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Abstract

Particle creation terms in quantum Hamiltonians are usually ultraviolet di-
vergent and thus mathematically ill defined. A rather novel way of solving this
problem is based on imposing so-called interior-boundary conditions on the wave
function. Previous papers showed that this approach works in the non-relativistic
regime, but particle creation is mostly relevant in the relativistic case after all. In
flat relativistic space-time (that is, neglecting gravity), the approach was previ-
ously found to work only for certain somewhat artificial cases. Here, as a way of
taking gravity into account, we consider curved space-time, specifically the super-
critical Reissner-Nordström space-time, which features a naked timelike singular-
ity. We find that the interior-boundary approach works fully in this setting; in
particular, we prove rigorously the existence of well-defined, self-adjoint Hamil-
tonians with particle creation at the singularity, based on interior-boundary con-
ditions. We also non-rigorously analyze the asymptotic behavior of the Bohmian
trajectories and construct the corresponding Bohm-Bell process of particle cre-
ation, motion, and annihilation. The upshot is that in quantum physics, a naked
space-time singularity need not lead to a breakdown of physical laws, but on the
contrary allows for boundary conditions governing what comes out of the singu-
larity and thereby removing the ultraviolet divergence.
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1 Introduction

It is a notoriously difficult problem [39, 35, 21] (and still active [42, 34]) to rigorously
implement particle creation and annihilation in quantum Hamiltonians at point sources,
as they are usually plagued by ultraviolet (UV) divergences. The traditional way of
resolving this issue is to employ so-called UV cut-offs (e.g., [35], see also [51, Sec. 6.2.5]),
corresponding to smearing out the source of particle creation to a positive volume, and
(if possible) defining a renormalized Hamiltonian [52, 35, 11, 22] in a limiting procedure
removing the cut-off. A different, rather novel approach to this problem is based on
interior boundary conditions (IBCs) [46, 47]: These relate the wave function ψ, defined
on a configuration space of a variable number of particles, at the interior of the n-
particle sector to the boundary (i.e., where creation/annihilation occurs) of the n + 1
particle sector.

The IBC approach has previously successfully been applied in the non-relativistic
setting [30, 29], i.e., for the Schrödinger equation involving the Laplacian. However, since
particle creation is mostly relevant in the relativistic case, it is of particular importance
to study the IBC approach in that setting, for example for the Dirac equation. In flat
relativistic space-time (i.e., neglecting gravity), two of us have shown the following no-
go result (see [24, Theorem 1]): In three spatial dimensions, there exists no self-adjoint
Hamiltonian on Fock space that involves particle creation and annihilation at the origin
but otherwise acts like the free Dirac Hamiltonian. As a positive, but somewhat artificial
result [24, Theorem 6], it was shown that IBC Hamiltonians with particle creation at
the origin can in fact be implemented in that setting upon adding a sufficiently strong
Coulomb potential at the origin. Here, we obtain an IBC Hamiltonian without coupling
to a Coulomb potential; we do so by relying only on gravity in a general-relativistic
way. In fact, the presence of a space-time singularity makes the IBC approach work
without the assumption of a strong Coulomb potential. For further works on IBCs, see
[27, 32, 44, 42, 6].

In another recent work [25], some of us studied the corresponding Bohmian trajec-
tories and (non-rigorously) constructed a |Ψ|2-distributed Markov jump process (the
Bohm-Bell process [4, 14]) in the configuration space of a variable number of particles.
Here, we provide the analogous construction with gravity (see Sections 1.1.2 and 2.4).

In this paper, as a way of taking gravity into account, we consider curved space-time,
specifically the super-critical Reissner-Nordström (sRN) space-time [37, 43, 53, 38, 23],
which is the static curved space-time surrounding a single charged point mass, a solution
of the Einstein-Maxwell equations with mass M ≥ 0, charge Q ∈ R, and angular
momentum 0, where “super-critical” means

|Q| > M . (1)

More precisely, the general Reissner-Nordström space-time is given by the manifold
M = R × (R3 \ {0}) ∼= R × (0,∞) × S2, where 0 denotes the origin of R3, equipped
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with the Lorentzian metric g with line element

ds2 = A2(r) dt2 − 1

A2(r)
dr2 − r2 dω2 (2)

in spherical coordinates (t ∈ R; r ∈ (0,∞);ω ∈ S2). Here, dω2 = dϑ2 + sin2 ϑ dφ2

in terms of the polar angle ϑ and the azimuthal angle φ, and we used natural units
ℏ = c = G = 1 and the abbreviation

