
the mapping on the right-hand side is n times continuously differentiable being
a composition of two such mappings. Thus we have shown that each point of
Dom (p~!oq) has a neighbourhood € in which p~'ogq is n times continuously
differentiable.

Let 2 be an element of Ranp N Rang, & :=¢ !(z) and ® :=p~!oq. Then

po® Cq and £ € Dom(po ®). Thus

Dq(q~"(z)) = Dq(§) = Dp(®(§)) - D(E) = Dp(p~ ' (x)) - DR(E),  (¥)

which gives immediately the desired equality. H

Evidently, then ¢~ ! o p is n times continuously differentiable as well. Since
g lop=(p~to q)_l, this means that the derivative of p—!
is a linear bijection R™ — RM,

As a consequence, the dimension of a submanifold is uniquely determined.
Supposing that a submanifold is both M -dimensional and M’ -dimensional we
get M = M’.

We have proved the statement for parametrizations from R . Obviously, the
same is true for parametrizations with domains in affine spaces.

oq at every point

4.6. Proposition. Let p and g be local parametrizations of a submanifold
such that Ranp NRang # (). If z € Ranp N Rang then

Ran (Dp(p~'(2))) = Ran (Dg(g™"(2))) -

Proof. Equality (%) in the preceding paragraph involves that the range of
Dg(q)~(x)) is contained in the range of Dp(p~!(z)). A similar argument yields
that the range of Dp(p~!(z))is contained in the range of Dq(q)~*(z)).
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Definition. Let H be an M -dimensional submanifold, = € H. Then
T,(H) := Ran (Dp(p_l(x)))

is called the tangent space of H at = where p is a parametrization of H such
that « € Ranp. The elements of T,(H) are called tangent vectors of H at z.
| |

The preceding proposition says that the tangent space, though it is defined
by a parametrization, is independent of the parametrization.

The tangent space is an M -dimensional linear subspace of V. x+ T, (H) is
an affine subspace of V which we call the geometric tangent space of H at x.

4.7. Let M < N. We have seen in Proposition 4.4. that every point e of
an M -dimensional n times differentiable submanifold # has a neighbourhood
N in V and an n times continuously differentiable mapping S: N' — RN—M

such that N NH = Sl({()}) and DS(z) is surjective. Evidently, R¥=M and
0 € R¥N=M can be replaced by an arbitrary affine space U, dimU = N — M,
and a point o € U, respectively.

Now we prove a converse statement.

Proposition. Let V and U be affine spaces, dimV =: N, dimU =: N — M,
and S:V — U an n times continuously differentiable mapping. Suppose
o € RanS. Then

H:={ze€ TS'l ({o})| RanDS(z) is (N — M)-dimensional}

is either void or an M -dimensional n times differentiable submanifold of V.

Proof. Suppose H is not void and e belongs to it. Then Vg := KerDS(e)
is an M -dimensional linear subspace of V. Let V; be a linear subspace,
complementary to V. Then we can apply the implicit mapping theorem: there
are neighbourhoods Ay and A of the zero in Vg and in Vi, respectively, an
n times continuously differentiable mapping G: Ny — N7 such that

S(e + o + G(ZB())) = S(e) (ZI)O S N())

Let us define
p: Vg —V, 120’—)6+$0+G((I)0) (%‘0 EN()).

Evidently, p is n times continuously differentiable and Ranp C Sl ({o}).

We can easily see that p is injective, its inverse is z +— P - (z — e) where P
is the projection onto Vg along V;. Consequently, p~! is continuous.

These mean that p is a parametrization of H in a neighbourhood of e.
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4.8. Proposition. Let H # () be the submanifold described in the previous
proposition. Then

T, (H) = KerDS(x) (z € H).

Proof. Let p be a local parametrization of H. Then Sop = const., thus for
x € Ranp we have DS(z) - Dp(p~1(x)) =0 from which we deduce immediately
that T,(H) := RanDp(p~!(x)) C KerDS(x). Since both linear subspaces on
the two sides of C are M -dimensional, equality occurs necessarily.

4.9. Definition. Let p and g be two local parametrizations of a subman-
ifold, Domp C RM, Domq C RM and Ranp NRang # (. Then p and ¢ are
said to be equally oriented if the determinant of D(p~! 0 ¢)(€) is positive for all
¢ € Dom(p~tog).

A family (p;);er of local parametrizations of a submanifold H is orienting if
H = UjesRanp; and, in the case Ranp; N Ranp; # 0, p; and p; are equally
oriented (4,7 € I).

Two orienting parametrization families are called equally orienting if their
union is orienting as well.

The submanifold is orientable if it has an orienting parametrization family. |

To be equally orienting is an equivalence relation. If the submanifold is
connected, there are exactly two equivalence classes.

An orientable submanifold together with one of the equivalence classes of
the orienting local parametrization families is an oriented submanifold. A local
parametrization of an oriented submanifold is called positively oriented if it
belongs to a family of the chosen equivalence class.

A simple submanifold is obviously orientable.

Connected N -dimensional submanifolds—i.e. connected open subsets—are
orientable.

4.10. Let p be a local parametrization of the submanifold 4, Domp C RM.
If (x1,-.-,Xn) is the standard ordered basis of RM then Dp(¢) - x; = 9;p(€)
(¢t =1,...,M) for £ € Domp. This means that ((01p(§),...,0mp(&)) is an
ordered basis in T)¢)(H).

In other words, (81p(p~*()),...,0mp(p~'(z))) is an ordered basis in T (H)
(x € Ranp).

If ¢ is another local parametrization, with domain in R™, and z € Ranp N
Rang # 0 then (d1q(q)~*(2)),...,0mq(q*(x))) is another ordered basis in
T,.(H).

Evidently,

9,q(¢~"(x)) = Da(g~"(x)) - Dp(p~"(2))] " - dp(p~" ()
forall i =1,.., M.
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We know from 4.5 and IV.3.20 that
det (D(p~"  g)(q~"(2))) = det ([Dp(p~*(@))] " - Dalq~'(2))) =
= det (Dg(q ™" («)) - Dp(~"@)] ).

We have proved the following statement.

Proposition. Let p and ¢ be local parametrizations of the submanifold
H, Domp C RM, Domg C R™ and RanpNRang # 0. p and ¢ are equally
oriented if and only if the ordered bases

(01p(p~ ' (), -, Omp(p~ ! (2)))

and
(019(¢ " (), ..., Omqlq " (2)))
in T,(H) are equally oriented for all € Ranp N Rang.

4.11 Observe that in the case M =1, i.e. when the submanifold is a curve,
instead of partial derivatives we have a single derivative of p, denoted usually
by p. Then p(p~(x)) spans the (one-dimensional) tangent space at .

Two local parametrizations p and ¢ are equally oriented if and only if one of
the following three conditions is fulfilled:

(i) (p~'oq) (a) >0 forall @ € Dom(p~'oq),
(1) p~togq: R R is strictly monotone increasing,
(iii) p(p~1(x)) is a positive multiple of (¢~ !(x)) for all € Ranp N Rang.

4.12. The following notion concerning curves appears frequently in applica-
tion.

Let « and y be different elements of V. We say that the curve C connects
x and y if these points form the boundary ofC, i.e. {z,y} =C\C where C is
the closure of C. We can conceive that = and y are the extremities of a curve
connecting them.

4.13. Definition. Let H and F be M -dimensional and K -dimen- sional
submanifolds of V and U, respectively. A mapping F:H — F is called
differentiable at x if there are local parametrizations ¢ of H and p of F
for which « € Rang, F(z) € Ranp, and the function p~to Fogq: RM »— RE is
differentiable at ¢~!(z).

The derivative of F at x is defined to be the linear map DF(x): T,(H) —
Tr(y)(F) that satisfies

Dp(F(x))~! - DF(z) - Dg(q~ ' (z)) = D(p~" o F o q)(¢~ " ().

F' is differentiable if it is differentiable at each point of its domain.
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If H and F are n times differentiable submanifolds, we define F' to be k
times (continuously) differentiable, for 0 < k < n, if p~1 o Foq is k times
(continuously) differentiable.

4.14. Exercises

1. Let V and U be affine spaces. The graph of an n times continuously
differentiable mapping F:V — U —i.e. the set {(z, F(z)| € DomF} —is
a (dimV')-dimensional n times differentiable submanifold in V x U. Give its
tangent space at an arbitrary point.

