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A variational framework is developed here to quantize fermionic fields based on the extended sta-
tionary action principle. From the first principle, we successfully derive the well-known Floreanini-
Jackiw representation of the Schrodinger equation for the wave functional of fermionic fields - an
equation typically introduced as a postulate in standard canonical quantization. The derivation is
accomplished through three key contributions. At the conceptual level, the classical stationary ac-
tion principle is augmented to include a correction term based on the relative entropy arising from
field fluctuations. Then, an extended canonical transformation for fermionic fields is formulated
that leads to the quantum version of the Hamilton-Jacobi equation in a form consistent with the
Floreanini-Jackiw representation; Third, necessary functional calculus with Grassmann-valued field
variables is developed for the variation procedure. The quantized Hamiltonian can generate the
Poincaré algebra, thus satisfying the symmetry requirements of special relativity. Concrete calcu-
lation of the probability of particle creation for the fermionic field under the influence of constant
external field confirms that the results agree with those using standard canonical quantization. We
also show that the framework can be applied to develop theories of interaction between fermionic
fields and other external fields such as electromagnetic fields, non-Abelian gauge fields, or another
fermionic field. These results further establish that the present variational framework is a novel

alternative to derive quantum field theories.

I. INTRODUCTION

In quantum field theory, there are two standard ap-
proaches to quantizing a classical field, both of which
begin with formulating an appropriate Lagrangian den-
sity in terms of field variables. This Lagrangian may
include interaction terms. The first approach, known as
canonical quantization [1, 2], promotes the field variables
and their conjugate momenta to operators and imposes
commutation relations among them. The field opera-
tor is then expanded using creation and annihilation op-
erators. The Fock space representation and the func-
tional Schrodinger representation are commonly used to
describe the dynamics of field configurations. Perturba-
tion theory is developed within the interaction represen-
tation. The second approach, path integral quantization
[3, 4], follows a more direct formulation. The action func-
tional, obtained by integrating the Lagrangian density,
is used to compute the probability amplitude for a given
field configuration. By summing these amplitudes over
all possible field configurations, one obtains the generat-
ing functional of the theory. Perturbation theory is then
developed by expanding this functional in a series, allow-
ing the derivation of various propagators. Both quanti-
zation approaches are complementary, offering different
perspectives and techniques for quantum field theory.

In this paper, we propose an alternative mathemat-
ical framework for the second quantization of classical
fields. This framework originates from the search for
an information-theoretic foundation of quantum mechan-
ics [5-27], which led to the development of the extended
principle of stationary action [28]. This extended prin-
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ciple has been shown to reproduce non-relativistic quan-
tum mechanics for both spin-zero [28] and the spin-1/2
particle [29]. Given its broad applicability and the un-
derlying mathematical structure, it is natural to extend
this approach to field theory. Indeed, previous work has
shown that scalar fields can be successfully quantized
within this framework [30]. The goal of this paper is
to formalize this alternative quantization framework and
extend it to fermionic fields!.

A key step in the extended stationary action principle
is the inclusion of an additional term in the Lagrangian
that accounts for contributions from field fluctuations.
This term is derived from the relative entropy, which
quantifies the information distance between probability
distributions with and without field fluctuations. By re-
cursively applying the extended stationary action prin-
ciple, we can determine the probability density of these
fluctuations and derive the Schrodinger equation for the
wave functional of the fields. The general applicability of
this principle stems from its foundation in the Lagrangian
formalism, with the additional information-metric term
incorporated via a general relative entropy formulation.
However, new challenges arise when this approach is ap-
plied to the quantization of fermionic fields. Due to their
inherently anticommutative nature, fermionic fields must
be treated as Grassmann-valued variables, necessitating
specialized mathematical techniques for defining inner
products and performing integration by parts. In this

I Using information foundations to derive quantum field theory
has recently become a research area of substantial interest. For
example, an interesting theory of quantum gravity has been de-
veloped using an entropic action based on quantum relative en-
tropy [31].
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paper, we derive a generalized Floreanini-Jackiw repre-
sentation [32, 33] of the functional Schrodinger equation
for fermionic fields from first principles. This result is
nontrivial, as it integrates multiple mathematical tech-
niques, including the extended canonical transformation
of classical fields, the use of Tsallis relative entropy for
field fluctuations, and the variational calculus of func-
tionals involving Grassmann variables.

Once the Schrodinger equation is derived and the
Hamiltonian operator is obtained, we define the particle
creation and annihilation operators, compute the vac-
uum state energy for fermionic fields, and more impor-
tantly, calculate the probability of particle creation when
the fermionic field is influenced by a constant external
electric field. These results are compared with the stan-
dard quantum field theory calculations and we find that
they are in agreement. Additionally, we prove that the
Hamiltonian operator, along with the momentum, angu-
lar momentum, and Lorentz boost operators, satisfies the
Poincaré algebra. This confirms that the theory emerg-
ing from our quantization framework preserves the full
symmetry structure required by special relativity.

Given the well-established success of canonical quan-
tization and the path integral approach, both of which
have been extensively verified experimentally, one may
ask: what are the merits of this alternative quantiza-
tion framework? This question can be addressed from
both conceptual and mathematical perspectives. At the
conceptual level, the extended stationary action principle
provides a clear and intuitive explanation of how a clas-
sical field theory transitions into a quantum field theory.
By incorporating information metrics that account for
field fluctuations into the classical canonical framework,
the theory naturally evolves into a fully quantum for-
mulation. Introducing information metrics as a founda-
tional element of quantum field theory represents a novel
perspective that offers deeper insights into the role of in-
formation in quantum mechanics. At the mathematical
level, the significance of this approach lies in its flexibil-
ity and broad applicability. It offers a potential alterna-
tive to conventional canonical quantization or the path
integral formulation. For instance, we will demonstrate
that this framework may be applied to quantize a non-
renormalizable theory, leading to a nonlinear Schrédinger
equation. Although our current formulation is developed
in a Minkowski spacetime, extending it to a curved space-
time should be highly possible, which will be a topic for
future research.

The rest of the article is organized as follows. In Sec-
tion II, we briefly review the underlying assumptions
of the extended stationary action principle and formal-
ize the step-by-step framework for quantizing a classical
field. Sections III, IV, and V apply this framework, re-
cursively implementing the extended stationary action
principle to derive the probability density of field fluctu-
ations and ultimately obtain the generalized Floreanini-
Jackiw representation of the Schrodinger equation for
the wave functional of fermionic fields. The functional

Hamiltonian operator is then verified to generate the
Poincaré algebra in Section VI. To compare with the
canonical quantization approach, in Section VII we com-
pute the probability of particle creation for the fermionic
field under the influence of a constant external electric
field, the result is consistent with the classical result of
Schwinger [38]. In Section VIII, we extend the framework
to include field interactions. Notably, we demonstrate
that quantizing the non-renormalizable interaction be-
tween fermions leads to a nonlinear Schrédinger equation.
Finally, Section IX concludes the paper with a compara-
tive analysis of different second quantization approaches
and a discussion on the free parameters introduced in the
present framework. Detailed mathematical techniques
and derivations are provided in the Appendices.

II. AN ALTERNATIVE FRAMEWORK TO
QUANTIZE A CLASSICAL FIELD

It has been shown that the principle of stationary ac-
tion in classical mechanics can be extended to derive the
theory of quantum scalar field by factoring in the follow-
ing two assumptions [30].

Assumption 1 — There are constant fluctua-
tions in the field configurations. The fluctua-
tions are completely random and local.

Assumption 2 — There is a lower limit to the
amount of action that a physical system needs
to exhibit in order to be observable. This basic
discrete unit of action effort is given by h/2
where h is the Planck constant.

The conceptual justifications of these two assumptions
have been extensively discussed in Refs.[28, 30]. Assump-
tion 2 provides us with a new way to calculate the ad-
ditional action due to field fluctuations. That is, even
though we do not know the physical details of field fluc-
tuations, the field fluctuations manifest themselves via a
discrete action unit determined by the Planck constant
as an observable information unit. If we can define an
information metric that quantifies the amount of observ-
able information manifested by field fluctuations, we can
then multiply the metric by the Planck constant to obtain
the action associated with field fluctuations. Then, the
challenge of calculating the additional action due to the
field fluctuation is converted to define a proper new infor-
mation metric Iy, which measures the additional distin-
guishable, and hence observable, information exhibited
due to field fluctuations. The problem of defining an
appropriate information metrics becomes less challeng-
ing since there are information-theoretic tools available.
Information metrics that extract observable information
about the dynamic effects of field fluctuations are defined
by relative entropy. The concrete form of I; will be de-
fined later as a functional of the Kullback-Leibler diver-
gence Dir, Iy := f(Dkr), where Dy, measures the in-
formation distances of different probability distributions



caused by field fluctuations. Thus, the total action from
classical path and vacuum fluctuation is

h
Se="Sc+ 51y, (1)

where S, is the classical action. Quantum theory can
be derived [30] through a variation approach to extrem-
ize such a functional quantity, 0S; = 0. When A — 0,
Sy = Sc. Extremizing S; is then equivalent to extremiz-
ing S., resulting in the classical dynamics for the fields.
However, in quantum field theory, & # 0, the contribution
of Iy must be included when extremizing the total action.
We can see that the information metric Iy is where the
quantum behavior of a field comes from. These ideas can
be condensed as?

Extended Stationary Action Principle —
The law of physical dynamics for a quantum
field tends to extremize the action functional

defined in (1).

With this principle, the prescription for quantizing a
classical field can be carried out with the following steps.

e Step I Write down the Lagrangian density as that
in the standard canonical quantization.

e Step II Apply the classical canonical transfor-
mation for the Lagrangian density such that the
Hamilton-Jacobi equation is derived using the func-
tional generator S[¢,t]. To do this, we choose
a foliation of the spacetime into a succession of
spacetime hypersurfaces. Here we only consider the
Minkowski spacetime, and it is natural to choose
these to be the hypersurfaces ¥; of fixed t. Intro-
ducing the functional probability density p[i, ¢] for
an ensemble of field configurations in the hypersur-
face X;, we can calculate the classical action S, for
the ensemble of field configurations.

e Step IIT Apply the extended stationary action
principle for an infinitesimal short time step. The
relative entropy is defined as the information dis-
tance between the probability density due to field
fluctuation and the complete uniform random prob-
ability density. Variation of the total action (1) al-
lows us to obtain the probability density of field
fluctuation. From the probability density, we can
calculate the variance of field fluctuations.

e Step IV Apply the extended stationary action
principle again for a period of time to extract the
equation for field dynamics. The key step here is

2 Along the development of this principle [28-30], different names
have been given to it, such as the principle of least observability,
the extended principle of least action. The changes of name
reflect the progressive understanding of the principle.

to calculate the relative entropy as the informa-
tion distance between p[t, t] with and without field
fluctuations in the hypersurface ¥;. Summing the
contributions to the relative entropy of all hyper-
surfaces X, for ¢t € {0,7T'} results in an additional
term Iy in the Lagrangian density.

e Step V Carry out the variation procedure gives
two differential equations for the dynamics of func-
tional S, t] and p[t),t]. Combining the two equa-
tions by defining the wave functional ¥ = \/ﬁeis/ h
gives the Schrodinger equation for the wave func-
tional.

e Step VI Verify that the Hamiltonian operator for
the field dynamics can generate the Poincaré alge-
bra. This step confirms that the theory satisfies the
full symmetry required by special relativity?.