A2(r) := 1− 2M

r
+
Q2

r2
(3)

with parameters M and Q representing the mass and charge at r = 0. Finally, the
electromagnetic field is denoted by

Aµ = (Q/r, 0, 0, 0) , (4)

not to be confused with the scalar A function introduced in (3). In the super-critical
regime (1), where A2(r) > 0 for all r, the singularity is timelike and naked (i.e., not
surrounded by a horizon), and the metric is static and asymptotically flat. We also
take A(r) > 0. The singularity will be regarded here as the boundary of M , i.e.,
∂M = {r = 0} = R× {0} × S2.

We note in passing that the charge and mass value of an electron satisfy the super-
criticality condition (1), so the classical space-time surrounding an electron would be
sRN, provided that the electron spin does not contribute to the angular momentum
of the space-time. While it is not known whether real electrons contain space-time
singularities, we are in part motivated by the possibility that they might (see Section 2.1
for more discussion).

The basic physical picture, illustrated in Figure 1 and underlying the entire paper,
is that a relativistic quantum-mechanical spin-1/2 particle of mass m ≥ 0 and charge
q ∈ R can be emitted and absorbed at the singularity ∂M . In our setting, this can
naturally be associated with a “source particle” of mass M ≥ 0 and charge Q ∈ R
obeying (1) (see Section 2.5 for further details). Away from the singularity, the wave
function of the quantum particle is governed by the Dirac equation on sRN space-time
with Hamiltonian H1 explicitly given in (19) below.

As our results, briefly described in Section 1.1 below, we (i) rigorously construct a
self-adjoint Hamiltonian H with particle creation, based on IBCs (see Theorem 1 in
Section 3.1), and (ii) non-rigorously analyze the asymptotic behavior of the Bohmian
trajectories close to the space-time singularity in sRN and construct the corresponding
Bohm-Bell process (see Section 3.2, in particular Proposition 1) for a particular choice
of H and “nice” wave functions.

It follows that the quantum particle has nonzero probability to hit the singularity,
although the latter could be thought of as a 0d set in 3d space, and the probability of
hitting a generic 0d or 1d set vanishes. (The reason for this kind of effective attraction
to the singularity ∂M is that at ∂M , the arriving wave function will be transported to
the 0-particle sector of Fock space, thereby effectively exerting a kind of suction on the
nearby wave function.)
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q,m

Q,M

Figure 1: Qualitative depiction of the setup in this paper: A relativistic quantum me-
chanical spin-1/2 particle of charge q and mass m moves in a curved space representing
the gravitational field of a “source particle” with charge Q and mass M (and fixed lo-
cation, which then is a curvature singularity). The quantum particle can be absorbed
and emitted by the source particle. The trajectory shown is a Bohmian trajectory of
the quantum particle shortly before absorption or after emission by the source particle.

1.1 Description of Our Main Results

In this section, we briefly describe the main results of the present paper and provide
some comments on them. Full details are given in Section 3.

1.1.1 IBC Hamiltonian with Particle Creation

As our first main result, Theorem 1, we devise a certain Hamiltonian H with parti-
cle creation and annihilation, and prove that it is self-adjoint. As mentioned above,
emission/absorption of a particle occurs at a single point in space (or world line in
space-time), the naked singularity in sRN space-time (2). Thus, on the one hand, the
present work rigorously extends the IBC approach to curved space-time (with fixed
background metric), and on the other hand, our treatment deals with (and gives phys-
ical meaning to) the well-known fact [10] that the 1-particle Dirac Hamiltonian H1 on
the sRN space-time is not essentially self-adjoint, and thus does not uniquely define a
unitary time evolution. Our Hamiltonian H is based on H1 but is defined on a version
of Fock space, as appropriate for particle creation. For simplicity, we consider only the
0-particle and 1-particle sectors of Fock space (but our approach could be extended to
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the full Fock space along the lines of [30]). It is common to exclude wave functions of
negative energy as unphysical, but we will not exclude them in our model. Our proofs
make particular use of mathematical results of Cohen and Powers [10] about the do-
main of the adjoint of H1, in particular described by the asymptotic behavior of wave
functions near the singularity. These asymptotics are then exploited to devise an IBC,
coupling the 1-particle to the 0-particle sector and thus constituting the Hamiltonian
H.