2. Prove that the mapping (F,S): V — RM x RN-M = RN described in 4.4
is injective and its inverse is (£,n) — p(&) + L™ 1.

3. Let (V,B,b) be a pseudo-Euclidean vector space, 0 # a € B. Prove that

{:BEV’ w-w:a2} and {wGV‘ a:~w:—a2}
are either void or hypersurfaces in 'V whose tangent space at & equals
{yeV]| x-y=0}

(The derivative of the map V - B® B, ¢ — x -z at = is 2z regarded as
the linear map V- B®B, y — 2x-y.) Why is the statement not true for
a=07?

4. A linear bijection RM — RM has a positive determinant if and only
if it is orientation preserving. On the basis of this remark define that two
local parametrizations p: D — V and ¢: E ~— V of a submanifold are equally
oriented where D and E are oriented affine spaces.

5. Use the notations of 4.13. Prove that

(i) p~toFoq is differentiable for some p and ¢ if and only if it is differentiable
for all p and g¢;

(ii) the derivative of F is uniquely defined.

(éi1) if F is the restriction of a k times (continuously) differentiable mapping
G:V — U then F is k times (continuously) differentiable and DF(z) is the
restriction of DG(x) onto T4 (H).

5. Coordinatization

5.1. Let V be an N -dimensional real affine space. Take an o € V and an
ordered basis (z1,...,xy) of V. The affine map K:V — RY determined by
K(otz;) :=x; (i=1,...,N) where (x1,...,xn) is the ordered standard basis
of RV is called the coordinatization of V corresponding to o and (x1,...,xN).
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The inverse of the coordinatization, P := K~!, is called the corresponding
parametrization of V. It is quite evident that

N
PE) =o+) & (€ € RV).
i=1
Moreover, if (p',...,p") is the dual of the basis in question, then

Obviously, every affine bijection K:V — RY is a coordinatization in the
above sense: the one corresponding to o := K~1(0) and (x1,...,zy) where
x; =K l(xi))—o (i=1,...,N).

Such a parametrization maps straight lines into straight lines. More closely,
if & € RN then P maps the straight line passing through a and parallel to x;
into the straight line passing through P(«a) and parallel to «; :

This is why affine coordinatizations are generally called rectilinear.

5.2. In application we often need nonaffine coordinatizations as well. Coor-
dinatization means in general that we represent the elements of the affine space
by ordered N -tuples of real numbers (i.e. by elements of RY) in a smooth way.

Definition. Let V be an N -dimensional affine space. A mapping K: V »—
RY is called a local coordinatization of V if
(i) K is injective,
(it) K is smooth,
(i) DK (z) is injective for all x € DomK. m

Evidently, DK (x) is bijective since the dimensions of its domain and range
are equal; thus the inverse mapping theorem implies that also the inverse of K
has the properties (i)—(ii)—(iii;) P := K~! is called a local parametrization of
V. We often omit the adjective ‘local’.

5.3. If « € RanK = DomP then Pla + Ry;] is a smooth curve in V; a
parametrization of this curve is p;: R — V, a — Pla+ax;) (i =1,...,N).
The parametrization maps straight lines into curves, that is why such coordina-
tizations are often called curvilinear.

The curves corresponding to parallel straight lines do not intersect each other.
The curves corresponding to meeting straight lines intersect each other transver-
sally, i.e. their tangent spaces at the point of intersection do not coincide. For in-
stance, using the previous notations we have that p;(0) = DP(«a)-x; = 0;P(«a) is
the tangent vector of the curve Pla+Ryx;] at P(«); if ¢ # k then p;(0) # px(0).
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If z € DomK then P[K(z)+ Ryx;] is called the i-th coordinate line passing
through x.

5.4. Recall Proposition 4.4: if H is an M -dimensional smooth submanifold
of V then for every e € H there is a coordinatization K := (F,S) of V in
a neighbourhood of e such that the first M coordinate lines run in H. In
other words, if P is the corresponding parametrization of V then RM ~— V,
¢ — P(¢,0) is a parametrization of H.

5.5. The most frequently used curvilinear coordinatizations are the polar
coordinatization, the cylindrical coordinatization and the spherical coordinati-
zation. We give them as coordinatizations in R? and R?; composed with affine
coordinatizations they result in curvilinear coordinatizations of two- and three-
dimensional affine spaces.

(i) Polar coordinatization

K:R:\{(21,0)] 21 <0} = R x] —7,7[,
x = (z1,22) — (|:U|, sign (x2) arccos r;) ;

its inverse is
P:RTx] — 7, [ R?\ {(21,0)] 21 <0},

(r, @) — (rcos, rsinp),

for which

_[cosep —rsingp
DP(r¢) = (sin<p rcosgo)’

det (DP(r,p)) =r.

(i) Cylindrical coordinatization
K:R3\ {(x1,0,23) | 1 <0, 23 € R} = R x] — 7, 7[xR,
. 19!
x = (21,T,23) = | \/2? + 22, sign(zs) arccos ————, z3 | ;
(1 3) ( L (w2) Vi + o3
its inverse is
P:RTx] —m, xR = R*\ {(21,0,3,)| z1 <0, 23 € R},

(P, 2) = (pcosp, psing, z),
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for which
cosp —psing o
DP(p,p,2) = | sinp  pcosp 0 |,
0 0 1

det (DP(p, p,2)) = p.

(#i) Spherical coordinatization

K:R3\ {(21,0,23)| 21 <0, 23 € R} = RTx]0, 7n[x] — 7, 7],

L3 . L1
x = (x1,22,23) — | |x|, arccos —, sign(xq) arccos ———— | ;
|| r} 4 23

its inverse is
P: R )0, n[x[—7, 7[— R*\ {(21,0,23) | #; <0, 23 € R},

(r,9, ) = (rsindcos g, rsindsinp, rcosd),
for which

sintcosy rcosdcosp —rsindsing
DP(r,d,¢) = | sindsing rcosdsing rsindcosp |,
cosv —rsind 0

det (DP(r,9, p)) = r? sin .

5.6. Let K:V »— RY be a coordinatization. Then for all € DomK the
tangent vectors of the coordinate lines passing through x form a basis in V.
More closely, if P is the corresponding parametrization then 9;P(P~1(x)) =
DP(P~Y(x))-x; (i=1,...,N) form a basis in V which is called the local basis
at x corresponding to K.

Note that DK(z): V — RY is the linear bijection that sends the local
basis into the standard basis of RY, i.e. DK(x) is the coordinatization of
V corresponding to the local basis at x.

We shall often use the relation

[DK(P(£))]”" = DP(¥) (¢ € Dom P)
which will be written in the form
DK(P)"' =DP.

(i) A vector field C:V ~— V is coordinatized in such a way that for = €
DomC NDomK the vector C(x) is given by its coordinates with respect to the
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local basis at = and =z is represented by the coordinatization in question; the
coordinatized form of C is the function

DK(P)-C(P): RY — RV, £~ DK(P(&))-C(P(g)).

(#) A covector field S: V — V* is coordinatized similarly, with the aid of the
dual of the local bases (see IV.2.2); the coordinatized form of S is the function

DP* - S(P):RY — (RY)", ¢ DP(&)" - S(P(€)) = S(P(€)) - DP(¢).

(#i) Accordingly (see IV.2.3), the coordinatizated forms of the tensor fields
L:V—V@V*=Lin(V) and F: V— V*®V*=Lin(V,V*) are

DK(P)-L(P)-DP: RN — RN ® (RY)", ¢~ DK(P(¢))-L(P(€)) DP(¢),
DP*.F(P)-DP: RN — (RV) " ® (RY)", ¢ DP()"- F(P(¢)) - DP(¢).

5.7. If K: V — R" is an affine coordinatization then DK (x) = K for all
x € V where K is the linear map under K. Similarly, DP(§) = P for all
£ eRN.

In this case the vector field C' and the covector field S have the coordinatized
form

¢ K- C(P(S)), (1)
& P*-S(P(€)). 2)

—~

The derivative of C' is the mixed tensor field DC: V — V@V*, z+— DC(z),
and the derivative of S is the cotensor field DS: V — V*®@ V* z+— DS(x).
Now they have the coordinatized forms

{— K-DC(P()) - P, 3)
§— P"-DS(P(¢)) - P. (4)

A glance at the previous formulae convinces us that (3) and (4) are the
derivatives of (1) and (2), respectively.