Steps I and II are still within the framework of classical
field theory. The second quantization starts from Step
I11.

Once the the Schrodinger equation for the wave func-
tional is derived and the correct Hamiltonian operator is
identified, one can restore to the standard operator-based
approach. For instance, operators for particle creation
and annihilation can be defined, and the energy of the
ground state or excited states can be calculated. The
important point here is that the Schrodinger equation
is derived from the first principle rather than through a
postulate in standard canonical quantization.

The framework ascribed above has been shown to suc-
cessfully quantize the scalar fields [30]. For fermionic
fields, additional challenges arise because the fields
need to be considered as Grassmann variables and also
have multiple components. We will develop the neces-
sary mathematical tools to overcome these challenges and
show that fermionic fields can be quantized using the
same framework.

IIT. THE LAGRANGIAN DENSITY FOR
FERMIONIC FIELDS

Consider a massive fermionic field configuration 1.
Here we denote the coordinates for a four-dimensional
spacetime point z either by z = (2(9, 2()) where i =
{1,2,3}. The field component at a spacetime point x is
denoted by ¢, = ¢ (z). The standard Lagrangian density
for the fermionic field is given by

£ = §(iy"0, — m). (2)

3 This step is not needed when the same framework is applied
to derive the non-relativistic quantum mechanics, as shown in
Ref. [28, 29].



where p = {0, 1,2, 3} and the convention of Einstein sum-
mation is assumed. However, we will rewrite the La-
grangian density in an equivalent but more symmetric
format

L= %.2/;7“(9”1/1 - %(’%1&7”#1 —myy (3)

Note that the field variables ¥ and 9T should be under-
stood as variables with Grassmann values. From this La-
grangian density, the momentum conjugates to the fields
1 and 9! are defined by

oL )
oL )
w*(w)zmz—fﬁa (5)

respectively. The minus sign in (4) is due to the deriva-
tive of Grassmann variable. One can verify to obtain
the Dirac equation from (3) through the Euler-Lagrange
equation and right multiplication of 4° on both sides of
the Euler-Lagrange equation, resulting in

(i7"0u —m)y = 0. (6)

This confirms that the Lagrangians defined in (2) and (3)
are equivalent. However, (4) and (5) show that the field
variables v and 9T are on the equal footing if we use (3)
as the Lagrangian. On the other hand, using (2), one
will obtain 7, = 9" and 7y = 0. We will choose (3) in
subsequent formulations.

Variables (¢, my) and (7, myt) form two pairs of
canonical variables, and the corresponding Hamiltonian
is constructed by a Legendre transform of the Lagrangian

H[¢77w7¢Ta 7T,¢1-]
. / =Sy 00 + 2O Oy + mut )
(7)

If we perform an integration by part for the second term,
the Hamiltonian can be simplified as

H:/dBI{—iWWW i + mapTy O}

(8)
_ / Badyyt (@)h(z, y)b(y),

where
h(z,y) = ="y 06 (x —y) + my°6(z —y)  (9)

is considered as the first quantized Dirac Hamiltonian.
Eq.(8) is the more familiar form of Hamiltonian appear-
ing in the previous literature [33]. However, the Hamil-
tonian density in (7)

H = _%Wwovi ) + %(@Whoviw +myty %y (10)

has the advantage of treating ¢ and ' on the equal
footing. This property becomes important in the later
development of our formulations.

IV. EXTENDED CANONICAL
TRANSFORMATION

Next step is to apply the canonical transformation
technique in field theory. To do this, we will need to
choose a foliation of the spacetime into a succession
of spacetime hypersurfaces. Here we only consider the
Minkowski spacetime and it is natural to choose these to
be the hypersurfaces X; of fixed t. The field configuration
1 for ¥; can be understood as a vector with infinitely
many four-component spinors for each spatial point on
the Cauchy hypersurface ¥; at time instance ¢ and de-
noted as ¥y x = ¥ (t,x). For simplicity of notation, we
will still denote (¢, x) = 1(x) for the rest of this paper,
but the meaning of ¢(x) should be understood as the field
component 15 at each spatial point of the hypersurfaces
¥ at time instance t. We want to transform the pairs
of canonical variables (1, ) and (¢, m,¢) into general-
ized canonical variables (®,11,) and (®7,II;:) and pre-
serve the form of canonical equations. In Appendix A,
we show that by an extended canonical transformation,
we have the following identifies

08

w == )\ﬂ'w, (11)
05
57 = Mo (12)

where S(i,9",t) is a generating functional, and \ is
a constant introduced in the canonical transformation.
Substitute (4) and (5) into the above identities,

08 _ iyt
08 i

The action functional after transformation is
A= /dt{%—f FAHR, m O mp ) (15)

Substituting (13)-(14) into H in (8), we have

dedBy{a—Sh 05 (16)

4
55 5ot

H - —F
A special solution to the stationary action principle based
on the action functional in (15) is 9S/0t + AH = 0, or,

oS 4 3 5 05 08

at ~x) TeGhE

This is the Hamilton-Jacobi equation for the fermionic

field that governs the evolution of the functional S among

space-like hypersurfaces. It is equivalent to the Dirac
equation in the Minkowski spacetime.

However, there is a subtlety here. The variable ¢ can

be interpreted as the field variable itself, or the momen-

tum conjugate m,: due to (5). Therefore, for each ¢ in

}=0. (17)



the Hamiltonian, there is a freedom to choose to leave it
as is or to substitute it with §5/6%" based on (14). Sim-
ilarly, 7 can be interpreted as the field variable itself or
the momentum conjugate my due to (4). For this reason,
we find the Hamiltonian in (7) to be more flexible. We
can breakdown (7) further into

H= /dSId3y{—1¢W07i&w + (@ Oy
. o 4 (18)
i , i .
= UMY + (0 Y+ mypTy ).
Then, for each of the first four terms, we use all combi-
nations of leaving ¢, %' as is or substituting with §5/8v7

or 05/01, respectively. After integration by part, the
resulting Hamiltonian is rewritten as

2165 2i 68
H=<- [ @adPy(' + =)y + = — 19
1 [ Eadyt+ T5nw 350 (9)

The Hamilton-Jacobi equation becomes

s A 2168 2i 68
Pad®y(pT + =)+ =—=) =0. (20
G+ [ ettt TEOmw+ T30 = 0. 20
Both (16) and (19) are valid Hamiltonian representa-

tions. They are equivalent since the corresponding origi-
nal Hamiltonians before transformation, (7) and (8), are
equivalent through an integration by part.

Now we consider an ensemble of field configurations
(¢, ") in a hypersurface ¥;. We assume that the en-
semble follows a probability distribution with probability
density p[t, 9T, t]. Then, given (15), the action functional
for the ensemble is

5.= = [aDeDutpS ) 2

where the Hamiltonian can be chosen from either (16) or
(19). Note that S. and S are different functionals, where
S. is the classical action functional of the ensemble, while
S is a generating functional introduced in the extended
canonical transformation that satisfied the identities (13)
and (14).

The pair of functionals (p,.S) can be treated as gen-
eralized canonical variables [28-30, 44]. when we apply
the stationary action principle to the action functional
defined in (21). Variation of S. with respect to p leads to
the Hamilton-Jacobi equation. Variation of S, with re-
spect to S gives an equation equivalent to the continuity
equation for the probability density p, as shown later in
Section V.B. The Hamilton-Jacobi equation and the con-
tinuity equation together determine the dynamics of the
fermionic field ensemble before the second quantization.

V. SECOND QUANTIZATION OF THE
FERMIONIC FIELDS

A. Probability Density of Field Fluctuations

The first step in applying the extended stationary ac-
tion principle is to investigate the dynamics of random

fluctuations of the fermionic field. We consider such ran-
dom field fluctuations in an equal-time hypersurface for
an infinitesimal-time internal At. At a given time interval
t — t+ At in the hypersurface X, the field configurations
fluctuate randomly, ¥ — ¢ + w, YT — ¥ + W', where
w = Av and wt = AyT are the changes of the field con-
figurations due to random fluctuations. Define the prob-
ability density that the field configurations will transition
from 1 to 1 +w and ¥T to YT +w' as plw, wl|,¥T]. The
action functional over all possible field fluctuations is

S. = [ DD [ dedapl, o'l )+ 0,01 +l])

(22)
where L is given by (3). Expanding (3) explicitly with
the derivatives of time and spatial variables, and noting
that for an infinitesimal time internal Af, one can ap-
proximate 1) = w/At, and ' = w'/At, we have

£l w0+ ] = ()~ S+

gwww 170 + )
7' (Y +w)
(Y +w).

- 5%&* +wh)iy?

—m(! +w)y°
(23)

By performing the integration over DwiDw and noting
the integration properties of the Grassmann variables,
only those terms with both w and w' will survive, while
any term with ¢ or ¢! will vanish. We find

Se :At/d3waTpr[w,wT|1/),1/)T]
X (%wwovi@w - %(’“)iwwoviw —mwiy’w) (24)
=— At/dga:dgwaTpr[w,wTW),wT]wThw.

The last step uses the integration by part of the second
term and h is defined in (9). Since the field variables 1)
and 1" vanishes in the integrand, we anticipate the tran-
sition probability density is independent of them, and
can be simply denoted as plw, w'].

Next step is to define the information metric I; that is
expected to capture the additional revelation of informa-
tion due to field fluctuations in 3;. Thus, it is naturally
defined as a relative entropy, or more specifically, the
Kullback—Leibler divergence, to measure the information
distance between p[w,w'] and some prior probability dis-
tribution. Given that field fluctuations are completely
random, it is intuitive to assume that the prior distri-
bution is with maximal ignorance [25, 43]. That is, the
prior probability distribution is a uniform distribution o.

Iy := Dgp,(plw, w]l|o)

= /DwTpr[w,wT]ln(p[w’WT]

).

g



Combined with (24), the total action functional defined
in (1) is (setting i =1)

1
St :/DwTDw{—pAt/d3xd3y(wThw) + §pln£}.
o
We also need to add the normalization constraint
/’DWT’pr[w,wT] =1 (25)

Taking the variation §.5; = 0 with respect to p and with
the above constraint through the Lagrangian multiplier
method gives

1 1
/DwTDwép{—At/d?’:cd?’wahw—i- ilng + 3 +XN}=o0.
o

(26)
where )\ is the Lagrangian multiplier. Since dp is arbi-
trary, one must have

1 1
—At/d3xd3wahw +-mP iz =o0.
2 o 2

This gives the solution for p as
1
plw,w’] = — €XP (2At/d3xd3wahw), (27)

where Z is a normalization factor Z = o~ 1e!*2\ | The
value of A\’ can be determined by the normalization con-
straint. Equation (27) shows that the transition proba-
bility density for the field fluctuations in an infinitesimal
time internal is a Gaussian-like distribution.