We finally remark that, in [49, Eq. (52)], one of us already conjectured an IBC for
this case; the IBC investigated here is similar but not identical, and we leave open the
question whether a self-adjoint Hamiltonian can be devised for the IBC of [49]. For a
comparison of the two IBCs, see Remark 2 in Section 3.1.

1.1.2 Bohmian Trajectories and Bohm-Bell Jump Process

As our second main result (see Section 3.2, in particular Proposition 1), in addition to
the Hamiltonian H, we construct the Bohm-Bell process [4, 14] for a particular choice
of H (viz., κ̃j = ±1 in the notation of Section 3.1) and an initial wave function Ψ0

from a suitable subspace of Hilbert space. It is a piecewise-deterministic Markovian
jump process in the configuration space of a variable number of particles that is |Ψt|2
distributed at every coordinate time t, and its jumps correspond to the creation or
annihilation events. Similar processes were devised in [13] for non-relativistic space-
time and in [25] for Minkowski space-time with a Coulomb field. While we do not
rigorously prove the existence of the process, we can specify what its defining equations
must be, in particular the law (44) for the rate of particle creation at the singularity.
This rate depends on the wave function and thus on time, while the direction of emission
is uniformly distributed over all directions. A similar law had been conjectured in [49].

Here is a comparison between the non-relativistic [30], the special-relativistic [25],
and the present general-relativistic case (summarized in Table 1). While the special-
relativistic process circles the origin infinitely many times before hitting it, our process
does not, and thus is similar in this respect to the non-relativistic process. Another
such similarity concerns the radial speed with which the quantum particle hits the
origin: while it does with speed 0 in the special-relativistic case, it does with nonzero
speed in our and the non-relativistic case. (Note that the geometrically appropriate way
of measuring this speed is dR/dt, where R denotes the radial metric distance from the
singularity, which is not the same as r, as the latter is defined so that 4πr2 is the surface
area of the sphere with coordinate r, see Section 4.2.)

1.2 Structure of the Paper

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we put the results
into context and provide relevant background information. In Section 3, we state our
main results. In Section 4, we review the known facts about the Dirac equation in the
sRN space-time. In Section 5, we prove our theorem about the existence of the IBC
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non-rel. [30] SR [25] GR (here)

dr

dt
(t0) ̸= 0 0

dR

dt
(t0) ̸= 0

ϑ(t0) const. const. const.

φ(t0) const. → ±∞ const.

Table 1: Comparison between the Bohm-Bell processes in the non-relativistic, the
special-relativistic, and the general-relativistic case; t0 is the time of absorption or emis-
sion, and R means the “tortoise coordinate” (radial metric distance) defined in (53); see
(62) for the relation R(t) and (40) for ϑ(t) and φ(t).

Hamiltonian. In Section 6, we give the details about the construction of the associ-
ated Bohm-Bell process. In Section 7, we conclude. In Appendix A, we provide the
explicit form of the angular momentum eigenfunctions in a spinor basis corresponding
to spherical coordinates.

2 Motivation, Significance, and Background

In this section, we further motivate our paper, connect our results to existing literature,
and provide additional background information.

2.1 Space-Time Singularities

One motivation for this research concerns the status of space-time singularities (i.e., of
points of infinite space-time curvature): It would seem that the laws of physics break
down at singularities, as anything could come out of a singularity if it is timelike (as
it is for the sRN space-time). However, in the model considered here, certain laws of
nature (the IBC and the law determining the creation rate) govern what comes out of
the singularity. That is, the singularity does not lead to a breakdown of physical laws, it
provides just the room needed for imposing laws for particle creation and annihilation;
this point is discussed further in [49].

Here is how that is related to Roger Penrose’s cosmic censorship conjecture [40],
which states that naked singularities do not form according to general relativity and
classical evolution through gravitational collapse from non-singular initial data. Even
if that is true, it leaves open whether elementary particles might contain naked singu-
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larities, and whether naked singularities might occur in the quantum world. Anyway,
we find the possibility of naked singularities worthy of study, in part because our results
show that they need not entail a breakdown of physical laws, but rather a gap in the
physical laws that can be filled by the laws studied here.