Thus in the case of a rectilinear coordinatization the order of differentiation
and coordinatization can be interchanged: taking coordinates first and then dif-
ferentiating is the same as differentiating first and then taking coordinates.

5.8. In the case of curvilinear coordinates, in general, the order of differenti-
ation and coordinatization cannot be interchanged.

To get a rule, how to compute the coordinatized form of the derivative of a
vector field or a covector field from the coordinatized form of these fields, we
introduce a new notation.



5. Coordinatization 357

Without loss of generality we suppose that V = R¥, since every curvilinear
coordinatization V »—» R can be obtained as the composition of a rectilinear
coordinatization V — R and a curvilinear one RV »— R,

For the components of elements in V = R¥, Latin subscripts and superscripts:
i,j,k,...; for the components of the curvililinear coordinates in RY, Greek
subscripts and superscripts: «, 3,7,... are used. Moreover, we agree that all
indices run from 1 to N and we accept the Einstein summation rule: for equal
subscripts and superscripts a summation is to be taken from 1 to NN.

Thus for K we write K, for P we write P%; moreover, for any function
¢: RN — R we find it convenient to write ¢(P) instead of ¢ o P. The rule of
differentiation of composite functions will be used frequently,

aa (¢(P)) = (alqs)(P)aasz
as well as the relations

87P16JK”’(P) = (Vj, (*)
0, K*(P)ogP? = §%4.

The second one implies
0;0; K*(P)0,P'0s P’ + 0;K*(P)0,0sP" = 0.
We put
%4, := 0,05 P'0; K“(P) = —0;0; K“(P)9, P05 P’

and we call it the Christoffel symbol of the coordinatization in question.
The Christoffel symbol is a mapping defined on Dom P; for £ € Dom P, T'(§)
is a bilinear map from R™ x R¥ into (RN)* :

(€m) = ([ (O a=1,....N).

It is usually emphasized that the Christoffel symbol is not a tensor of third
order though it has three indices. This means that in general there is no mapping
V — Bilin(V x 'V, V*) (third order tensor field) whose coordinatized form would
be the Christoffel symbol.

5.9. The coordinatized form of

fV—R is f(pP),

C:V—V is 9;K*(P)C(P) =: C%,
S:Vi— V* is Do P'S;(P) =: Sy,
L:V—~VV* is 0;K*(P)L')(P)0sP* =: L,
F:V—V*gV* is O P'Ti(P)0sP* =: Top5.
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(i) The coordinatized form of Df:V » V* is 9,P'0;f(P) = 04 (f(P));
thus for a real-valued function the order of differentiation and coordinatization
can be interchanged even in the case of curvilinear coordinatization.

(#i) The coordinatized form of DC: V— V@ V* is

(DC)? 5 := 0; K“(P)(d,C")(P)9s P*,
whereas the derivative of the coordinatized form of C reads
9 (0; K*(P)C(P)) = (9;0,K“)(P)ds P*C*(P) + 9; K*(P)(9,C")(P)9s P*.

The second term equals the coordinatized form of DC; with the aid of
relation (x) in 5.8, the first term is transformed into an expression containing
the Christoffel symbol and the coordinatized form of C'. In this way we get

(DC)*g = 05C* +T'*3,C".
(id) Similarly, if (DS),; denotes the coordinatized form of DS then

(DS)aps = 05Sa — T 0pS,.

5.10. Now we shall examine the coordinatizated form of two-times differen-
tiable functions T »— V where T is a one-dimensional affine space.

A useful notation will be applied: functions T — V and elements of V will
be denoted by the same letter. If necessary, supplementary remarks rule out
ambiguity.

For the sake of simplicity and without loss of generality we suppose that
T=R.

Let K:V — RN be a coordinatization, P := K~

For z €V let ¢:=K(z); then xz=P(§).

For z: T—V we put £ := K(z) := Koux; then o = P(§) := Po¢.

Denoting the differentiation by a dot we deduce

§=DK(z)-&, &=DP()-¢, ()
i =D?P(§)(§,€) + DP() - &,
€ =D’K () (i, &) + DK (x) - &,

from which we obtain . L.
DK (z) - i =& — T(€)(€,£) (% %)

where

L(¢) :=D*K(P(€)) o (DP(&§) x DP(8))
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is exactly the Christoffel symbol of the coordinatization.

In view of physical application, x, ¢ and & will be called position, velocity
and acceleration, respectively.

The velocity at t € R, #(t) is in V; it is represented by its coordinates
corresponding to the local basis at z(t), i.e. by DK (z(t))-Z(t). Thus (xx) tells
us that the coordinatized form of velocity coincides with the derivative of the
coordinatization of position.

Similarly, DK (z(t)) - £(t) gives the coordinates of acceleration in the local
basis at x(t). Thus (* * x) shows that the coordinatized form of acceleration
does not coincide with the second derivative of the coordinatization of position.

5.11. Now we consider the coordinatizations treated in 5.5. They are orthog-
onal which means that every local basis is orthogonal with respect to the usual
inner product in RN (N = 2,3); in other words, if {x1,..., X~} is the stan-
dard basis in RY then {DP(¢)-x;| i=1,...,N} is an orthogonal basis (the
local basis at P(£)).

Introducing the notation

(&) :=|DP(§)-xi| (i=1,...,N)
we define the linear map 7'(¢): RY — RN by

T xi=a()xi (i=1,...,N)

and then
DP(§) = R(§) - T(S)
where R(£): RY — RY is an orthogonal linear map.

In usual physical applications one prefers orthonormal local bases, i.e. one
takes 2EELX — DP(e) . T(€) " x; = R(€) - xi instead of DP(€) - x; (i =
1,.,N).

The vector y € RN at P(£) has the coordinates R(€)™" -y in the local basis
{R(&)-xi|i=1,...,N}L

Take z: R — RN, ¢ := K(z), = P(£) as in the previous paragraph. Then

i=R(E)-TE) ¢

from which we derive
i=RE) T E+RE-TE) -+ RE)-T() €=
= R©)- (RO RO -TE+T©)) - £+T(¢)-£).

According to the foregoings, the coordinates of velocity in the orthonormal
local basis at P(§) are

T(€) ¢
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and the coordinates of acceleration in the orthonormal local basis at P(£) are

(RO RE - TEO+T©)) €+ T() £

5.12. (i) For polar coordinates £ = (r, ¢),

Rire) = (S8 ~Ine) = i)

sin ¢ cos ¢
T(r, o) = ((1) 2) — T(r).
Furthermore
R(p) = ¢R(p) - R(n/2),  T(r) =T(7),
and so velocity and acceleration in the local orthonormal basis at (r, ) are
(F,r¢)  and  (F—r?, g+ 27¢),

respectively.
(4i) For cylindrical coordinates & = (p, ¢, 2),

cosp —singp 0
R(p,¢,2) = | siny cosp 0 | =: R(p),
0 0 1
1 0 0
T(p,p,z)=10 p 0| =:T(p)
0 0 1

and we deduce as previously that velocity and acceleration in the local orthonor-
mal basis at (p, ¢, z) are

(p7 p<P7 Z) and (p_p<)023 p<,0+20<,0, Z)a

respectively.
(#ii) For spherical coordinates & = (r, 9, v),

sindcosyp cosd¥cosey —sing
R(r,9,p) = | sindsing cosgsing  cosp | =: R(J,¢),
cos v —sind 0

10 0
Trd,p)=10 r 0 =:T(r,9).
0 0 rsind
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The components of velocity in the local orthonormal basis at (r, 9, ¢) are
(7, 79, rsind ).

The components of acceleration are given by rather complicated formulae; the
ambitious reader is asked to perform the calculations.

5.13. Exercises

1. Give the polar coordinatized form of the linear map (vector field) R? — R?
whose matrix is
coso —sino
sina  cosa )’

2. Give the cylindrical and the spherical coordinates of the following vector
fields:
(i) L:R3 — R? is a linear map;
(i) R® - R3, x> |z|v where v is a given nonzero element of R3.
3. Find the coordinatized form of
(i) the divergence of a vector field,
(it) the curl of a covector field.

6. Differential equations

6.1. Definition. Let V be a finite-dimensional affine space over the vector
space V.

Suppose C': V »— V is a differentiable vector field, DomC' is connected.