Recall that the fermionic field w is a multi-component
field. We label the components with indices «, 3, and
adopt a compact notation

o= [ @i’y wl@haslepwst).  (25)
o,

Then (27) can be written in a more compact form
1
plw,w’] = 7 exp{2At(wThw)}. (29)

Given the probability density p[w,w'], we want to cal-
culate the expectation values (waw};>. However, the

fermionic field components w, and w}; are Grassmann
variables. The inner product with Grassmann vari-
ables requires special treatment with the Berezin inte-
gral [32, 33]. In Appendix B, we show that with proper
definition of inner product, the expectation value

<wa($)w; (y)) = —hap(z,y)At. (30)

On the other hand, due to the characteristics of Grass-
mann variables, it is straightforward to show that

(wa(@)) = (w)(y)) =0,
(wa(@wa(y)) =0, (31)
(wh(@)wf () = 0.

These properties are crucial in later calculations.

B. The Functional Schrédinger Equation for
Fermionic Fields

We now turn to the field dynamics for a period of
time from t4 — tp. As described earlier, the space-
time during the time duration t4 — tp is sliced into a
succession of N Cauchy hypersurfaces ¥;,, where t; €
{to = ta,...,tiy...,tn—1 = tp}, and each time step
is an infinitesimal period At¢. The field configuration
for each ¥, is denoted as 1 (t;), which has an infinite
number of components, labeled as ¥y (t;) = ¥(x,t;), for
each spatial point in ¥;,. Without considering the ran-
dom field fluctuation, the dynamics of the field configu-
ration is governed by the Hamilton-Jacobi equation (17),
or (20). Furthermore, we consider an ensemble of field
configurations for hypersurface 3, that follow a proba-
bility density* py, [, ¥1] = p[,¥T,t;]. As mentioned in
Section III, the Hamilton-Jacobi equation and the con-
tinuity equation can be derived by the variation of the
classical action functional S., as defined in (21), with
respect to p and S, respectively.

To apply the extended stationary action principle, first
we compute the action functional from the dynamics of
the classical field ensemble as defined in (21). Next, we
need to define the information metrics for the field fluc-
tuations, Iy. For each new field configuration (¢ + w,
YT + w') where (w,w’) are the change of field configu-
ration due to field fluctuations between t; and ¢; + At,
there is a new probability density p[t) + w, T + w', t;].
Consequently, there is additional revelation of informa-
tion due to the field fluctuations on top of the dynam-
ics of the classical field ensemble. The proper measure
of this distinction is the information distance between
pl, ;] and ply + w, ¥’ + w',¢;]. A natural choice
for such an information measure is the relative entropy
D (p[, T, ]| p[+w, ¥t +wT, t;]). Moreover, we need
to consider the contributions for all possible w. Thus, we
take the expectation value of Dy over w and w', de-
noted as (-),,. Then, the contribution of additional infor-
mation due to field fluctuations in the hypersurface 3,
is (Dicr(pl, 7, ti]llp[Y) + w, 9T + W', ti]))w. The expec-
tation value should be evaluated with proper treatment
of the Grassmann variable, as shown in Appendix B. Fi-
nally, we sum up the contributions from all the hypersur-
faces, and obtain the definition of information metrics

N-1

Iy i= 3 (Drcr(pl, o7 tilllpl + w,of + ot
- (32)

P[¢7¢T7fi] >
[t + w, ot + wi, 2]
(33)

( / DI DU, lin

=0

4 The notation p[¢, ;] is legitimate since in this case ¢ describes
the field configuration for the equal time hypersurface >, .



With the detailed calculation shown in Appendix C, we
find that when At — 0, I turns out to be

If:/ d’*wm’/ P ‘&f( SRy
(34)

Eq. (34) is analogous to the Fisher information for the
probability density in non-relativistic quantum mechan-
ics [26, 28]. Some literature directly adds such Fisher
information term in the variation method as a postulate
to derive the Schrodinger equation [39, 41]. But (34)
bears much more physical significance than the Fisher
information. Defining I using relative entropy opens up
new results that cannot be obtained if I is defined using
Fisher information, because there are other generic forms
of relative entropy such as Rényi divergence or Tsallis di-
vergence.

Both (16) and (19) can be chosen as the Hamiltonian
in the calculation of the action functional. We will start
with (16) first due to its simplicity, and study (19) in
Section VD. Substituting (16), (21), and (34) into (1),
we find that the total action functional is

op

S, /dtDwTDw{ paS
(35)
s 5 ApdS 0S8 1 dp, op

Performing variation of Sy with respect to S or p is non-
trivial due to the character of Grassmann variables. We
need to develop the mathematical tool to carry out the
integration by part for functional with Grassmann vari-
ables, as shown in Appendix D. Using these mathemat-
ical formulations, we show that variation of S; with re-
spect to S gives:

dp 4 3 o O0p. 08
ot A dady 51/)h51/ff (36)
4 2590 1o, ih } =
5 ot syt
It can be written in a more compact form
7085 )
3,73 2 _
A/d zd®y M)T (ph™ 50) " 5o (W)} 0.
(37)

This is the equivalence of the continuity equation for
fermionic fields 1 and . It can be derived by per-
forming the variation procedure with the classical action
functional defined in (15). Hence, (37) is a classical re-
sult. There is no contribution of Iy in the calculation of
(37) since Iy is not dependent on S. On the other hand,
variation of Iy with respect to p gives (see Appendix E)

8y =— / dtDy Dy / d*zd® {%i—ghf—ﬁ}é’p, (38)

where R[y, T t] = \/p[¢, ¥, t]. Thus, variation of Sy
with respect to p leads to

A6S 4SS 25R OR

oS p
e / N150" 507 " Roplopr) =0 (9

This is the quantum version of the Hamilton-Jacobi equa-
tion for fermionic fields. The additional term in (39)
compared to (17) is the fermionic field equivalence of the
Bohm quantum potential [45]. In non-relativistic quan-
tum mechanics, the Bohm potential is considered respon-
sible for the non-locality phenomenon in quantum me-
chanics [46]. Its origin is mysterious. Here we show that
it originates from information metrics related to relative
entropy, .

Define a complex functional

U, T, t] = R, vT, t] exp (iS[, v, 1]). (40)

The continuity equation (37) and the quantum Hamilton-
Jacobi equation (39) can be combined into a single func-
tional derivative equation when we choose A = 2 (see
Appendix E),

ihi)}\lf (41)

- _ 3,13
180\11—2{/d:vd 50" 5

This is the Schrodinger equation for the wave functional
W[y, 1, ¢] with Hamiltonian operator density

- 0 90

It governs the evolution of the wave functional Wi, T, ¢]
between hypersurfaces ;.

The Schrédinger equation in (41) is different from
the Floreanini-Jackiw representation of the Schrédinger
equation [32]. This is due to the choice of the classical
Hamiltonian (16). We will show in Section V D that using
the more general representation of the classical Hamilto-
nian (19), one can obtain the Floreanini-Jackiw represen-
tation of the Schrodinger equation.

C. Generalized Relative Entropy

The term Iy is supposed to capture additional observ-
able information exhibited by field fluctuations and is
defined in (32) as the summation of the expectation val-
ues of the Kullback-Leibler divergence between p[i, ¥, ¢]
and p[¢ +w, T +wT, ¢]. However, there are more general
definitions of relative entropy, such as the Tsallis diver-
gence [47, 49]. From an information-theoretic point of
view, it is legitimate to consider alternative definitions
of relative entropy. Suppose that we define I; based on



Tsallis divergence?®,

N-1

Fi= Z<D%(p[1/),w,ti]llp[¢+w,1/ﬁ+wT,ti])>w (43)
=0
N—-1
o 1 t Pa[z/’ﬂ/ﬂati]
N Z:0<0¢— 1(/&/’ D¢pa—1[¢+w,w +wi, 1] — )
(44)

The parameter o € (0,1) U (1,00) is called the order of
Tsallis divergence, and Z = [ DY Dyp is an integra-
tion constant. Due to the characters of the Grassmann
variables, it is not necessarily true that Z = 1. The nor-
malization factor NV for p is defined in Appendix B. In
Appendix F, we show that when At — 0,

- t 3 31 dp
Iy a/dth; D1/)/d xd yp&b(;v)

op

ot (y)

(45)
When a — 1, I converges to Iy as defined in (34), as
expected.

The parameter « provides a new degree of freedom
to set the value of A when we derive the Schrédinger
equation. Using (45), and following the same calculation
steps in Appendix E, we find the quantum Hamilton-
Jacobi equation becomes

28 s 5 A0S 0S  2a0R, 6R .

h(z,y)

(46)

By choosing av = 2/, the Schriodinger equation takes the
following form

. 4 3 5 0 0
180\11—/\{/61 xd y(&bh&/ﬂ)}\l/, (47)
and the Hamiltonian operator is
A4 )
H=— [ &zd*y(—h—). 48
3 [ dadurhsio) (18)

Then (41) is a special case of (47) when A = 2. Note that
the choice of parameter \ is constrained by the condition
a > 0.

D. Floreanini-Jackiw Representation of
Schrédinger Equation

To derive the Floreanini-Jackiw representation of
Schrédinger Equation for fermionic field from the ex-
tended stationary action principle, we need to use the

5 It is possible to choose other one-parameter generalization of rel-
ative entropy, such as Rényi divergence. We expect that the
result will be similar, as in the case of quantization of the scalar
field [30]. Tsallis divergence is chosen here because the subse-
quent calculations are simpler.

more general representation of Hamiltonian (19). Using
(19), (21), and (45), the total action functional is

_ t 8y L 0P, 0P\ OS
St_/dtpwDw{/dxdy(prth) P
_ 2 [ Badduet 4 298 2 08

(49)

The mathematical procedure of variation using this ac-
tion functional S; is more tedious but follows the same
calculation steps as in Appendix E. Variation of S; over
S gives

op +/d3xd3y{3(5—ph¢+wh5—p)

ot 250 Syt
1.6p 65 65, 6p 588

Variation of S; over p gives the quantum Hamilton-Jacobi
equation.