2.2 Ultraviolet Divergence

Another aspect concerns the problem of ultraviolet infinities. Terms in a Hamiltonian
representing particle creation and annihilation at a point source usually diverge, which
keeps the Hamiltonian from being rigorously defined. Sometimes, renormalization can
provide a way of rigorously defining a Hamiltonian [35, 11] by means of a limiting
procedure. Here, we follow a different approach based on IBCs [46, 47], which allow us
to directly characterize the Hamiltonian and its domain without a limiting procedure;
IBCs are mathematically related to point interactions [1, 5]. We limit ourselves to the
(easier) case in which the source (i.e., the emitting and absorbing particle) is fixed at
some point (taken to be the coordinate origin). This case was studied for non-relativistic
Hamiltonians (based on the Laplacian) in [30].

For the question of whether IBCs can be relevant to realistic quantum field theories,
it matters whether they can be applied in a relativistic setting. As a test case, we assume
that the particles created are spin-1

2
particles governed by the Dirac equation. (Photons

would be even more interesting, but no general formula is known for their probability
current [51, Sec. 7.3.9], which is why we prefer the Dirac equation.) It has been shown
[24] that in Minkowski space-time, IBCs can work in the (somewhat artificial) setting of
the Dirac particles feeling a sufficiently strong Coulomb potential around the source, but
not if the Coulomb potential is absent or too weak. That sounds not very encouraging;
it sounds as if IBCs often failed to work, and as if we should not expect that IBCs could
one day be found to work for uncharged relativistic particles such as photons.

However, the picture changes a lot with the results of the present paper. Basically,
the gravitational field of the source (which would also apply to photons) makes the IBC
approach work in a similar way as for a strong Coulomb field, regardless of how big
the charge q and the mass m of the Dirac particles are. In particular, it also works for
uncharged and/or massless particles.1 That is, the present paper provides support for
expecting the applicability of the IBC approach in more realistic models.

1On the other hand, we use here that the source has sufficiently large charge, |Q| > M , but that is,
first, actually satisfied for the charge and mass of an electron (as we often think of the sRN space-time
as the gravitational field of an elementary particle), and second, it is not so much an issue of the IBC
approach as one of the Einstein equation, as the Reissner-Nordström space-time for 0 < |Q| ≤M has a
complicated structure with infinitely many singularities, wormholes, and asymptotically flat regions [23,
Fig.s 25 and 26(i)], while for Q = 0 it becomes the Schwarzschild space-time, for which the singularity
becomes spacelike and thus not at all like the world line of a particle.
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2.3 Self-adjoint Extensions on Fock Space

Mathematically, our problem can be expressed in terms of self-adjoint extensions. This
is because, apart from particle creation and annihilation (which happens only at certain
places), the Hamiltonian H acts as the Dirac Hamiltonian H1 and we thus devise a self-
adjoint extension of H1 to an enlarged Hilbert space, a (truncated) Fock space. (Note,
however, that unlike usual self-adjoint extensions, which start from a densely defined
operator, H1 in our case is not densely defined, see below.)

In curved space-time, a 1-particle wave function ψ is a cross-section of a smooth
complex vector bundle S over M (called the spinor bundle) with fibers Sx (called the
Dirac spin space) for x ∈ M that are 4-dimensional complex vector spaces.

For the construction of our H, we are building on previous work on the Dirac Hamil-
tonian on sRN space-time [10, 2, 3, 18, 36, 28], particularly on [10]. A crucial difference
to these prior works is that, since we consider a mini-Fock space consisting of merely the
0-particle and 1-particle sector, our Hilbert space is 1 dimension larger than what was
considered in the prior works: If Σ is a t = const. surface for the Reissner-Nordström
time coordinate t, then the prior works considered the 1-particle Hilbert space H (1) of
functions ψ : Σ → S that are cross-sections (i.e., ψ(x) ∈ Sx) with ⟨ψ, ψ⟩ < ∞ for the
inner product

⟨ψ, ϕ⟩ =
∫
Σ

V (d3x)ψ(x)nµ(x) γ
µ
x ϕ(x) , (5)

where V is the Riemann volume measure arising from the 3-metric on Σ and nµ(x) the
future unit normal vector to Σ at x (see [51, Sec. 7.3.4] for why this is a Hilbert space).