Then a solution of the differential equation

(z: R—V)? &= C(z)

is a differentiable function r: R ~— V such that
(i) Domr is an interval,
(4i) Ranr C DomC,
(#i) 7(t) = C(r(t)) for t € Domr.
The range of a solution is called an integral curve of C. An integral curve is
mazximal if it is not contained properly in an integral curve. W

An integral curve, in general, is not a curve in the sense of our definition in
4.3, i.e. it is not necessarily a submanifold.
6.2. Definition. Let C be as before and let z, be an element of DomC.

A solution of the initial value problem

(z: R—V)? &= C(x), x(to) = To (%)
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is a solution r of the corresponding differential equation such that
to € Domr and r(to) = o.

The range of the solution of the initial value problem is called the integral
curve of C' passing through x,. &

The well-known existence and local uniqueness theorem asserts that solutions
of the initial value problem exist and two solutions coincide on the intersection of
their domain; consequently there is a single maximal integral curve of C' passing
through x,.

6.3. Let U be another affine space over the vector space U, dimU = dim V.
Suppose L:V — U is a continuously differentiable injection whose inverse is
continuously differentiable as well, and DomC C Dom L.

Put

G:U— U, y+— DL (L_l(y)) 'C(L_l(y))-

Then r is a solution of the initial value problem (x) if and only if Lor is a
solution of the initial value problem

(y: R— U)? Y= G(y)a y(to) = L(xo) (**)
That is why we call (xx) the transformation of (%) by L.

6.4. Proposition. Let C' be a differentiable vector field in V and let H
be a submanifold in the domain of C. If C(z) € T,(H) for all z € H and
Zo € H then every solution 7 of the initial value problem (x) runs in H, i.e.
Ranr C H.

Proof. The element z, has a neighbourhood AN in V and there are continu-
ously differentiable functions F: N' — RM  §: N — RY~M guch that S(z) =0
for x € HNN, and K := (F,59): V= RM x RN-M = R¥ s a local coordi-
natization of V. For P := K~! (the corresponding local parametrization of V)
¢ + P(¢,0) is a parametrization of H NA. Thus the tangent space of H at
P(¢,0) is KerDS(P((,0)) (see 4.4 and 4.8).

The coordinatized form of C' becomes

(®,0): RM x RN-M ., RM x RN-M

where
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Then the coordinatization transforms the initial value problem () into the
following one:

(G = (@Cm(Cn),  C(to) = Flw),  nlte) = 0. (5 %)

This means that r is a solution of (x) if and only if (F'or,Sor) is a solution
of (x*x), or (p,o) is a solution of (x xx) if and only if P o (p,o) is a solution
of ().

Since C(z) € T,(H) for z € H, C(P(C, O)) is in the kernel of DS(P(C,O))7
i.e. U(¢,0) =0 for all possible ¢ € RM. Then if p is a solution of the initial
value problem

C. = (I)(C70)7 C(to) = F(mo)

then (p,0) is a solution of (x*x). Then the uniqueness of solutions of initial value
problems implies that every solution of (k) has the form (p,0). Consequently,
t — P(p(t),0), a solution of (x), takes values in H.

6.5. Physical application requires differential equations for functions T — V
where T is a one-dimensional real affine space. Since the derivative of such
functions takes values in %, we start with a differentiable mapping C: V — ¥.

T
A solution of the differential equation
(x: T—V)? &= C(x)

is a differentiable function r: T — V for which (4)—(4)—(¢ii) of definition 6.1
holds.

Integral curves, solutions of initial value problems etc. are formulated as
previously.

7. Integration on curves
7.1. Let T be an oriented one-dimensional affine space over the vector space

T. Suppose A is a one-dimensional vector space and f: T — A is a continuous
function defined on an interval (see Exercise 1.7.5). If a,b € Dom f, a < b, then

b
/f(t)dt CART

is defined by some limit procedure, in the way well-known in standard analysis
of real functions, using the integral approximation sums of the form

Z ) (trgr — tr).

k=1
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7.2. Let V be an affine space over the vector space V and let A be a one-
dimensional vector space. Suppose F:V XV — A is a continuous function,
positively homogeneous in the second variable, i.e.

F(z, \x) = \F(z,x) (r € V,ANERS,z V).
Let C be a connected curve in V.

Proposition. Let p,g: R ~— V be equally oriented parametrizations of C,
z,y € Ranp N Rang. Then

P () a  (y)
[ Fowsma= [ Fae.ie)as
—Hzx) g~ (x)

Proof. We know that ® :=p~'og: R — R is differentiable and & > 0 (see
4.11). Consequently, ¢ = po ®, G(s) = p(P(s)) - ®(s) and

) o~ (p~(y))
/ F (q(s), 4(s)) ds = / F (p(®(s)), H(B(s))) B(s)ds,
q—1(z) d—1(p~t(x))

which gives the desired result by the well-known formula of integration by sub-
stitution. W

7.3. Suppose C is oriented. Then, according to the previous result, we
introduce the notation

/ F(-dC) := / Fp(t), plt))dt
z p~ (@)

where p is an arbitrary positively oriented parametrization of C such that
x,y € Ranp.
Note that according to the definition we have

/F dc) /F dc).

If C is not oriented, we shall use the symbol

p ' (v)

/ F(dC) = / F(p(t), plt))dt
[z,y] p~1(x)
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where p is an arbitrary parametrization.

We frequently meet the particular case when F does not depend on the
elements of V, i.e. there is a positively homogeneous f: V — A such that
F(z,x) = f(z) for all x € V, & € V. Then we use the symbol

/y £(dC)  and / F£(dc)

[=,y]

for the corresponding integrals.

7.4. We can generalize the previous result for a parametrization r: T — V
where T is an oriented one-dimensional affine space over the vector space T.
Then #(t) is in ¥ and accepting the definition F (z, 2) := F(‘i"m) (reV,xe
V,0#teT) we have

y ' (y)
/F(-,dC) _ / F(r(t),# (1)) dt
z i)

if r is positively oriented.

7.5. Let (V,B,b) be a pseudo-Euclidean affine space (i.e. V is an affine
space over V and (V,B,b) is a pseudo-Euclidean vector space). Supposing B
is oriented, we have the square root mapping (B ® B)J — By and

V — B, x|z =z x|

is a positively homogeneous function. Thus if C is an oriented curve in V, then

Yy
[ 1act

is meaningful for all x,y € C. In the Euclidean case it is regarded as the signed
length of the curve segment between x and y; in the nonEuclidean case it is
interpreted as the pseudo-length of the curve segment.

Proposition. Suppose that |x| # 0 for all nonzero tangent vectors x of C.
Then for all z, € C,

C — B, x*—>/|dC\
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is a continuous injection whose inverse is a positively oriented parametrization

of C.

Proof. Let Z denote the above mapping and choose a positively oriented
parametrization p: R — V and put ¢, := p~*(,). Then

(Zop)(t) = / 1p(s)]ds (t € Domp);

consequently, Z o p: R »— B is continuously differentiable and (Z op)'(t) =
|p(t)] > 0 for all ¢ € Domp. Thus Z o p is strictly monotone increasing: it
is injective and its inverse (Z o p)f1 is continuously differentiable as well, and
according to the well-known rule,

. 1
((Z p) ) = Zow ((Zop)*l) > 0.

As a consequence, introducing the notation r := Z~!, we have that r =
po(Zo p)_1 is continuously differentiable, too, and

This means that r is a parametrization of C and r~'op (= Zop) has
everywhere positive derivative, i.e. r and p are equally oriented. W

It is worth noting that |7 = 1.
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We treat only a special type of Lie groups appearing in physics; so we avoid
the application of the theory of smooth manifolds.

1. Groups of linear bijections

1.1. Let V be an N -dimensional real vector space, N # 0.

Then Lin(V) is an N?2-dimensional real vector space.

Now the symbol of composition between elements of Lin (V) will be omitted,
i.e. we write AB:= Ao B for A,B € Lin(V).

Since V is finite dimensional, all norms on it are equivalent, i.e. all norms
give the same open subsets. Given a norm || || on V, a norm is defined on
Lin(V) by

|A| ;= sup [|A- v
llvll=1

for which ||AB| < ||A| ||B] holds (A, B € Lin(V)).
We introduce the notation

GL(V):={F € Lin(V)| F is bijective}.

Endowed with the multiplication (F,G) + FG (composition), GL(V) is a
group whose identity (neutral element) is

I:= 1v.