0S A [ 4 4 . 2068 2i 53
aﬁ/“d vt X5 X5
2000R . 0R
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Defined the complex functional W[y, 47, ¢] as in (40), and
set the parameter aXA = 1/2, the above two equations are
combined into a single functional derivative equation

000 — (2 [ Buddyei + 20 2.0
o = (5 [ Eady0! + 5 5hw+ T 50 60)
and the Hamiltonian operator is
1A [yt 4 2 s 20
=7 [ ety + 1500+ 150 G

where A > 0 since the parameter a > 0. Equation (50)
gives a family of linear functional derivative equations
for each A, and each \ corresponds to each order of the
Tsallis divergence. When A = 2, we obtain the well-
known Floreanini-Jackiw representation of the functional
Schrédinger equation for fermionic fields,

K 0

ot = {5 [ dadyv!+ 5om0 + 500 (52)

oY
and
7L [ Beduut + o
f= g [yl + 5omw+ 500 (69

Once the Hamiltonian density operator is identified,
standard operator-based quantum field theory can be ap-
plied, such as defining the particle creation and annihila-
tion operators and calculating the typical results such as
the vacuum energy, the probability of particle creation,
as with the canonical quantization approach, as to be
shown in next section.



Two comments are in order with respect to the deriva-
tion of the Floreanini-Jackiw representation of the func-
tional Schrodinger equation. First, since A = 2, we have
a = 1/4. Tt is interesting that to derive the Floreanini-
Jackiw representation of the functional Schrédinger equa-
tion, we need to use the Tsallis divergence to define the
information metrics Iy and set a = 1/4. In fact, if we
use the standard Kullback—Leibler divergence, we have
a =1 and thus A = 1/2, which results in the following
form of functional Schrodinger equation

| 5 5
1000 = g{/d%cﬁy(zﬂ S + A (50

Second, the Hamiltonian operator (51) is derived from
the initial Hamiltonian (7). Although Hamiltonian (7) is
equivalent to Hamiltonian (8), after second quantization,
we cannot interpret the Grassmann variable ¢ in (51) to
be the same as that in (8). To avoid ambiguity, we denote
the field variables in (51) with a different set of symbols

{u(x),u’(y)} instead of {¢(z), v (y)}, so that

N[ s s 20 2 6

One may argue that starting from the Hamiltonian (8)
and promoting the field variables in(8) to operators as

A 2 9

v L2l (56)
A 20

oD+ 22 57

the Hamiltonian (8) is quantized®. In fact, this method
is used in the standard canonical quantization [32, 33].
However, the above promotion appears rather ad hoc.
Instead, the quantization method presented in the cur-
rent paper clearly shows how the Hamiltonian operator
(51) can be derived from the first principle, the extended
stationary action principle.

In summary, by recursively applying the same ex-
tended stationary action principle in two steps, we re-
cover the Schrodinger representations of the standard
relativistic quantum theory of fermionic fields [32, 33].
In the first step, we consider the dynamics of field fluc-
tuations in a hypersurface ¥; for an infinitesimal short
period of time interval A¢, and obtain the transitional
probability density due to field fluctuations; In the sec-
ond step, we apply the same principle for a cumulative
time period to obtain the dynamics laws that govern the

\%ﬁ and 9T — \%%,
one quantizes the Hamiltonian (8) to (48) to (55). This form of
Hamiltonian operator is less preferred for reasons discussed later.
In supersymmetric field theory [51], the transformation in (56)
and (57) can be interpreted as relating the realization of field
operators (u,u!) to the holomorphic representation (v, 1).

6 Alternatively, by promoting v —

evolutions of p and S between the hypersurfaces. The ap-
plicability of the same principle in both steps shows the
consistency and simplicity of the theory, although the
forms of Lagrangian density are different in each step. In
the first step, the Lagrangian density £ is given by (3),
while in the second step, we use a different form of the
Lagrangian density £’ = —p(05/0t + H). As shown in
Appendix A, £ and £ are related through an extended
canonical transformation. The choice of Lagrangian £
or L does not affect the outcomes of the variation pro-
cedure, that is, the form of Legendre’s equations. We
choose £ as the Lagrangian density in the second step
in order to use the pair of functionals (p,S) in the sub-
sequent variation procedure.

VI. POINCARE GROUP AND ALGEBRA

It is important to note that the derivation of the
Schrodinger equation (52) depends on a particular fo-
liation of Minkowski spacetime. Therefore, the theoreti-
cal framework presented here treats the time parameter
differently and it is not obvious whether the theory is
Lorentz invariant. To confirm that the theory is fully rel-
ativistic, one must verify that the Hamiltonian operator
H given by (53) or (48), can form the Poincaré algebra
together with the momentum and angular momentum
generators [1]. The Poincaré algebra ensures the full sym-
metry of special relativity, which includes translation and
rotation symmetries for both time-like and spatial-like di-
rections. In other words, although the theory singles out
a particular time parameter for use through the foliation
of spacetime, the Poincaré algebra guarantees that the
resulting dynamical evolution is fully relativistic. This is
because satisfying this algebra guarantees that one can
construct a Poincaré covariant stress-energy tensor for
the field dynamics.

Explicitly, the Poincaré algebra consists the follow-
ing expressions in terms of commutation relations [1, 41]
among the Hamiltonian operator H , the momentum op-

erators P, the angular momentum J;, and the Lorentz
boost K; {i,j,k=1,2,3}.

=
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We wish to define the operators P, J;, K; properly,



which, together with H derived in (53), can satisfy these
commutation relations.

First of all, we define the momentum operator P, as
b= /d%[(ﬁﬂﬁ)i + (ﬁiu)i]. (59)
dut ou

where p; = —i0;. Then we have

P ut] = [ ol @) 557 (0l ()

+ (peu(o) 5o 0 () )]
= (piu' (y))uly) — (Bru(y))u' (y)
= pi(u’ (y)u(y)).

(60)

The angular momentum operator is defined in a similar
way,

. , 5 0
e B eI [(HFyT) —— pE ) —
Ji= [ @repal ()5 + o5l ()
Finally, the Lorentz boost is defined as [41]
K; = /d3x:vi7:[ —tP,, (62)

wherej:[ is the Hamiltonian density operator defined
from H = [ d3zH.

With these definitions of P, J;, K;, we show in Ap-
pendix G that the Hamiltonian operator (53), derived
from the extended stationary action principle, satisfies
the Poincaré algebra. Thus, the Schrodinger equation
(52) meets the symmetry requirements of special relativ-
ity. From the proofs in Appendix G, it is clear that the
Hamiltonian operator in (48) can also form the Poincaré
algebra with Pi, Ji, K;. This step completes the proce-
dure for quantization of fermionic fields without interac-
tions with other fields.

VII. RECOVERING RESULTS FROM
CANONICAL QUANTIZATION APPROACH

To confirm that the quantization framework proposed
in this study is consistent with traditional quantization
approaches, we will calculate the ground state energy of
the vacuum and the probability of particle formation of
the fermionic field in a constant external field. The re-
sults will be compared with those calculated using the
traditional canonical quantization approach. We will
show that these results are indeed in agreement. This
section closely follows the pioneer work in [33], but gen-
eralizes the solution with the parameter .
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A. Vacuum Energy

Denote the eigen states of the first quantized Hamilto-
nian h as Y,

with the completeness relation and the orthogonal con-
dition, respectively, as

S b (@l ) = o — ), (64)
/ B, (2)Pl () = Snm. (65)
We expand « and u' in terms of these eigen states,

u(@) =Y unthn(@), ul(@) =Y ufl(@).  (66)

To ensure du(x)/du(y) = §(x — y), we must have

0 0
- T () ——
s ~ S e (67)
Substituting these identities into (55), we obtain
A 2 6 2 6
= — T R e — _—

We can define the particle creation and annihilation op-
erators as

o= (Ua"f'xﬁ)a (69)
VA e 20
ag = 5 (UB + /\5u5)' (70)

where «, 8 are spinor indices. One can verify that they
satisfy the anticommutation relation

{ba, a} = dapd(z — y). (71)

Then, the Hamiltonian operator can be expressed as
H=>" Eya}an. (72)
n

Note the spinor indices are suppressed here. A typical
choice of the ground state is a Gaussian state [33]

Wolu, ul] = exp{/ drdy(utQu)}, (73)
where (2 is expanded as

Qz,y) = Z Qm¥Pn (‘T)wjn (y)- (74)



Using (68), we find that
HUy = %{Z E.+ ; ZEan
+ — ZE u nln — ZU QZHQTLJU‘])] (75)
+ ZE Zu Qpjuj — Zu Qinun]}¥o.

Since Tr(h) = 0, the first term vanishes. The energy of
the ground state Ey of the stationary Schrodinger equa-
tion HW( = EyV¥g should not depend on (uy,,u! ). Thus,
the third and fourth terms must vanish as well, which
can be satisfied if

Qi = i%énm. (76)
This leaves

Ey=1Y EnQun. (77)

We also demand that by applying the annihilation and
creation operator to the ground state,

1 1
— 4+ =) Py, 78
2+)\ ) 0 ( )

the resulting state should be null for positive energy.
That is,

al 4, = (

n

it 0 if Qpy,=-A/2, for E, >0
T _ nn ’ n

nlno = { Wy if Quy = A2, for B, <0 ()
Then, the ground state energy (77) can be written with-
out ambiguity the vacuum energy in momentum space,

1 1V
Eo=—=) |E,=—= d3

Eq. (80) is the same result derived in [33], and in agree-

ment with the result using the canonical quantization

approach [4]. Tt does not depend on the parameter \.
The covariance 2 in (74) can be further simplified as

5 ( Z Yn () Z Y (z ). (81)

E,<0 E,>0

PE+m2 (80)

It is convenient to define two projectors
En<0 En>0
Given the orthogonal properties of {1, }, one has

P_+Py =1, (P-)?=P_, (P4)’ =Py, PLP_=0.

(83)
Thus,
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With the definitions of the creation and annihilation
operators (69), the Hamiltonian operator in (48) can-
not be written in the well-known format (72). It is not
clear how the creation and annihilation operators should
be defined such that the Hamiltonian operator in (48)
can be written in the format (72). This shows an ad-
vantage of the Floreanini-Jackiw representation, which is
well adopted in the research literature for the functional
representation of Schrodinger representation of fermionic
fields. The form of Hamiltonian operator in (48) is less
preferred and is used only for heuristic purposes.

B. Solution of the Time-dependent Schrédinger
Equation

We again closely follow the technique in [33] to derive
the solution of the time-dependent Schrodinger equation
(50), but generalize the solution with the parameter .
Again, assuming that the general solution of (50) is Gaus-
sian, we can write

U = N(t) exp(u'Q(t)u), (85)

where N and 2 are time-dependent. It can be considered
as the time evolution of the vacuum state (73). Inserting
(85) into (50), we obtain

dInN 1

i = XTr(hQ) (86)
oA 2 2
i = 21— b1 + $9). (87)

Eq.(87) is solved by introducing an operator @Q(t) which
satisfies

iQ = hQ, (88)
and a time-independent operator C. Then,
A
Q(t) = 5(QE) - O)QH) + ). (89)

It is intuitive to demand that Q takes the “free solu-
tion” (84) in the asymptotic past. That is, Q@ — Qg =
(A/2)(P—- — P;) when t — —oo. This is equivalent to
choosing C = P; and Q(t) — P_ when t — —o0. Then,
the solution to Q(¢) is reduced to solving equation (88)
with the first quantized Hamiltonian.