In contrast, since we consider particle creation, our Hilbert space is the orthogonal
sum

H = H (0) ⊕ H (1) (6)

of the 0-particle space H (0) and the 1-particle space H (1) and thus constitutes a trun-
cated Fock space. The 0-particle space H (0) = C is 1-dimensional (because it is spanned
by the vacuum state). The Dirac Hamiltonian is at first defined as a differential opera-
tor H0

1 on a dense domain D0
1 in H (1); while the prior works were studying self-adjoint

extensions in H (1), we are looking at self-adjoint extensions in H = H (0) ⊕ H (1); in
particular, the operator H0

1 we extend is densely defined in H (1) but not in H . If H0
1

were essentially self-adjoint in H (1), it would have a unique self-adjoint extension in
H (1), and that would be bad for our purpose because it would entail [24, Theorem 1]
that all self-adjoint extensions in H are block diagonal, which means that no transi-
tions between H (0) and H (1) ever occur, and thus no particle creation or annihilation.
However, as found in [10], H0

1 is not essentially self-adjoint in H (1), which gives us room
to impose an IBC to obtain a self-adjoint extension H in H .

The situation here is different from that in Minkowski space-time: In the latter case,
for an uncharged particle (q = 0) on Euclidean 3-space with one point (say, the origin
0) removed, the Dirac Hamiltonian is essentially self-adjoint [45]. This roughly means
that no probability can flow into or out of the point 0 and has the consequence [24] that
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no IBC Hamiltonian with particle creation exists. As mentioned in the introduction,
that changes when a sufficiently strong Coulomb field is added to the Hamiltonian:
then the Dirac Hamiltonian is not essentially self-adjoint, and IBC Hamiltonians exist
[24]. In the present paper, the action of a Coulomb field on the quantum particle is
not necessary (i.e., we can allow q = 0), as the graviational field alone already lifts the
essential self-adjointness of the Dirac Hamiltonian. In fact, we can even allow m = 0,
and the gravitational field created by Q,M is still sufficient to ensure that the Dirac
Hamiltonian is not essentially self-adjoint, and an IBC Hamiltonian exists.

We do not aim here at identifying all possible IBC Hamiltonians on the sRN space-
time; we limit ourselves to a few examples.

For Reissner-Nordström space-times in the subcritical regime |Q| < M or the critical
regime |Q| = M , an IBC should be implementable as well because they have neighbor-
hoods of the singularities that look qualitatively similar to the sRN space-time; however,
due to wormholes and several asymptotically flat regions, they are more complicated
(and less natural as a model of a point source).

2.4 Trajectories

We also introduce the natural analog of the Bohm-Bell process for our Hamiltonian H
(see Section 3.2). The Bohm-Bell process [4, 14] is the natural extension of Bohmian
mechanics [7, 16, 51] to include particle creation and annihilation. The process is a
Markov process in configuration space; the creation and annihilation events correspond
to jumps, as the number of particles changes at these events. Between the jumps, the
process is deterministic and follows the Bohmian equation of motion.

The value of Bohmian mechanics lies in the fact that it provides a realist version of
quantum theory [51] while its empirical predictions agree with the standard ones. In
fact, Bohmian mechanics resolves the paradoxes and inconsistencies of orthodox quan-
tum mechanics and introduces precision where orthodox quantum mechanics is vague,
specifically in the theory of measurement. The Bohm-Bell process that we develop here
contributes a further step towards a convincing extension of Bohmian mechanics to
quantum field theory.

2.5 On the Structure of the Model

Here is how our model fits into a wider class of models. It involves two kinds of parti-
cles, let us call them x-particles and y-particles. The x-particles can emit and absorb
y-particles as in the scheme x ⇆ x + y. The x-particles have mass M and charge Q,
the y-particles mass m and charge q. We treat the y-particles quantum-mechanically,
whereas the x-particles (the sources of emission and absorption) are treated here as
non-dynamical and just sit at fixed positions. We limit ourselves to the case of a single
x-particle and include the classical, general-relativistic gravitational and electromag-
netic fields generated by x, which is the Reissner-Nordström space-time (2), considered
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here for |Q| > M (sRN); recall (1). The metric is singular at the location of the x-
particle, which is why the x-particle can be identified with the sRN singularity. If we
wanted to treat the x-particles quantum-mechanically, while including their general-
relativistic gravitational fields, we would presumably need a quantum gravity theory. A
non-relativistic IBC-model with quantum-mechanical x-particles was defined in [29].