1.2. One can prove without difficulty that if A € Lin(V), ||A| < 1, then
I-AegGL(V) and

(I-A)"= i A",

n=0
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In other words, if K € Lin(V), |[I — K| <1, then K € GL(V) and

oo

K'=> (I-K)"

n=0

Proposition. Let F € GL(V). If L € Lin(V) and |F - L|| < ﬁ then
LegL(Vv).

Proof. |[I-F'L|=||FY(F-L)| <||[F7!| |[F-L| <1, thus F7!.L
is bijective. F' is bijective by assumption, hence F(F~!L) = L is bijective as
well. ®

As a corollary of this result we have that GL(V) is an open subset of Lin (V).
1.3. The proof of the following statement is elementary. The mappings
m: GL(V) x GL(V) = GL(V), (F,G)— FG,
j: GL(V) = GL(V), F— F!
are smooth and
Dm(F,G): Lin(V) x Lin(V) — Lin(V), (A,B)—~ AG + FB,

Dj(F): Lin(V) + Lin(V), A— —F'AF!.

1.4. Tt is a well-known fact, too, that for A € Lin(V)

exp A :=e? = i A"

n!
n=0

is meaningful, it is an element of GL£(V) and
=1, (eA)_1 =e 4.
Moreover, the exponential mapping,
Lin(V) = GL(V), Awme?
is smooth, its derivative at 0 € Lin(V) is the identity map Lin(V) — Lin(V).
The inverse mapping theorem implies that the exponential mapping is injec-

tive in a neighbourhood of 0, its inverse regarding this neighbourhood is smooth
as well.
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If A,B € Lin(V) and AB = BA then e4eB = e¢BeA = ¢ATB. In
particular, etAesA = e3A4¢tA = (tH5)A for ¢t s € R.

1.5. For A € Lin(V), the function R — GL(V), t+ e is smooth and

% (etA) = A =4 A,

As a consequence, the initial value problem
(X:R—Lin(V))? X=XA,  X(0)=1I
has the unique maximal solution

R(t) = !4 (t eR).

2. Groups of affine bijections

2.1. Let V be an affine space over the NN -dimensional real vector space V.
Then

Af(V,V):={A: V>V | A is affine},

endowed with the pointwise operations, is a real vector space.
Given o € V, the correspondence

Aff(V, V) = V x Lin(V), A (A(0), A)
(where A is the linear map under A) is a linear bijection; it is evidently
linear and injective and it is surjective because the affine map V — V, =z —

A - (x —0)+ a corresponds to (a,A) € V x Lin(V).
As a consequence, Aff(V,V) is an (N + N?2)-dimensional vector space.

2.2. We easily find that
Aff(V):={L:V—=V]| L is affine},
endowed with the pointwise subtraction (see VI.2.3(iv)), is an affine space over

Aff(V, V). Thus, according to the previous paragraph, Aff(V) is (N + N?)-

dimensional.
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Two elements K and L of Aff(V), as well as an element A of Aff(V,V)
and an element L of Aff(V) can be composed; the symbol of compositions will
be omitted, i.e. KL:= KoL and AL := Ao L.

We introduce

GA(V):={F € Aff(V)| F is bijective}.

Endowed with the multiplication (F,G) — FG (composition), GA(V) is a
group whose identity (neutral element) is

I:= 1v.

2.3. Given o € V, the mapping
Aff(V) - V x Lin(V), L+~ (L(o) —o,L)
is an affine bijection over the linear bijection given in 2.1. Evidently, this bijection
maps GA(V) onto V x GL(V). As a consequence, GA(V) is an open subset of
Aff(V).
2.4. The mappings
m: GA(V) x GA(V) — GA(V), (F,G) — FG@G,

j: GA(V) — GA(V), Fs F1

are smooth and
Dm(F,G): Af(V,V) x Af(V,V) — Aff(V, V), (A,B) — AG + FB,

Dj(F): AF(V,V) = Aff(V,V), A~ —F 'AF L

2.5. If P € GL(V) then
{p: Aff(V,V) — Aff(V,V), A— PA

is a linear bijection, (fp)_1 =/p-1.
If P e GA(V) then

(p: AfE(V) = AfE(V), L~ PL

is an affine bijection over £p, where P is the linear map under P; moreover,
-1
(EP) = EP— 1.
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2.6. If A€ Aff(V,V) and A € Lin(V) is the linear map under A then

exp A := e ::I+i

n=1

An—14g
n!

is meaningful, it is an element of GA(V),

A A

and the linear map under e is e“.

Moreover, the exponential mapping
AF(V,V) = GAV), A el
is smooth, its derivative at 0 € Aff(V,V) is the identity map Aff(V,V) —
Aff(V, V).
The inverse mapping theorem implies that the exponential mapping is injec-

tive in a neighbourhood of 0, its inverse regarding this neighbourhood is smooth
as well.

If A,B € Aff(V,V) and AB = BA then efef = ePed = A+tB. In
particular, efdesA = esAetd = (194 for ¢ s € R.

2.7. For A € Aff(V, V), the function R — GA(V), t — e*4 is smooth and

%(etA) — etA14 _ AetA.

As a consequence, the initial value problem
(X:R— Aff(V,V))? X =AX, X((0)=1I
has the unique maximal solution

R(t) = et (t € R).

3. Lie groups

3.1. Definition Let V be an N -dimensional real affine space. A subgroup
G of GA(V) which is an M -dimensional smooth submanifold of GA(V) is called
an M -dimensional plain Lie group. W
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The group multiplication GxG — G, (F,G) — FG and the inversion G — G,
F i+ F~1 are smooth mappings (see 2.4 and VI.4.13, Exercise VI.4.14.5(iii)).

Observe that by definition 0 < M < N + N2. (N + N?)-dimensional plain
Lie groups are GA(V) and its open subgroups.

Remark. In general, a Lie group is defined to be a group endowed with a
smooth structure in such a way that the group multiplication and the inversion
are smooth mappings.

Since we shall deal only with plain Lie groups, we shall omit the adjective
‘plain’. By the way, all the results we shall derive for plain Lie groups are valid
for arbitrary Lie groups as well.

3.2. (i) For @ € V we defined the affine bijection Tg: V -V, z+— z+a
(V1.2.4.3), the translation by a. It is quite evident that T, = T} if and only if
a =b and so

Tn(V) :={T,| a € V},

called the translation group of V, is an N -dimensional Lie group. The group
multiplication in Tn (V) corresponds exactly to the addition in 'V that is why
one often says that V —in particular RY —endowed with the addition as a group
multiplication is an N -dimensional Lie group.

(@) If the vector space V is considered to be an affine space then GL(V) is
a subgroup and an N?2-dimensional submanifold of GA(V), thus GL(V) is an
N?_dimensional Lie group.

3.3. It is obvious that
GA(V) = GL(V), L— L (L is the linear map under L)

is a smooth group homomorphism whose kernel is 7n(V) (L = I if and only
if L e Tn(V), see VI.2.5.6).
(i) Take a Lie group G C GA(V). Then

under (G) := {F € GL(V)| F is under an F € G},

i.e. the image of G by the above group homomorphism is a Lie group.
(it) Conversely, if G C GL(V) is an M -dimensional Lie group, then

over(G) :=={F € GA(V)| F is over an F € G},
the pre-image of G by the above group homomorphism, is an (M + N)-

dimensional Lie group.

3.4. Recall that the tangent spaces of G are linear subspaces of Aff(V,V).
Every tangent space of G is obtained quite simply from the tangent space at
I: Tr(G) is the ‘translation’ by F of T;(G).
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Proposition. Let G C GA(V) be a Lie group. Then

Tr(9) = F[T1(9)] = {FA| AcT1(9)} (F € G).

Proof. Let G be M -dimensional. There is a neighbourhood N of I in

GA(V), a smooth mapping S: N — RV+N’=M guch that G NN = S1 ({o})
(see VI.4.4), and T;(G) = KerDS(I) (see VI.4.8).

Let F' be an arbitrary element of G. Then G is invariant under the affine
bijection fp-1 = €p~!, thus S o Ep_l‘g = 0. Consequently, if P is in the
domain of So/lr7! ie ¢p~'P = F7'P isin N, recalling that ¢{~! is an
affine map over /!, hence D{r~1(P) = {r~!, we have

Tp(G) =KerD(S o lp!)(P) = Ker (DS(¢p~'P) - Dp~'(P)) =
=Ker (DS(F'P)tp") = {A € Aff(V, V)| DS(F~'P)F'A=0} =
={FB| B€KerDS(F~'P)} = F (KerDS(F~'P)) .