Once Q(t) is obtained, the factor N(t) can be deter-
mined from (86)

N(t)zNoexp(—é / Tr(hQ)ds), (90)

where Ny can be fixed by the normalization condition in
(B6), and one finds

N(t) = (det(1 4+ QfQ))~1/2 exp{—§ /t Re(Tr(hS2))ds}.
(91)



With (85) and (91), we can calculate the absolute square
of the matrix element of two Gaussian states, ¥, and W,
as the following expression,

(1+Q]0:)(1 + Q)

|(W|Ws)[? = det .
(1+Q{Q) (1 + Q50)

(92)

This is the basic expression for calculating the probability
of particle creation.

C. Probability of Particle Creation

Suppose that we take ¥y as the vacuum state in the
asymptotic past and 1 — Qg in (84), and U5 is the state
of time evolving from the vacuum state according to (50),
where the covariance Q3(t) evolves according to (87) and
the Hamiltonian h contains an external electromagnetic
field, then expression (92) is interpreted as the probabil-
ity of particle creation. Here we assume that Ws will take
the vacuum state again in the asymptotic future. This
corresponds to a physically reasonable assumption that
the external field is switched on somewhere in the past
and switched off again somewhere in the future. We will
first compute (92) when Q; = Qp and Q3 as the gen-
eral solution to (87), then take the solution of Qs at the
asymptotic limit ¢ — oo. We will remove the subscript
of €9 in the remainder of this section.

Since Qy = Qg and Q2 = \?/4, (92) is rewritten as

(1+Q0Q(1) (1 + Q1 (1))

(Wl 02)* = det o T armany) .
where () takes the form of (94) with C' = P4,
a(r) = 5@ - PO@ + P (94)

Q(t) is determined by solving (88) and, in general, can
be expanded as [33]

Q) =D xa(t)xh, (95)

where x,, is an eigenfunction of the first quantized Hamil-
tonian h with negative frequency, and x,(¢) denotes the
solution of (88) that satisfies lim;—, _ oo Xn(t) = Xn. Fur-
ther expanding x, () as

Xn(t) = Qnm (8)Xm + Bam (£)m, (96)

where 1), is a positive frequency eigenfunction of h, and
«, 3 are the time-dependent Bogolubov coefficients that
satisfy the normal condition afa + g8 = 1. Following
calculations similar to [33], we find that

Q(t) = Qo + AB, (97)

where B is an operator defined as

B(z,y) = Y va(@)ay Buxl(y). (98)

n,s,t
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The operator B is considered a nilpotent operator, which
maps negative energy eigenfunctions to positive ones and
annihilates positive energy eigenfunctions.

From (97) and the fact that Qg = A\?/4, one can derive
the following expressions

/\2
Q090(t) = (1 -2B), (99)
QT ()Q = %2(1 —2BT), (100)
Q) = %2(1 —~ 2B —2B" +4B'B). (101)

Substituting them into (93), we have

(1+2°(1-2B))(1+ 2-(1 - 2B"))
(1+2)(1+2(1-2B 2Bt +4BiB))’
(102)
Written in the basis (1, x)T, operator B, defined in (98),
and its adjoint BT, read

B:(g aolﬂ)= BT:((of?ﬂ)T 8)

For simpler notation, denote v = (1 + A?/4). One can
verify that

(W |Ws)|? = det

(103)

det(1 + %2(1 —2B)) = det(v?)

det(1 + %2(1 —2B")) = det(v?)

2
det(1 + %(1 —2B - 2B' +4B'B))

= det(¥?)(* + Na ' B(a71B)T).
Substituting them into (102), we find that

[(W1[W2)[* = det(1 + ra~'Bla™'B)1) 7, (104)
where k = (A\/v)2 = A2/(1+ A?/4)%. Given the property
afa+ B8 =1, (104) can be further simplified as

(01| W2)|? = det(1 + xpT(1 - 58T 716) 7"

Note that when A = 2, we have x = 1, then (105) is
reduced to the same result as in [33].

Eq.(105) shows that the calculation of the particle cre-
ation probability is reduced to finding the Bogolubov co-
efficients 3, which are completely determined by (88).
For a charged fermionic field under the influence of a

constant external electric field E = Eeé,, it turns out
that [33]

(105)

(106)

where

_ piApy+m?

§= " 1eq] (107)



These allow us to evaluate (105) as

—7€
Uy |Ws) % = det(1 — e -
) = et — )
ke ¢

= exp Tr(ln(l — m)) (108)

ke~
— —Tr —
eXp ZTL 1—|—(K,—1)€ 71-5) )

The trace operator reads [33]

2V 2eEVT
(2m)3 (2m)3
where T is the time duration of the influence of the ex-

ternal electric field, which expands from the far past (“in
- region”) to the far future (“out - region”). Thus,

Tr — /dpzdpydpz = /dpxdpy, (109)

(U1 W9)]? =
2eEVT

dp,.d .

exp(— 27T3Z /p py1+ K_l)eﬂ-g))

(110)

It is not possible to carry out the integrals over p, and
py analytically. However, when x = 1, that is, when
A = 2, the integrand in (110) becomes Gaussian and the
integrals can be carried out,

2eEVT Cm
o 2oy [ dvaton)

(eE)2VT 1 _nxm?
— exp(—w Z eE

(W] W)]?* =

(111)

This agrees exactly with the classical result of Schwinger
[38] using the canonical quantization approach.

VIII. FIELD INTERACTIONS

In this section, we apply the quantization framework
to the Lagrangian that includes interaction with other
fields. Specifically, we will quantize the fermionic fields
that are coupling with Abelian electromagnetic fields,
or non-Abelian gauge fields, or interacting with the
fermionic field itself. The last case will lead to a non-
linear functional Schrodinger equation.

A. Interaction with Electromagnetic Field

Adding the interaction term between the ferminonic
field and the electromagnetic vector field A into the La-
grangian (3) amounts to promoting the regular derivative
operator to a covariant derivative,

(112)

L= S0 Dutp — L (D) — mi,
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where the covariant derivative is defined as D1 = (9, +
éeAﬂ))w and D,Y = (9, —ieA,)y. Expanding D, in
112),

L= EO - 61/717”14”1#7

where Lo is the Lagrangian density of the free fermionic
field (3). This extra term is quadratic in the sense that
it is in the form of 1) where the matrix is Q = A,
From this Lagrangian density, the momentum conjugates
to the field variables 1 and 1 are still given by (4) and
(5). Choosing the gauge condition Ay = 0, the Hamilto-
nian becomes

H= / dzdyt (2) (2, y)¥(y),

(113)

(114)

where we have suppressed the superscript in d®zd®y for
simpler notation, and define

W(z,y) = —iv"v'0:6(x —y) +°(m + ey 4;)d(x — y)
= h(z,y) + ey’ Aid(z — y).
(115)

After the extended canonical transformation, the Hamil-
tonian is similar to (16) but with h replaced by h'.

— 4 !
H = /\Q/dd{whwﬁ} (116)
Or, it can be in the more general form
268 21 68
— [t N e
H 4/d:cd (! + /\M))h (¥ + A&/ﬂ)' (117)

The rest of the quantization procedure is the same as the
quantization of free fermionic fields, only with h replaced
by I’. The resulting Floreanini-Jackiw representation of
functional Schrodinger equation is
26

A
0V = Z{/ dady(pt + =)' (¢ +

Yo (118)

29

B. Interaction with Non-Abelian Gauge Field

Consider a toy theory of local SU(2) symmetry for two
types of fermions, each with mass m [2]. The fermionic
fields can be written as

b g
\IJ == \IJ = =
( ¢2 ) (1/}17 1/)2)
The standard Lagrangian density, similar to (2), is
L = U(iv"d, —m)V. (120)

The SU(2) gauge theory is then described by the follow-
ing Lagrangian density [2]

(1, 93)y° (119)

Ly = \Tl(i*y“D —m)¥ — iGW -GM, where  (121)
=0, gT W, (z), (122)
G = [LWV -0, W, +g(W, xW,), (123)



7 is the Pauli matrices for isospin, and ¢ is the charge
of the theory that determines how strong the gauge field
W, interacts with W.

However, if we use the form of Lagrangian density sim-
ilar to (3), we have

L= %@wm - %aﬂww — U, (124)

and the correspondent Lagrangian density for the gauge
theory is

) = ) — — 1
L = %\IIV“D#\I/ - %(D#\IJW\I/ - mUV — Gy - G
] (125)
The covariant derivative acting on W is defined as

DU =8,T + %g@(r W) (126)

The question here is whether £ is equivalent to £,. Ex-
panding the covariant derivative in (121), we have

_ 1
Lo=LA+ V(T - W,)T — ZGW -GM. (127)

N

The second term is the minimal coupling term that de-
scribes the interaction between the gauge field W, and
the fermionic field ¥. Without considering the quantiza-
tion of the gauge field itself, we can drop the last term
in (127), and rewrite it as

Ly = B(ir"0, —m + ng W)U (128)
This is a quadratic form and the quantization procedure
is again similar to that presented earlier.

If we use the form of Lagrangian density similar to (3),

we have

L= %@7“(%\1/ - %(’“)H\iw“\ll —mUV, (129)

and the correspondent Lagrangian density for the gauge
theory is

7= i - - 1 y
E'g = 5\117“DH\II — §(DM\I/)7“\II —myyv — ZGW -G
] (130)
The covariant derivative acting on ¥ is defined as
_ N
DYV =0,V + 59‘1’(7 -W,). (131)

Expanding the covariant derivative in (130), we find
9z 1 v
L, =L+ 5\11(7 W) Ty — ZGW -G, (132)

which is in a form similar to (127), as desired.
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C. Interaction Between Fermions

Now we consider a more complicated Lagrangian
for the Fermi’s theory of weak interaction between
fermions [2]

£ = Li1P00 - 10,0106 — miw + GG, (139)

where G is a coupling constant that determines the
strength of interaction between the fermions. Clearly,
the interaction term is no longer quadratic. In fact,
the theory with such a Lagrangian density is non-
renormalizable [2]. Tt would be interesting to see whether
our quantization framework can be applied for such a La-
grangian.

The momentum conjugates to the field variables ¢ and
YT are still given by (4) and (5). The Hamiltonian is
calculated similarly to (8) as

H— / dedy{(Why) — Wigy)?},  (134)

where we denote g = Y0vV/Gé(x — y).
Step II. Performing the canonical transformation. Egs.
(11) to (15) are still valid, and the Hamiltonian becomes

4 65 65 16.65 6
H:—/dxdy{p(whg—w)—l-ﬁ(@ga—w)?}. (135)

The action functional for the field ensemble is

oS
5. = / Ay DY{p(~

4 .05 68 16 65 0S5 o
+ [yl Gonsoe) + 35 Grogor

(136)

Step III. Following similar derivations in Section IV,
we can obtain the functional probability density for field
fluctuations in an infinitesimal time step At as

plw,w’] = %exp{2At/dwdy[(wThw) — (whgw)?]}.