We remark that our model breaks rotational invariance (which would imply conser-
vation of angular momentum) because under the simplifying assumptions made here,
that x has spin 0 and y spin 1/2, local conservation of angular momentum during cre-
ation or annihilation events is impossible (already in flat space-time [24, Sec. 2.4]). We
expect that IBC Hamiltonians will respect rotational symmetry in more realistic mod-
els. The model also violates interaction locality, i.e., the condition that the Hamiltonian
contains no interaction between spacelike separated regions. The simple reason is that
we allow only 0 or 1 y-particles, so once a y-particle has been created, and perhaps
traveled far away, another creation event at the origin is not possible. We expect that
the corresponding model on a full Fock space, allowing all n ∈ N ∪ {0} for the number
of y-particles, will respect interaction locality.

2.6 Dirac Equation in Curved Space-Time

There is a standard way of defining the 1-particle Dirac equation in a curved space-time
(M , g) (see, e.g., [19, 26, 9, 41, 31]), which we recall here for convenience of the reader.

2.6.1 Coordinate-free Form

As mentioned already in Section 2.3, the 1-particle wave function ψ is a cross-section of
a vector bundle S over M whose fibers Sx are the Dirac spin spaces. The vector bundle
S is equipped with an irreducible representation of the (complexified) Clifford algebra
ClC(TxM , g) on the spin spaces, ClC(TxM , g) → End(Sx), where TxM is the tangent
space at x ∈ M ; since TxM is itself embedded in the Clifford algebra, the representation
includes a linear mapping γx : TxM → End(Sx), called the general-relativistic gamma
matrices and subject to the Clifford relation

γµxγ
ν
x + γνxγ

µ
x = 2gµν(x) Ix , (7)

where γµx = γx(e
µ) for any basis e0, e1, e2, e3 of TxM and Ix denotes the identity operator

in Sx. If (M , g) is orientable, time-orientable, and possesses spin structure [41, (1.5.3)],
which sRN does [41, (1.5.6)], then the bundle S and the above-mentioned representation
exist; if M is simply connected, which the sRN manifold is, then they are unique up
to isomorphism [41, p. 54]. We also need the appropriate connection on S or covariant
derivative

∇ : Γ(S) → Γ(T ∗M ⊗ S) , (8)
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where Γ(S) denotes the set of smooth cross-sections of the bundle S; ∇ is uniquely
defined by the metric [41, Sec. 4.4]. The 1-particle Dirac equation in (M , g) is then(

iγµx∇µ − qγµxAµ(x)−m
)
ψ(x) = 0 , (9)

where m ≥ 0 is called the mass of the particle and q ∈ R its charge. Finally, Sx is
equipped with an “overbar” operation ψ 7→ ψ, a conjugate-linear mapping from Sx to
its dual space S∗

x, and the Born distribution (“|ψ|2 distribution”) on a spacelike surface
Σ is the measure given by

nµ(x) j
µ(x)V (d3x) (10)

with the probability current 4-vector field

jµ(x) = ψ(x) γµx ψ(x) . (11)

2.6.2 Expression in Spherical Coordinates

The Dirac equation in the sRN space-time has been studied before in many works, e.g.,
[10, 2, 18, 3, 36, 28]. We adopt a widely used basis bx in spin space Sx defined as
follows: From the coordinate basis2 (∂t, ∂r, ∂ϑ, ∂φ) of TxM , we obtain an orthonormal
basis (Lorentz frame) ex by normalizing the vectors,

ex = (e0x, e
1
x, e

2
x, e

3
x) =

(
A−1∂t, A∂r, r

−1∂ϑ, (r sinϑ)
−1∂φ

)
. (12)

To this orthonormal basis there corresponds a basis bx of Sx; the correspondence is
canonical up to an overall sign which we choose continuously in x; bx is an orthonormal
basis relative to the scalar product ψ γµ(x) gµν(x)n

ν(x)ϕ in Sx associated with the
surface {t = const.} or its future unit normal vector n(x) = A−1∂t. Relative to the
bases ex and bx, the gamma matrices have their standard entries [48],

γ0 =

(
I2 0
0 −I2

)
, γi =

(
0 σi

−σi 0

)
(13)

with σi the i-th Pauli matrix. That is, in these bases the general-relativistic gamma
matrices γµx reduce to the special-relativistic gamma matrices, to which the symbol γµ

will henceforth refer. Likewise, in the basis bx, the overbar operation is represented in
the same way as in any Lorentz frame,

ψ = ψ†γ0 . (14)

The Hilbert space H (1) of 1-particle wave functions on Σ = {t = 0} can therefore
be represented in coordinates as

H (1) = L2
(
(0,∞)× S2,C4, A−1r2 dr d2ω

)
(15)