We can take P := F' to have the desired result. ®

The tangent space of G at I plays an important role; for convenience we
introduce the notation

La(g) :=T;(9).

Note that La(GA(V)) = Aff(V,V), La(GL(V) =Lin(V).
Moreover, La(7Tn(V)) = V where V is identified with the constant maps
V=V,

3.5. Definition. A smooth function R: R — G C GA(V) is called a one-
parameter subgroup in the Lie group G if

R(t+s) = R(t)R(s) (t,s€R). m

In other words, a one-parameter subgroup is a smooth group homomorphism
R: Tn(R) — G. Evidently, R(0) =1 and R(—t) = R(t)"!.
There are three possibilities.
(7) There is a neighbourhood of 0 € R such that R(¢) = I for all ¢ in that
neighbourhood; then R is a constant function, R(t) =1 for all ¢t € R.
(#5) There is a T € RT such that R(T) =1 but R(t) # I for 0 <t < T;
then R is periodic, R(t+T) = R(t) for all t € R.
(#i) R(t) # I for all 0 #t e R.

3.6. If R(t) denotes the linear map under R(t) then R: R — under(G) is a
one-parameter subgroup; R(0) = I.
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Differentiating with respect to s in the defining equality of R and then
putting s =0 we get

R(t) = R(t)R(0) = R(0)R(t) (t € R)

which shows that if RanR is not a single point (if R is not constant) then it is
a one-dimensional submanifold and a subgroup in GA(V'). Thus RanR is either
the singleton {I} or a one-dimensional Lie group. In the case (i) treated in the
preceding paragraph, the restriction of R to an interval shorter than T is a local
parametrization of RanR; in the case (iii) R is a parametrization of Ran R.

3.7. Proposition. Every one-parameter subgroup R in G has the form
R(t) = 4 (t eR)

where A = R(0) € La(G).
Conversely, if A € La(G) C Aff(V,V) then t — e/ is a one-parameter
subgroup in G.

Proof. According to the previous paragraph, the one-parameter subgroup R
is the solution of the initial value problem

(X:R—Ga(V))? X=X4, X(0)=I

where A := R(0). Apply 2.7 to obtain the first statement.
Conversely, t — e!? is a one-parameter subgroup in G.A(V); we have to show
only that e € G for all t € R which follows from VI.6.4. m

The assertions are true for local one-parameter subgroups as well, i.e. for
smooth functions R: R — G defined on an interval around 0 € R such that
R(t + s) = R(t)R(s) whenever t,s,t+ s are in DomR.

3.8. The previous result involves that e4 € G for A € La(G), ie. the
restriction of the exponential mapping onto La(G) takes values in G. Since the
exponential mapping is smooth and injective in a neighbourhood of 0, its inverse
regarding this neighbourhood is smooth as well (in particular continuous), we
can state:

Proposition. Let G be a Lie group. Then
La(G) - G,  Aw—e?

is a parametrization of G in a neighbourhood of the identity I.
In particular, every element in a neighbourhood of I belongs to a one-
parameter subgroup.
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3.9. Proposition. Every element of G in a neighbourhood of the identity
is a product of elements taken from one-parameter subgroups corresponding to
a basis of La(G).

Proof. Let Aj,...Ap be a basis of La(G) and complete it to a basis
Ay,...,Ap of Aff(V,V) where P := N + N2. Then

[oR RP — QA(V), (tl,tg, . ,tp) — exp (tlAl) exp (tQAQ) ...exXp (tpAp)

is a smooth map, ®(0,0,...,0) = I, 0,®(0,0,...,0) = A; (k = 1,...,P).
We can state on the basis of the inverse mapping theorem that & is injective
in a neighbourhood of (0,0,...,0), its inverse regarding this neighbourhood is
smooth as well.

Thus the restriction of ® onto R™ regarded as the subspace of RY con-
sisting of elements whose i-th components are zero for i = M +1,...,P is a
parametrization of G in a neighbourhood of 7. m

Note that in general

P
exp (t1 A1) exp (t2As) .. .exp (tpAp) # exp <Z tkAk> .

k=1

3.10. If G is connected, every element of G is a product of elements in a
neighbourhood of I, hence every element is a product of elements taken from
one-parameter subgroups corresponding to a basis of La(G), since the following
proposition is true.

Proposition. If G is connected and V is a neighbourhood of the identity I

in G, then
g=Jv

neN
where V" := {1 F...F,| Fr €V, k=1,...,n}.

Proof. Given F € G, the mapping G — G, G — FG is bijective, continuous,
its inverse is continuous as well. Thus for all F € G, FV := {FG| G € V} is
open, so V? = U FV is open as well. Consequently, V" is open for all n and

thus H := U V” is open, too. We shall show that the closure of H in G equals

‘H; thus ’H bemg open and closed, equals G.

Let L be an element of the closure of H in G. Since LV~! is a neighbourhood
of L, there is an F € H such that F € LV~! which implies L € FV; since
FV C HV = H, the proof is complete.
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4. The Lie algebra of a Lie group

4.1. Recall that if G is a Lie group in GA(V) then La(G), the tangent space
of G at I = 1y is a linear subspace of Aff(V,V). If A € Aff(V,V) then A
denotes the underlying linear map V — V.

Proposition. Let G be a Lie group. If A, B € La(G) then

AB - BA € La(G).

Proof. Take a neighbourhood N of I in GA(V) and a smooth map S

defined on N such that S1 ({0}) = 6NN and La(G) = KerDS(I) (see the
proof of 3.3).
Then
t— S (etAetB) =0 and t— S (etBetA) =0

for ¢t in a neighbourhood of 0 € R. Differentiating the first function with respect
to t we get
t = DS (e"e!B) - (e Ae'P + e4e'BB) = 0.

Again differentiating and then taking t = 0 we deduce
D?*S(I)(A+ B,A+ B)+DS(I)- (AA+2AB+ BB) = 0.
Similarly we derive from the second function that
D?S(I)(B+ A,B+ A)+DS(I)- (BB +2BA+ AA) = 0.
Let us subtract the equalities from each other to have
DS(I)-(AB—BA)=0
which ends the proof.

4.2. According to the previous proposition we are given the commutator
mapping

La(G) x La(G) — La(g), (A,B)—~ AB— BA =:[A,B].
Proposition. The commutator mapping
(4) is bilinear,

(#) is antisymmetric,
(ii1) satisfies the Jacobian identity:

[4, B],C] + [[B,C], A] + [[C, A], B] = 0 (A,B,C € La(g)).
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Definition. La(G) endowed with the commutator mapping is called the Lie
algebra of G. A

We deduce without difficulty that for A, B € La(G)

[A,B] = 1<dZ (etAetBetAetB)) .
2\ dt? =0

4.3. The Lie algebra of GA(V) is Aff(V,V). We have seen that if a linear
subspace L of Aff(V,V) is the tangent space at I of a Lie group then the
commutator of elements from L belongs to L, too; in other words, L is a Lie
subalgebra of Aff(V,V).

Conversely, if L is a Lie subalgebra of Aff(V,V) then there is a Lie group
G such that La(G)=L: the subgroup generated by {GA | Ac L}. It is not
so easy to verify that this subgroup is a submanifold.

4.4. Definition. Let G and H be Lie groups. A mapping &:G—H
is called a local Lie group homomorphism if

(i) Dom® is a neighbourhood of the identity of G,
(it) @ is smooth,
(i) ®(FG) = ®(F)®(G) whenever F,G,FG € Dom®.

If ® is injective and ®~! is smooth as well, then ® is a local Lie group
isomorphism. ®

4.5. For a local Lie group homomorphism ®: G — H we put
® :=DP(]) € Lin (La(g),La(H)) .

If A€ La(G), then t— ®(e*4) is a local one-parameter subgroup in H and

(Feen)  —sw.

dit =0

which implies
(I)(etA) — et@(A)

for t in a neighbourhood of 0 € R.

Proposition. ®: La(G) — La(#) is a Lie algebra homomorphism, i.e. it is
linear and
(®(A), ®(B)] = @ ([4, B]) (4, B € La(G)).
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Proof. Start with

2
[®(A), ®(B)] = <d2 (e@(A)et@(B) _ et@(B)e@(A)D _
dt =0

and then apply the formulae in the proof of 4.1 putting ® in place of S.