(137)

This is no longer a Gaussian functional. Calculating the
expectation value <waw;) is not easy given the definition
of inner product in Appendix B. To proceed further,
we can assume that, in the infinitesimal time step, the
contribution from the interaction to the field fluctuations
can be ignored. This means that the second term in
the exponential of (137) is ignored assuming that g is
sufficiently small. Consequently, the probability density
(137) is reduced to (27), and (waw;> is still given by (30).
Step IV The information metrics of field fluctuations
for a period of time, Iy, is still defined in (44) using
the Tsallis divergence, which is further simplified to (45)
given (30). Together with (136), the total action func-



tional is
S 4 .65 68
5= [ D Dutpl-; + [ dodyl3(Goh5 )
16 a dp ., dp
+ FG ]+ Tp(@hé—dﬁ)}
(138)

where O is a functional introduced to simplify notation

_ 98 35
~ 57 eyT

Step V Variation of (138) over p gives the quantum
version of Hamilton-Jacobi equation

an/d A6S 65 16, 2a6R oR

TR AVl T Ay e

(140)

(139)

The variation of (138) over S is more complicated and
results in

dp 4 0S 4S . op ]

o7 = 3 ] g St + gt
32 5p 68 68 4p 5 68
B T T b P T

TR TR A TR

(141)

Using the definition of ¥ in (40), and choosing aw = 2/,
we combine (140) and (141) into a single equation with
functional derivative,

100 = é/d:z:dy( 5 )T+ AT, (142)

) 5 opt

where the functional

16 5p 8S  8S 6 5 o8
A=< /dd{(—p—+——p+2p—g—)@

50750t T 5y Syt o7 oyt
00 4S 0S5 0O
*‘P(EEEQEQE'+'gﬂ;73@$)“()2}-

(143)

Taking the complex conjugate of ¥ in (40), and denoting
U = Re™* we have

p:\i/\I/,S:%(ln\iJ—ln\I/). (144)

Substituting p and S in (143) with (144), and expressing

A in terms of ¥ and W, the resulting expression is non-

trivial and cannot be simplified as an operator acting on

W, Instead, A is a functional of ¥ and W, so that

1000 = HoW + A(W, ¥)¥ (145)

where Hy is Hamiltonian operator for the free fermionic

fields as defined in (48). On the other hand, if we follow
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the standard canonical quantization procedure and pro-

2 45 2 5 . :
mote 1/} — \/_XW and 1/)T — ﬁw m (135), we obtain a
linear Schrodinger equation

16
A2/d$dy(6w 5¢T) U,

Detailed calculation shows that the second term in (146)
is different from the second term in (145). Eq. (145) is
a non-linear equation of ¥ with functional derivative. In
general, there is no guarantee that a linear Schrédinger
equation always exists for a non-renormalizable quantum
field theory [52]. The result in (145) confirms such an
assertion in the case of quantum field theory for Fermion
interactions.

100V = HyWU — (146)

IX. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS

A. Comparisons with Standard Second
Quantization Frameworks

The two standard second quantization frameworks in
quantum field theory, canonical quantization and the
path integral formulation, as well as the quantization
framework presented in this paper, all originate from the
Lagrangian formalism. Among them, the path integral
formulation is often considered the most straightforward.
However, it implicitly assumes the existence of a linear
Schrédinger equation for the wave functional. In fact,
the path integral formulation and the linear Schrédinger
equation can be derived from each other [3, 42]. This
raises an interesting question: Can the path integral ap-
proach be applied to quantize fields described by La-
grangians such as (133) because our quantization frame-
work demonstrates that, for such a Lagrangian, the re-
sulting Schrédinger equation is inherently non-linear.

Both canonical quantization and the quantization
framework presented in this paper derive the conjugate
momenta from the Lagrangian. However, in canonical
quantization, the field variables and their conjugate mo-
menta are promoted to operators as a fundamental postu-
late, an assumption that can sometimes appear ad hoc, as
seen in the Floreanini-Jackiw representation of fermionic
fields. In contrast, the quantization framework developed
here does not require this operator promotion step. In-
stead, operators emerge naturally as mathematical tools
after the quantization process. Furthermore, standard
canonical quantization also assumes the existence of a
linear Schrédinger equation in the wave functional repre-
sentation. But our result shows that for fields governed
by Lagrangians such as (133), the Schrodinger equation
is non-linear.

B. Physical Meanings of the Free Parameters

There are two parameters introduced in the quanti-
zation framework presented in this paper, the order of



Tsallis divergence «, and the canonical transformation
parameter A. Since the canonical transformation does
not alter the underlying physical dynamics, there is no
physical significance of the parameter \. Instead, it is a
parameter that is used to meet the requirement of linear-
ity of the Schrédinger equation of the functional wave in
conjunction with the parameter «. That is, they should
satisfy the relation A = 1/2 to ensure the linearity of
the Floreanini-Jackiw representation of the Schrodinger
equation. Thus, fixing « also fixed A, or vice versa.

The parameter «, on the other hand, contains physical
meanings related to the effect of field fluctuation. The
Tsallis divergence quantifies the deviation of the proba-
bility distribution due to field fluctuation from the prob-
ability distribution without field fluctuation. To help un-
derstand the meanings of «, we can use a simpler discrete
form of the definition of D% in (44)

(147)

a—1

D7 = () -1,

where p; is the probability of i-th field configuration
without field fluctuation and ¢; is the probability of the
same field configuration but with field fluctuation. When
a — 1, there is no weight on each r; = p;/q;, and the
Tsallis divergence converges to the Kullback-Leibler di-
vergence. However, for o # 1, there is a weight on each
r;. When a — 0, ¥ — 1 regardless of the value of ry;
On the other hand, when o > 1, 7 - 0for 0 <r; <1
and r{* — oo for r; > 1. Thus, when o < 1, the deviation
of the probability distribution due to field fluctuation is
deemphasized, while when a > 1, the deviation is en-
hanced. « serves as a parameter to regulate the degree
to which the fluctuation of the field causes the probabil-
ity distribution to deviate from its original distribution
in a fermionic field.

There is only one free parameter given the relation
a\ = 1/2. Although we keep A instead of a in
the Floreanini-Jackiw representation of the Schrodinger
equation due to mathematical convenience, it is actually
more physically meaningful to replace A with a. The
theory presented here does not predict the exact value
of a. Instead, it is determined by comparing it with
the experimental verifiable physical value. For example,
comparing it with the theoretical calculation of the prob-
ability of particle creation, as shown in Section VII C, we
determine that @ = 1/4 (and therefore A = 2) so that
the result agrees with the canonical quantization result,
which can be verified experimentally. Since o < 1, this
means that, for our formalism to be in agreement with
canonical quantization, we need to scale back the degree
to which the fluctuation of the fermionic field causes the
probability distribution to deviate from its original dis-
tribution.
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C. On the Schrédinger Picture

The Schrodinger picture offers several advantages
over the standard Fock space formulation of quantum
fields [34]. In particular, the Schrédinger wave func-
tional provides an intrinsic description of the vacuum
state without reference to the spectrum of excited states.
This is especially significant in curved spacetime, where
defining a unique vacuum in the Fock space formal-
ism presents inherent challenges [34]. Furthermore, the
Schrédinger picture is often regarded as the most natural
representation from the perspective of canonical quan-
tum gravity, where spacetime is typically decomposed
into a spatial manifold evolving in time [36]. By formu-
lating quantum field theory in the Schrédinger represen-
tation, we gain deeper insight into the similarities and
differences between non-relativistic quantum mechanics
and relativistic quantum field theory. This perspective
may also offer new approaches for applying concepts
from one framework to the other. For example, com-
puting information-theoretic quantities such as entangle-
ment entropy in quantum field theory remains a chal-
lenge [37]. In non-relativistic quantum mechanics, en-
tanglement entropy for a system is typically calculated
using the wave function. With the availability of the
Schrédinger wave functional in field theory, a similar
methodology may be developed to compute the entan-
glement entropy in quantum field systems.

D. Limitations

The assumption of field fluctuations serves as the foun-
dation for defining the information metric /¢, which ul-
timately gives rise to the quantum behavior of the field.
However, we do not provide a concrete physical model
for these fluctuations. The underlying physics govern-
ing field fluctuations is expected to be complex and may
hold the key to a deeper understanding of quantum field
theory. Exploring this in detail is beyond the scope of
this paper. Our goal here is to minimize the number of
assumptions required to derive the Schrédinger equation
for the wave functional, allowing future research to focus
on justifying and refining these assumptions.

The formulations presented in this paper are developed
within a flat Minkowski spacetime. However, we expect
that this framework can be extended to curved space-
time, enabling the derivation of the Schrodinger equation
on a gravitational background. This remains an interest-
ing direction for future exploration.

It is also worth to point out that the results in Section
VIII C are preliminary. It is not clear that quantizing a
non-renormalizable fermionic field always leads to a non-
linear Schrodinger equation. More extensive investiga-
tion is needed to confirm the rigorousness and generality
of the results.



E. Conclusions

In this paper, we have developed a quantization frame-
work for fermionic fields based on the extended station-
ary action principle. Originally introduced to derive
non-relativistic quantum theory [28] and later applied to
scalar field quantization, this principle provides a novel
perspective on the transition from classical to quantum
field theory. By addressing the mathematical challenges
of functional variation with Grassmann variables, we suc-
cessfully derived the Floreanini-Jackiw representation of
the Schrodinger equation for the wave functional. Fur-
thermore, we verified that the resulting Hamiltonian op-
erator generates the Poincaré algebra, ensuring that the
theory maintains the full symmetry structure required by
special relativity.

The extended stationary action principle offers a
unique information-theoretic perspective on quantum
field theory. As described in Section II, this framework
is built on two fundamental assumptions. Assumption 2
establishes that the Planck constant defines the minimal
discrete unit of action necessary for a field configuration
to exhibit observable dynamics. In the classical limit,
where this discrete action is effectively zero, the theory
reduces to a classical field theory. Assumption 1 intro-
duces a new metric, based on relative entropy, to quan-
tify additional observable information arising from field
fluctuations. This additional information metric is then
converted to a correction term for the classical action
via Assumption 2, leading to quantum behavior. By in-
corporating these entropy-based corrections into the La-
grangian, the classical field theory naturally transitions
into a quantum field theory.