2We follow here the convention of identifying a tangent vector with the directional derivative operator
in that direction.
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with d2ω = sinϑ dϑ dφ and inner product

⟨ψ, ϕ⟩ =
∫ ∞

0

dr

∫
S2
d2ωA−1 r2 ψ(r,ω)† ϕ(r,ω) . (16)

(Note for comparison that L2 of 3d Euclidean space is equivalent to L2((0,∞)×S2, r2 dr d2ω)
in spherical coordinates.) Indeed, (16) follows from the general expression (5), as the

Riemannian volume measure V on Σ has in general density |det 3g|1/2 in coordinates
and is in this case given by V (dr × d2ω) = A−1r2 dr d2ω, while nµ = (1, 0, 0, 0) in the
basis ex.

Correspondingly, the Born distribution is given in coordinates by

|ψ(r,ω)|2A−1 r2 dr d2ω , (17)

where |ψ|2 means ψ†ψ or, equivalently, the sum of the absolute squares of the four
complex components of ψ.

The Dirac equation on sRN space-time then reads in coordinates

i∂tψ = H1ψ (18)

with Hamiltonian [10, (2.10)]3

H1 = −iα1A2(∂r + r−1 + 1
2
A−1A′)− iα2r−1A∂ϑ

− iα3(r sinϑ)−1A∂φ +mAβ + qQr−1, (19)

where A′ = ∂rA is the derivative of A and, as usual, β = γ0 and αi = γ0γi. This
operator is defined on C∞

c ((0,∞)×S2,C4), the space of smooth functions with compact
support, which is a dense subspace of H (1).

3 Main Results

In this section, we formulate our main results. Recall that the Hilbert space of our
model is the mini-Fock space H = H (0)⊕H (1) corresponding to 0 or 1 y-particles (see
Section 2.5 for the terminology of x- and y-particles) with H (0) = C and H (1) given
by (15). The corresponding configuration space is

Q = Q(0) ∪Q(1) = {∅} ∪ Σ . (20)

Here, ∅ is the 0-particle configuration and Σ is any one of the {t = const.} surfaces;
these surfaces can be identified with each other in a canonical way (as the mapping
connecting points with equal (r, ϑ, φ) coordinates is an isometry) and represented in
coordinates (r,ω) as the Riemannian 3-manifold

Σ = (0,∞)× S2 (21)

3Cohen and Powers [10] write γµ for our −iγµ, q for our −qQ, and χ for our ψ.
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with the metric
ds2 = A−2dr2 + r2dω2 . (22)

The Born distribution on Q for Ψ ∈ H is the measure PΨ with

PΨ({∅}) = |Ψ(0)|2 (23a)

PΨ(dr × d2ω) = |Ψ(1)(r,ω)|2A−1 r2 dr d2ω . (23b)

3.1 IBC Hamiltonian with Particle Creation

In order to formulate our first main result, the existence of the Hamiltonian, we use a
certain orthonormal basis of L2(S2,C4, d2ω) traditionally denoted Φ±

mj ,κj
, where (mj, κj)

varies in the set

A :=
{
(mj, κj) : κj ∈ Z \ {0}, mj +

1
2
∈ Z, |mj| ≤ |κj| − 1

2

}
. (24)

Without going into details (see Appendix A or [48, Sec. 4.6.4] for the definition), we
remark that the Φ±

mjκj
are the joint eigenfunctions of JJJ2, Jz, K, and β, viz.,

JJJ2Φ±
mjκj

= j(j + 1)Φ±
mjκj

(25a)

J3Φ
±
mjκj

= mjΦ
±
mjκj

(25b)

KΦ±
mjκj

= κjΦ
±
mjκj

(25c)

βΦ±
mjκj

= ±Φ±
mjκj

(25d)

with j = |κj| − 1
2
, where (again without going into details) JJJ = LLL + SSS is the triple

of angular momentum operators, LLL the orbital angular momentum, SSS the spin angular
momentum, and K = β(2SSS ·LLL+ 1) the spin-orbit operator.

We also note for use in the IBC (26) that since the β matrix has eigenvalues ±1, the
projection to the eigenspace with eigenvalue −1 is 1

2
(I − β).