4.6. The previous proposition involves that locally isomorphic Lie groups
have isomorphic Lie algebras. One can prove the converse, too, a fundamental
theorem of the theory of Lie groups: if the Lie algebras of two Lie groups are
isomorphic then the Lie groups are locally isomorphic.

5. Pseudo-orthogonal groups

Let (V,B,b) be a pseudo-Euclidean vector space. Recall the notations (see
V.2.7)
O(b) :={LegGL(V)| L*-L=1},

Ab):={AcLin(V)| A* =-A}.
Proposition. If dimV = N then O(b) is an W—dimensional Lie group
having A(b) as its Lie algebra.

Proof. It is evident that O(b) is a subgroup of GL(V).

We know that A(b) and S(b) := {S € Lin(V)| S* = S} are complementary
subspaces, dim S(b) = w, dimA(b) = w (see V.2.9).

Let us consider the mapping

©: GL(V) = S(b), L— L*. L.

Since the b-adjunction L — L* is linear and the multiplication in Lin (V)
is bilinear, ¢ is smooth. Moreover, the equality

(L+H)* - (L+H)-L* L=L* H+H* - L+H* H
shows that
Do(L)-H=L* -H+H* L (L € GL(V), H € Lin(V)).
We have O(b) = {L € GL(V)| ¢(L) =1} and Dp(L) is surjective if L is

in O(b): if § € S(b) then Dp(L)- &5 = S. Consequently, O(b) is a smooth
submanifold of GL(V) (see VI.4.7).
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Finally, Dp(I)- H =0 if and only if H € A(b), hence

La(O(b)) = KerDy(I) = A(b).

6. Exercises

1. Let G be a Lie group, A, B € La(G). Prove that [A, B] =0 if and only if
etetB = etBet4 for all ¢ in an interval around 0 € R.

Consequently, G is commutative (Abelian) if and only if La(G) is commuta-
tive (the commutator mapping on La(G) is zero).

2. Using the definition of exponentials (see 2.6) demonstrate that

o LotaB _ aBotAy _ o Lo A B A —tB
[A’B]_%g%ﬁ(e e’ —ee )—tlgr(l)t—Q(e ePe te™P —1).

3. Let V be a finite dimensional real vector space and make the identification
Aff(V) =V x Lin(V), A= (A(0),A),
ie. (a,A) € V x Lin(V) is considered to be the affine map
V-V, T — Ax + a.
Then the composition of such affine maps is
(a,A)(b,B) = (a+ Ab, AB).
In this way we have GA(V) =V x GL(V).

Prove that
el@0) — (a,I), e(04) — (O,eA).

4. Let n be a positive integer. Prove that

O(n) := {L € Lin(R")| L*L = I}
SO(n):={L e€O(n)| detL =1}

are w -dimensional Lie groups having the same Lie algebra:
{A€eLin(R")| A" =-A}

(¢f. Proposition in Section 5).
Give a local Lie group isomorphism between O(n) and SO(n).
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5. A complex vector space and its complex linear maps can be considered to
be a real vector space and real linear maps.
Demonstrate that

S8L(2,C) := {L € Lin(C?) | detL =1}
is a six-dimensional Lie group having
{A € Lin(C?| TrA =0}

as its Lie algebra.
6. Let n be a positive integer. Prove that

Un): = {L € Lin(C") | L*L = I},

SUn): ={L elU(n)| detL =1}
are an n?-dimensional and an (n?—1)-dimensional Lie group, respectively. (The
star denotes adjoint with respect to the usual complex inner product; in other
words, if L is regarded as a matrix then L* is the conjugate of the transpose
of L.) Verify that they have the Lie algebras

{AcLin(C")| A* =-A},
{AeLin(C")| A* =-A, TrA =0},

respectively.
7. Prove that

U1):={LeLin(C)| L*XL=1}={acC| |a| =1}

is a one-dimensional Lie group, locally isomorphic but not isomorphic to 7n (R).

8. Let G C GA(V) be a Lie group. An orbit of G is a nonvoid subset P of
V such that {L(z)| L € G} =P for some—hence for all— x € P.

Prove that distinct orbits are disjoint. V is the union of orbits of G. In other
words, the relation ~ on V defined by x ~ y if x and y are in the same orbit
of G is an equivalence relation.

9. Find the orbits of GA(V), GL(V), Tn(V), O(n), SO(n), U(n), SU(n).
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LIST OF SYMBOLS

1. Basic notation

marks the end of a proposition, a proof or a definition, if
necessary

defining equalities; the symbol on the side of the colon is
defined to equal the other one

the void set
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RY — R, the k-th coordinate projection
the identity map X — X, x +— x for a vector space X
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maps, IV.1.1, IV.1.4
marks adjoints of linear maps, V.1.5
tensor product, IV.3.2
antisymmetric tensor product, IV.3.14
symmetric tensor product, IV.3.14
q * t is the unique element in the intersection of ¢ and t,
1.2.2, 11.3.6.2
the arrow of spacetime transformations, 1.11.3.1, 11.10.1.1
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in particular, A(h): V.3.8
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Euclidean form, V.3.1, 1.1.2.1
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the set of spacelike vectors, 1.1.2.1
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U -space, 1.3.2.1, 11.3.1.3
the set of space vectors of a rigid observer U, 1.4.3.4
determinant, IV.3.18
derivative of F, VI.3.3
Lorentz form, V.4.1, I1.1.2.1
Galilean group, 1.11.3.1
splitting according to U, 1.3.3.3,
splitting according to (u,o0), 1.4.1.4, 11.3.6.3
vector splitting, 1.8.2.1, I1.7.1.1
splitting according to a reference frame, 11.3.2.3
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the vector transformation rule, 11.8.2.4, 11.7.1.4
embedding of S into M, 1.1.2.1

embedding of S,, into M, II.1.3.2

time according to the simultaneity S, 11.3.2.1
Lorentz group, I1.10.1.1

Lie algebra of a Lie group, VII.3.3, VII.4.2
Lorentz boost, 11.1.3.8

special Galilean transformation, 1.11.3.7
Noether group, 1.11.6.1

=2, L135

vectorization with origin o, VI.1.1

group of orthogonal transformations, I.11.1.1
group of orthogonal transformations, 11.10.1.4
projection along w, 1.1.3.8, 11.1.3.2

Poincaré group, 11.10.3.1

u-spacelike inversion 1.11.3.4, 11.10.1.3
rotation of a rigid observer, 1.4.2.2

covector splitting, 1.8.3.1, 11.7.2.1

the covector transformation rule, 1.8.3.2, 11.7.2.2
sign of permutations, IV.3.14

sign of spacetime transformations, 1.11.3.1,11.10.1.1
group of rotations, 1.11.1.2

time evaluation, 1.1.2.2

time evaluation of a synchronization, 11.3.2.1
standard w-time evaluation, 11.3.6.1

tangent space at =, VI1.4.6

translation group, VIIL.3.1

translation by a, VIL.3.1

u-timelike inversion, 1.11.3.4, 11.10.1.3
relative velocity, 1.6.2.2, 11.4.2.2

the set of absolute velocities, 1.1.3.7, 11.1.3.1
the set of lightlike velocities, 11.4.7.1






COMMENTS AND BIBLIOGRAPHY

The fundamental notions of space and time appear in all branches of physics,
giving a general background of phenomena. Nowadays the mathematical way of
thinking and speaking becomes general in physics; that is why it is indispensable
to construct mathematically exact models of spacetime.

Since 1976, an educational and research programme has been in progress at
the Department of Applied Analysis, E6tvos Lordnd University, Budapest, to
build up a mathematical theory of physics in which only mathematically defined
notions appear. In this way we can rule out tacit assumptions and the danger
of confusions, and physics can be put on a firm basis.

The first results of this work were published in two books:

[1] Matolesi, T.: A Concept of Mathematical Physics, Models for Spacetime,
Akadémiai Kiadd, 1984,

[2] Matolesi, T.: A Concept of Mathematical Physics, Models in Mechanics,
Akadémiai Kiadd, 1986.

Since that time our teaching experience revealed that a mathematical treat-
ment of spacetime could claim more interest than we had thought it earlier. The
notions of the spacetime models throw new light on the whole physics, a number
of relations become clearer, simpler and more understandable; e.g. the old prob-
lem of material objectivity in continuum physics has been completely solved, as
discussed in

[3] Matolcsi, T.: On material frame-indifference, Archive for Rational Me-
chanics and Analysis, 91 (1986), 99-118.