Our quantization framework serves as an alternative
to the standard canonical quantization and path inte-
gral formulation. We verify that it reproduces the results
of the canonical quantum field theory for fermions with
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a concrete calculation of the probability of particle cre-
ation under the influence of an external constant electric
field. In addition, the framework offers an alternative
approach for quantizing non-renormalizable theories, as
demonstrated in Section VIII. Although renormalizable
theories always admit a linear Schrodinger representa-
tion [52], non-renormalizable theories do not necessarily
possess such a representation. In particular, we showed
that applying this framework to the non-renormalizable
weak interaction between fermions leads to a nonlinear
Schrédinger equation, a preliminary result that high-
lights the potential of this approach.

The works in Refs. [28-30], along with the present
study, demonstrate the flexibility and broad applicability
of the mathematical framework based on the extended
stationary action principle across both non-relativistic
quantum mechanics and relativistic quantum field the-
ory. Extending this framework to curved spacetime is
highly feasible, providing a promising direction for fu-
ture research. Since existing quantization methods face
significant challenges in quantizing the gravitational field,
exploring alternative approaches is desirable. Given the
success of this framework in quantizing both scalar and
fermionic fields, a natural next step is to investigate its
applicability to quantizing the gravitational field, which
is a topic for future study.
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Appendix A: Canonical Transformation for Fermionic Fields

Suppose we choose a foliation of the Minkowski spacetime into a succession of fixed ¢ spacetime hypersurfaces X;.
The field configurations (¢, 1) for ¥; can be understood as a vector with infinitely many components for each spatial

point on the Cauchy hypersurface ¥; at time instance ¢ and, denoted as ¥, x = ¥(¢,x) = ¥(x), and wz_x = yi(x).
Here, the meaning of ¢ (z) should be understood as the field component 1y at each spatial point of the hypersurfaces
Y, at time instance t. We want to transform from the pairs of canonical variables (¢, my) and (1/)T,7Tw1) into a
generalized canonical variables (®, 1) and (', II7), and preserve the form of canonical equations. Recall that we need
to consider these fields variables as Grassmann-valued variables. Denote the Lagrangian for both canonical variables
as L = fEt (Ymy + T myi)d3x — H(, T, my, myt) and L' = fEt (I + T d32z — K (®, ®T,I1, IIT), respectively, where
H is defined in (7) and K is the new form of Hamiltonian with the generalized canonical variables. We will omit
the subscript ¥; in the integral. To ensure the form of canonical equations is preserved from the stationary action
principle, one must have

6/dtL = 5/dt{/(1/}m +Pimy)de — H, ot mp, mpe)} =0 (A1)
5/dtL’ = 5/dt{/(<i>H + o' d®z — K(®, 1, 11,117} = 0. (A2)

One way to meet such conditions is that the Lagrangian in both integrals satisfy the following relation

dG

L
where G is a generating functional, and A is a constant. When A\ # 1, the transformation is called an extended
canonical transformation. Re-arranging (A3), we have

dG

dt
Choose a generating functional G = [(®II + O d3x — S(¢, T, T, TIT, #), that is, a type 2 generating functional
analogous to the type 2 generating function in classical mechanics [28]. Its total time derivative is

/ (1T + ST d%z — K (®, T, T1,11T) = X( / (Wmy + T myr)dPe — H(, §f, my, myt)) + (A3)

/(<i>H + @I — Ny + Py ))de — (K — AH). (A4)

% = /(@n + &M+ @IT + @I dPe — %—f - /(1/32—3 + 1/}*;—; + Hg—fl + ﬁ*%)ci%- (A5)
Comparing (A4) and (A5) results in
%—f = K — M, (A6)
S =t 5o = M (A7)
g—ﬁ = -, % = —of, (A8)

From (A6), K = (0S/dt+\H). Thus, L' = [(®IT+ I d3z — (0S/dt+AH). We can choose a generating functional
S such that ® and ® do not explicitly depend on ¢ during motion so that ® = &' = 0 and L' = —(0S/dt + \H).
Then the action functional with the generalized canonical variables becomes

A, = /dtL’ = —/dt{%—f + NH (s, T, w7} (A9)

where the Hamiltonian H is given in (7) or (8). If one further imposes constraint on the generating functional S such
that the generalized Hamiltonian K = 0, Eq. (A6) becomes the field theory version of the Hamilton-Jacobi equation
for the functional S, 0S/0t + H = 0 if we choose A = 1.

Now consider that the field configurations [1/(x), % (x)] are not definite but follow a probability distribution at any
point of ;. Alternatively, they can be understood as an ensemble of field configurations with probability density
p(1(x), T (x),t). In this case, the Lagrangian density is pL’, and the total action functional for the ensemble of field
configurations is,

08

5. = = [ DDt p(w, 1 DG + AH (v m ), (410)

If we change the generalized canonical pair as (p, S), applying the stationary action principle based on S, by variation of
S. over p, one obtains, again, the field theory version of Hamilton-Jacobi equation for the functional S, 05/9t+ H = 0.
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Appendix B: Inner Product and Expectation Value with Grassmann Variables

A fixed-time functional ¥[w,w'] can be viewed as a ket: |¥) <+ ¥[w,w']. The inner product is defined by functional
integration

(T |Wy) :/DwTDw\II’{\Ilg. (B1)
The dual functional (¥| <+ ¥*[w, w'], with Grassmann variables w, w', is defined as [32, 33]
U w, w' /DwTDwexp (@'w - wio)¥[o, o', (B2)

where U is the Hermitian conjugate of ¥. The same compact notation as (28) is used for w'w = [ dzdyw], (y)wa (z).
The expectation value of w, (z)w] (y) is calculated as

(wa(x )w,@ /DwTDw\IJ*waw v, (B3)

Given the probability density in (29), we define ¥ = /p = exp (Atw'hw) (omitting the normalization factor Z).
Denote 2 = hAt, it becomes

U = exp (wiQw). (B4)
The dual functional, by the rules of Grassmann integration, becomes [33]
T = det(—0) exp (w'(Q1) " w). (B5)

Note that the minus sign in det(—{2) arises because of the order of the integral measure DwDw. The normalization
factor becomes

(T|0) = det(—NT) /DwTDw exp (W + () w) = det(QTQ + 1). (B6)

The normalized expectation value of wa(a:)wl[ (y) is

det(—£2
i f i
@@k 0) = T / Dt Duswass)exp (W02 + (21) )
det(—Qt) / (B7)
= DwiDw exp O+ (Qf w+win+nt
T det(QIQ+ 1) 57755% (Wi + (@171 =ri=o
—(Q+ Q)5 ).
Substitute 2 = hAt into the above equation, and note that A is hermitian,
hAt
(wa(:v)wﬁ(y» ((hAt)Q 4 1)aﬂ($,y)- ( )
When At — 0, this is simplified as
(wa(@)wh (y)) = —hap (@, y)At. (B9Y)
For a general probability density plw,w'], the normalization factor Z and expectation value for variable O are
(Vp)* = /DGJT'D@ exp (@'w — wi@)/ pl@, @], (B10)
N = [ D' Dul ) (VP (B11)

- %/DMDw(\/ﬁ)*O(\/ﬁ). (B12)
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Appendix C: Information Metrics for Field Fluctuations

To derive (34) from (32) we need to take the functional derivative of p[¢) + w, ¥ 4+ wT,#;] around ¢ and ¥'. But
first we should be cautious about the correct formula for a Taylor expansion with Grassmann variable. For instance,
let f(u1,u2) = a+ buy + cus + dujus be a function with Grassmann variables u; and us. One can verify that the
correct Taylor expansion is

fur +vi,us + v2) = fug,uy) + Ulg—i + ’Ugg—{i + V109 8512(9%, (C1)
instead of
f(ul—i—vl,uQ—i—vg):f(ul,ul)—i—g—fvl—i—g—fz 2—1—%1&1}2. (C2)
With this in mind, let us expand p[t) + w, ¥ + w', ;] up to the second order. We will omit the time labeling for p.
pli et +0) = gl w1+ [ @ 20+ [ @) b [ Pa e ) L (3
0¢a(z) P ouk () P 0wk (1) 0tba ()

Note the convention of Einstein summation on the field component indices «, 3. The expansion is legitimate because
(30) shows that the expectation value of fluctuation displacement wawg is proportional to At. As At — 0, only very

small w and w' are significant. Then

Y +w,yf + ol 1 0 d "
et ln{1+;[/d3wwa(w)W[Ex)+/d3y T WE(y)+/d3$d3y“a<$)w2(y)7p]

Pl ] Sk () LI ED)
! 3 1wa (T o _ 3! o 3 2d® ywe (2w} 76%
=l Pra@g s+ [ @l [ Eota@ ot

1 / 3 op / 3,1 op 19
- —| [ d’rwa(x + | d’ywy(y
o @5 O
Substitute the above expansion into (32), and take the expectation values (-),,. Owning to the identities in (30) and
(31), the only surviving terms are

(Drr(pl, ", ti]llplt + w, ¥T + w', t]))w

— f SedPy(wa(z)w! 752/) 31:31 op wa(z)w! op
[ Potpul [ dadyoata) ﬂ<y>>5wg(y)%(x)+/d o S e D

L, e
Sba(@)0(y) P Oba(@) " sk ()

= At / DYDY / dBrd®y{has(z,y)

Performing the integration in the first term by explicitly expanding the integration measure DDy over all the
spatial points x,y in the hypersurface 3,

Z/ IT avhunsp (2 (C4)

T
T,YEDy; x',y €3, 5w

- Z/ H dwl’d%’(mwm,w;:w_p|ww,w5:—oo) (C5)

T,Y€X:, U ' Fxy' Ay

3,73 i
/da:dde)Dd)&w( 10Ty

We temporarily omit the component label «, 5 in the above integral. Assuming p is a smooth functional such that it
approaches zero when v, 1/)T approaches the boundary, the above integral vanishes. Thus,

op
T T w=A T Sed3y= JY)——.
(Drcr ol ol + 0,01+ 1)) = At [ DY [ @by =t ety
Substitute this into (32),
N—1 1 5p
_ t t oyt i 3
1= S ralpten sl + o+t e = fai [ 2000 [ deyl sshaea s s o

Written in matrix format, it becomes (34).
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Appendix D: Integration by Parts with Grassmann Variables

Denote f(u,u') and g(u,u’) are two functions with Grassmann variable v and u'. Swapping the order between u
and f(u,u') produces the following result:

wf(u,u) = f(—u, —ub)u. (D1)

Similarly, since the derivative 6% itself is considered a Grassmann variable, swapping the order between % and

fu,ut) gives

0 0
O flu,ut) = flou, ) 2 (D2)
Since
= /dquu%(fg) z/dquu(%f)g—i—/dquuf(—u, —uT)({%(g). (D3)
We have
/dquu(%f(u,uT))g(u,uT) = —/dquuf(—u,—uT)%g(u,uT). (D4)

Applying the same logic to functional F(¢, ¢!) and G(¢, #"), where ¢(x) and ¢'(y ) are Grassmann-valued fields

| PoDo(F(6.60)6(0,01) = - [ Do DoF (-0, ~61) 55616, (03)