That is why it seems necessary that spacetime models be formulated in a way
more familiar to physicists; so they can acquire and apply the notions and results
more easily. The present work is an enlarged and more detailed version of [1].
The notations (due to the dot product) became simpler. The amount of applied
mathematical tools decreased (by omitting some marginal facts, the theory of
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smooth manifolds could be eliminated), the material, the explanations and the
number of the illustrative examples increased.

There is only one point where the new version contradicts the former one
because of the following reason. In the literature one usually distinguishes
between the Lorentz group (a group of linear transformations of R*) and the
Poincaré group, called also the ‘inhomogeneous Lorentz group’ (the Lorentz
group together with the translations of R%). In our terminology, one considers
the arithmetic Lorentz group which is a subgroup of the arithmetic Poincaré
group. However, we know that in the absolute treatment the Poincaré group
consists of transformations of the affine space M, whereas the Lorentz group
consists of transformations of the vector space M; the Lorentz group is not
a subgroup of the Poincaré group. Special Lorentz transformations play a
fundamental role in usual treatments in connection with transformation rules.

The counterpart of the Poincaré group in the nonrelativistic case is usually
called the Galilean group and one does not determine its vectorial subgroup that
corresponds to the Lorentz group. The special Galilean transformations play
a fundamental role in connection with transformation rules. In the absolute
treatment we must distinguish between the transformation group of the affine
space M and the transformation group of the vector space M which is not
a subgroup of the former group. The special Galilean transformations turn
to be transformations of M; that is why I found it convenient to call the
corresponding linear transformation group the Galilean group and to introduce
the name Noether group for the group of affine transformations.

In the former version I used these names interchanged because then group
representations (applied in mechanical models) were in my mind and it escaped
my attention that from the point of view of transformation rules—which have a
fundamental importance—the present names are more natural.

The present treatment of spacetime is somewhat different from the usual ones;
of course, there are works in which elements of the present models appear. First
of all, in

[4] Weyl, H.: Space—Time—Matter, Dover publ. 1922

spacetime is stated to be a four-dimensional affine space, the bundle structure
of nonrelativistic spacetime (i.e. spacetime, time and time evaluation) and the
Euclidean structure on a hyperplane of simultaneous world points appear as
well. However, all these are not collected to form a clear mathematical structure;
moreover, the advantages of affine spaces are not used, immediately coordinates
and indices are taken; thus the possibility of an absolute description is not
utilized.

A similar structure (‘neoclassical spacetime’: spacetime and time elapse) is
expounded in
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Noll, W.: Lectures on the foundation of continuum mechanics and thermo-

dynamics, Arch. Rat. Mech. 52 (1973) 62-92.

In these works time periods and distances are considered to be real numbers.
The notion of observer remains undefined; even this undefined notion is used to
introduce e.g. differentiability in the “neoclassical spacetime”.

When comparing our notions, results and formulae with those of other treat-
ments, using the phrases ‘in most of the textbooks’, ‘in conventional treatments’
we refer e.g. to the following books:

[10]

French, A.P. Special Relativity, Norton, New York, 1968,

Essen, L.: The Special Theory of Relativity, Clarendon, Oxford, 1971,
Mgller, C.: The Theory of Relativity, Oxford University Press, 1972,
Taylor, J.G.: Special Relativity, Clarendon, Oxford, 1975,

Bergmann, P.G.: Introduction to the Theory of Relativity, Dover publ.,
New York, 1976.

General relativity, i.e. the theory of gravitation is one of the most beautiful
and mathematically well elaborated area of physics which is treated in a number
of excellent books, e.g.

[11]

[12]

[15]

Misner, C.W.-Thorne, K.S.~Wheeler, J.A.: Gravitation, W.H.Freeman &
Co., 1973,

Adler, R.-Bazin, M.-Schiffer, M.: Introduction to General Relativity,
McGraw-Hill, 1975,

Ohanian, H.C.: Gravitation and Spacetime, W.W.Norton & Co., 1976,

Rindler, W.: FEssential Relativity. Special, General and Cosmological,
McGraw-Hill, 1977,

Wald, R.: Space, Time and Gravity, Chicago Press, 1977.

To understand the nonrelativistic and special relativistic spacetime models,
it is sufficient to have some elementary knowledge in linear algebra and anal-

ysis.

Tensors and tensorial operations are the main mathematical tools used

throughout the present book. Those familiar with tensors will have no difficulty
in reading the book. The necessary mathematical tools are summarized in its
second part where the reader can find a long and detailed chapter on tensors.
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The book uses the basic notions and theorems of linear algebra (linear com-
bination, linear independence, linear subspace etc.) without explanation. There
are many excellent books on linear algebra from which the reader can acquire
the necessary knowledge, e.g.,
[16] Halmos, P.R.: Finite Dimensional Vector Spaces, Springer, 1974,
[17] Smith, L.: Linear Algebra, Springer, 1978,
[18] Grittel, D.H.: Linear Algebra and its Applications, Harwood, 1989,
[19] Fraleigh, J.B.-Beauregard, R.A.: Linear Algebra, Addison—Wesley, 1990,
Some notions and theorems of elementary analysis (limit of functions, conti-
nuity, Lagrange’s mean value theorem, implicit mapping theorem, etc.) are used
without any reference; the following books are recommended to be consulted:
[20] Zamansky, M.: Linear Algebra and Analysis, Van Nostrand, 1969,
[21] Rudin, W.: Principles of Mathematical Analysis, McGraw Hill, 1976,

[22] Aliprantis, C.D.—Burkinshow, O.: Principles of Real Analysis, Arnold,
1981,

[23] Haggarty, R.: Fundamentals of Mathematical Analysis, Addison-Wesley,
1989,

[24] Adams, R.A.: Calculus: a Complete Course, Addison—Wesley, 1991.

From the theory of differential equations only the well-known existence and
uniqueness theorem is used which can be found e.g. in

[25] Hyint-U Tyn: Ordinary Differential Equations, North-Holland, 1978,
[26] Birkhoff, G.—Rota, G.C.: Ordinary Differential Equations, Wiley, 1989.
The present book avoids the theory of smooth manifolds though it would be
useful for the investigation of the space of general observers and necessary for
the treatment of general relativistic spacetime models. The following books are

recommended to the reader interested in this area:

[27] Boothby, W.M.: An Introduction to Differentiable Manifolds and Rieman-
nian Geometry, Academic Press, 1975,



[28]

[29]
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Choquet-Bruhat, Y.-Dewitt-Morette, C.: Analysis, Manifolds and Physics,
North-Holland, 1982,

Abraham, R.-Marsden, J.E.—Ratiu, T.: Manifolds, Tensor Analysis, and
Applications, Springer, 1988.

Nonrelativistic and special relativistic spacetime models involve some elemen-
tary facts about certain Lie groups. Those who want to get more knowledge on
Lie groups can study, e.g. the following books:

[30]

[31]

Warner, F.W.: Foundations of Differentiable Manifolds and Lie Groups,
Springer, 1983,

Sattinger, R.H—-Weawer, O.L.: Lie groups and Lie algebras with Applica-
tions to Physics, Geometry and Mechanics, Springer, 1986.

Since the first edition of this book, the following articles have been based on
the present theory of spacetime to solve some problems:

[32]

[33]

Matolcsi, T.— Gohér, A.: Spacetime without reference frames and its appli-
cation to the Thomas rotation, Publications in Applied Analysis, 5 (1996),
1-11,

Matolesi, T.—Gruber, T.: Spacetime without reference frames: An applica-
tion to the kinetic theory, International Journal of Theoretical Physics, 35
(1996), 1523-1539,

Matolesi, T.: Spacetime without reference frames: An application to syn-
chronizations on a rotating disk, Foundations of Physics, 28 (1998), 1685—
1701,

Matolesi, T.— Gohér, A.: Spacetime without reference frames: An applica-
tion to the velocity addition paradoz, Studies In History and Philosophy of
Science Part B: Studies In History and Philosophy of Modern Physics, 32
(2001), 83-99,

Farkas, Sz.—Kurucz, Z.—Weiner, M.: Poincaré covariance of relativistic
quantum position, International Journal of Theoretical Physics, 41 (2002),
79-88,

Matolcsi, T.—Matolcsi, M.—Tasnadi, T.: On the relation of Thomas rotation
and angular velocity of reference frames, General Relativity and Gravita-
tion, 39 (2007), 413-426,
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