¢

Next we generalize to multi-component Grassmann-valued fields 1, ¥T with components 1, and 1/12

/ DWW(%F(%W))WGM,w:— / DY DYF(—, ¢*>WﬂaﬁGa(w,wT>. (D6)

where Qaﬁ is an element of the matrix . Let F' = §'S(¢, ") where ¢’ represents a small variation of functional S,
and G = W’ the above equation becomes
B

0 o ST (4, ¥1) g 0T (v, 1)
DYIDY(—6"S (4, ¢1))Qap DYIDY(' S(—p, —p1)) ——Qap———. D7
[ Pv DG s wh) o —— [ DUDUHES (0.~ 5= ) (1)
Let Q3 = hag, and rewrite the equation above in a more compact matrix form,
i t 5T(1/11/1 t tyy 0 5T(1/11/1)
[ Pu Dot o s s — - [ DutDu@s(-v,—u) ottt (3)
Similarly, in (D6), if we let G = ¢'S and F = w* , we obtain
DYIDY—"""2Q, 5——(8'S(), ")) = — | DYDY —Qus——2(8'S (), )1 D9
JRE 257 05 oo d’wg e @sway o)
—ah. —qpT
DYt Dy0 0,5 LV V) (15, 1)), D10
—— [ DuiDY 5 S Esw. (o
In matrix format, this is
i 0L W T) 6 oo 1oy 0 p 0T, =00 o i
[P D st uh) = - [ Duiw L n LT s, ), (D11)

If the functional 7" is invariant with changing signs of the field variables, that is, T'(—v, —¢T) = T(¢, 1), the rules
for integration by part, (D8) and (D11), are the same as those with regular non-Grassmann variables. Fortunately,
the Lagrangian for fermionic fields is always coupling ¢ with 1T, that is, ¢ always appears in pair with ¢t for each
term in the Lagrangian. We expect that the functionals S and p can consist of all possible combinations in terms
of pairs (¥ 15). However, flipping the signs for both 15 and ¢ at the same time does not result in a change in
sign. Thus, we can safely assume S(—, —t) = S(2, 1), and p(—1, —1pT) = p(1,¥T) in the rest of this paper. This
greatly simplifies the integration by part in our calculations.
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Appendix E: Derivation of the Schrédinger Equation

To derive equation (37), we perform the variation procedure on (35) with respect to S. The first term becomes
’ 1 a8 1 9p
—0" [ dtDY"Dy(p 8t) dtDy Dw( 6 S). (E1)

For the variation of the second term, we need to use (D8) and (D11),

(085, 554 5(8'S), 6S 68 8(5
5’/dtz>wz>¢/d3xd3 Apéwhéw) )\/dtDwTDw/dga:dgy{p (&b )hé—w-i- P5h EW)} (E2)

_ 4 t 3.3 5P 08 0,08, 985, dop 6 'S
_ )\/dtDwa/dxdy (Fohss + o) + (b + o (Wm (E3)

Note that the symbol &’ refers to the variation over the functional S while § refers to the variation over the field
variable ¢. The third term in (35) vanishes when we take variation with respect to S. Combining the above two
results, and demanding §’S; = 0 for arbitrary 4’5, we obtain

8/)4335/)55’555/) 6,65,
5 )\/dxd 5¢h5¢T 6wh5wT+2p5wh&w}_O. (E4)

The next step is to derive (38). Variation of Iy given in (34) with a small arbitrary change of p, §’'p, results in

_ d'pdp, op  10(d'p), dp  1dp, 6('p)

N R R e A T A T )
[ apito [dtety L9000 5 100 5 4
_/dtDw Dw/dxdy ol = S G = S TSR (E6)
_ t 8y L 0Py 0P 20, 0p g
_/dtDw Dw/d:cdy g = 2o h 2L (E7)

Defining R = |/p, one can verify that

45 0R 1,60 25, 6 )
Rop ot p2 o ot poy oyt
Inserting it into (ET) gives (38).
Now defining U[¢,t] = \/p[#, t]e’®, and substituting (39) and the continuity equation (37), we have

iov i 0
U ot 200t Ot
15p 08 1465, dp o 68 4465 68 1 6p, 0p 106 0dp
>y ——h—+——h—+ —h—)—(=—h ——h— - ——h— El
/ {/\(2 50750t T o050 50t T 50 50t~ Nsasat T eeeut  poeoept)t (F10)
On the other hand, computing the second order of functional derivative of ¥ gives

5V 1 bp 68

) Lop, 85 1688, dp 6,08 5S 68 1 6p. Sp 1 6. bp

A RO VY I T PR AL MR U T D P N Vb L T P e PRl A
46 6 16p. 65 18S 6p & 68 468 6S 1 6p. Sp 2 68 . bp
Nou BT {A(2 50" 50t T 250050t e er) T Nsp st t R 50 5ut T N g eyt Y (B19)

Comparing (E10) and (E13), and choosing A = 2, we obtain the Schrodinger equation for the wave functional ¥,

OV 8 ( 0
18—_2/dm V(5550 Y (E14)
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Appendix F: Tsallis Divergence

Based on the definition of /§ in (44), and starting from (C3), we have

i P [, 91, ti] t 3o (1) —2P 3! 0p _1i-a
/Dw e ¢T+wT 0] /W Dypl+ 2 [/d " 5@ +/d el
= [Pt (-l | ez + [l
« B
1oz a— 1 3 rwe (x o Syw! 0P 2
+gol0 =D [ Faan) s+ [y o

Substitute the above expansion into (44), and take the expectation values (-),,. Due to the identities in (30) and (31),
If is simplified as

N—-1
o __ P, T, ti] B
F== Xl P e R e (F)
B = 1 op
- Z / Dt Dy / Baddy- 5% )< (I)w;(y»wm (F2)
=« f Sud3y= op x L =«
— /dmw Dw/d d p&/)a( )h s ,y)&/}g(y) I;. (F3)

Appendix G: Proof of the Poincaré Algebra
In this appendix, we will frequently encounter the following integral with derivative of the Dirac delta function
//dwdyf y)0,0(x — y). (G1)
We can first proceed with integration of y, and perform integration by part,
— [ das@) [ dua)o,8a - ) = [ dof@l- [ duite - )09
(G2)
— - [des@)ng(a) = [ de(@.5@)g(o).

For simplified notations, we write the Hamiltonian operator (53) as a linear combination of four terms, integrate the
§(x — y) function inside the operator h, and suppress the superscripts in d*zd3y,

N A~ 1. 1. 1.
H = ZH1+§H2+§H3+XH4 (G3a)
H, = /dw?—ll, i = uhu (G3b)
. . 0
= / dotla, Fy = () (G3c)
- s )
H, = / drHs, Hs = uThm (G3d)
. A )
H2 = d(EH4, H4 = 5—uhw (G3e)
Given the definition of P; in (60), we have
L . ) 0 ] 0
[P;, P = —z/dxdy[(amu I + Oigtig— 5 ), (8quf ) -+ ajyuyé )]- (G4)



25

Using (G2), one obtains

4] 0 4] 4] 0
Uy ] = /dxdy{(?muz(éu Djyty) ~— Su, 8jyuy(%‘9ixu1>—

Oy

}

0 )

= [ {011,003, = 1) 50 = OO =) 5
) )

= /dx{(ajwazmum)— - (6118]1’(1%)67}

Oy

0
/dxdy[@ixuzw,ajyuyé

}

Similarly,

0 0
dxd (’%wul—,a» ul—1]=0.
/ yl Sul, Y yéuz]

On the other hand, since du'/éu = du/du’ =0,
o 0 o 0
dxd awu , iyl /d:z:d Oiptly— Ojyul —] = 0.
/ yl Sul < 10 Y%y y5 I = yl Suy Y yéuL]

Inserting the above three equations into (G4), one gets [P;, P;] =
To calculate [P;, H], we evaluate each of the four terms for H,

[I:’Z-,Hl] = —i/da:dy(amu 56 + Oip iy 52 Ju Lhuy = —i/da:(amulhux + ulh@izuz) =0,
u T

P ) o6 , 0 ) 0
(Pr ) = =i [ dndy{(Dure) 5o (o Wity = (5o oy (D) 5o}

xX

—i / da:dy{(aixux)(—éihﬂx —y) + huy(0ix0(z — y) 0 }

: g Y
= —z/dx{ﬁh(aixuz) + h(alzuz)W} =0,

xX

Ao ) 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0
P, Hyl = —i | dxd awu + Oiglly —), —h—r i/dxd —h —8ixul — + (—h—0ipuy) —
P = =i [ eyl Qul oy + i), i) = [ dedy (b G ound) 2+ (b o) )

—i [ vy = <uau—y»%—h%(@m&w—y)) i

i 5uz}
. 4] 0 ) . ] 0 0 )

Note that the last step for [P;, H1] = 0 uses the integration by part, and the last step of [P;, Hs] = 0 uses the properties
of Grassmann variables. The proof of [P;, Hs] = 0 is not shown above, as it is similar to [P;, Hy] = 0. The linear
combination of these commutators also holds. Thus, [P;, H] = 0.

Similarly, to evaluate the commutator with the Lorentz boost operator, one can evaluate the following commutators,

RSP PN A PP 1 A 1 A 1 PSR
(KioBy) = [ daloil B~ 181, By) = 7 [ dalotl, i)+ 5 [ dloiFla, B+ 5 [ dolaita, )+ [ dolata, P

/ fol, i/dxdy{(ajxul% +8jzux%)(xiuzhuy) = z/dx{( in U )xzhuz —I—xzu h(0jausz)} = —iéijﬁl,
Uy x ’
1) 1) 1) 1)
/ sz2v = /dxdy{( xuz)mxi(ﬁ)huy—xi(ﬁ)huy(ajxuz)a}

4] 0 0 4] -
=i [ dody{ - 0p02)8(0 ~ p)aih(5) + il 05200 1) 5} = / ol 5o hdjgtty + Opoibg) 5=} = —idy
Y

5u Ouy
. A _ ) ) ) ) )
/dx[xiH4,Pj] = —z/dzdy{ximh@(aﬂlﬁ i —I—ajxux :p /{(%z Ti— Um — + 50 m(ajxajihﬁ)}
. ) 0 0 ) ) ) o
—’L/dl'{—.’l/'l%hajm 5u + 61] 5 + 1'7,6 zhaﬂﬁ} = —261]H4.
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Again, the proof of fdw[:vﬁz;g, PJ] = —iéijﬁg is not shown above, since it is similar to the proof of fdw[:vi’)'-zg, PJ] =
—iéijflg. Combining all these identities, we obtain
N oA 1. 1. 1. o
[Ki,Pj] = —’L(sij(ZH1 + §H2 + §H3 + XH4) = —Z5in.

The proofs of the rest of commutators for the Poincaré algebra in (58) are not shown here since they are very similar
to the proofs shown in this Appendix.