We define a Hamiltonian H in H for every choice of (m̃j, κ̃j) ∈ A and of a coupling
constant g ∈ C\{0}; H acts on wave functions subject to the interior-boundary condition

lim
r↘0

1
2
(I − β)r1/2Ψ(1)(r,ω) = g |Q|−1/2Φ−

m̃j κ̃j
(ω)Ψ(0) ∀ω ∈ S2 (26)

according to

(HΨ)(0) = g∗ |Q|1/2 lim
r↘0

∫
S2
d2ωΦ+

m̃j κ̃j
(ω)† r1/2Ψ(1)(r,ω) (27a)

(HΨ)(1)(r,ω) = H1Ψ
(1)(r,ω) (r > 0) (27b)

with H1 the Dirac Hamiltonian as in (19).
Here is the precise statement about the IBC Hamiltonian H:
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Theorem 1 (IBC Hamiltonian with particle creation). For every choice of the param-
eters (m̃j, κ̃j) ∈ A and g ∈ C \ {0}, there is a self-adjoint operator H with domain
D ⊂ H such that

1. For every Ψ ∈ D, the upper sector is of the form

Ψ(1)(r,ω) = f(ω) r−1/2 +O(r1/2) (28)

as r → 0 for some (uniquely determined, Ψ-dependent) f ∈ L2(S2,C4, d2ω). In
particular, the limit on the left-hand side of (26) exists and is the part of f in the
eigenspace of β with eigenvalue −1.

2. Every Ψ ∈ D satisfies the IBC (26).

3. For every Ψ(1) ∈ C∞
c ((0,∞)× S2,C4), (0,Ψ(1)) ∈ D, and H(0,Ψ(1)) = (0, H1Ψ

(1))
with H1 as in (19). Put differently, (H,D) is a self-adjoint extension of (H0

1 , D
0)

with D0 = {0} ⊕ C∞
c ((0,∞)× S2,C4) and H0

1 (0, ψ) = (0, H1ψ).

4. The 0-particle action of H is given by (27a), which holds in the precise sense that

(HΨ)(0) = g∗|Q|1/2⟨Φ+
m̃j κ̃j

, f⟩L2(S2,C4,d2ω) . (29)

5. Particle creation occurs, i.e., H is not block diagonal in the decomposition H (0)⊕
H (1).

Theorem 1 will follow as a special case of the slightly reformulated and more general
Theorem 2, formulated in Section 5.1. We give the proof of Theorem 2 in Section 5.2.

Remark 1 (Boundary conditions for the Dirac equation). While a boundary condition
for the Laplacian usually specifies the value of ψ on the boundary (as in a Dirichlet
boundary condition) or its normal derivative (as in a Neumann boundary condition),
boundary conditions for the Dirac equation usually specify two of the four components
of the wave function on the boundary, leaving the other two unspecified (e.g., [17]).
Likewise, except for the scaling factor r (which has to do with how to extend the bundle
S to the boundary [49, Sec. 5.3]), (26) specifies two of the four components of Ψ(1) at
r = 0 (those in the eigenspace of β with eigenvalue −1), leaving the other two unspecified
(those in the eigenspace of β with eigenvalue +1).

Remark 2 (Comparison to [49]). In [49], one of us conjectured what a Hamiltonian
on a sRN space-time with an IBC at the singularity and the corresponding Bohm-
Bell process might look like. The description there was based on plausibility rather
than rigorous analysis, but gets qualitatively confirmed by Theorem 1 above. Since our
proof technique for Theorem 1 makes use of the angular momentum eigenspaces Kmjκj

spanned by Φ+
mjκj

and Φ−
mjκj

, while the IBC and Hamiltonian in [49] were not related to
these subspaces, the H provided by Theorem 1 is not the same as the one described in
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[49], and we cannot answer whether the equations in [49] for the IBC and the action of
the Hamiltonian do or do not define a self-adjoint operator. But the H of Theorem 1 is
similar to the one described in [49] in that (i) the IBC (26), just as [49, (52)], concerns
two components of the limiting values of Ψ(1) on the singularity, rescaled by r1/2, and
requires them to be Ψ(0) times a certain spinor function of ω; (ii) the expression (27a)
for (HΨ)(0), just as [49, last line of (53)], is the inner product over S2 of the rescaled
Ψ(1) at the singularity with another spinor function of ω; and (iii) H acts like the Dirac
Hamiltonian away from the singularity.

Remark 3 (Comparison to [24]). In [24, Thm. 6], two of us proved the existence of a
self-adjoint IBC Hamiltonian in flat Minkowski space-time under the assumption of a
sufficiently strong Coulomb potential acting on the quantum particle. Some elements of
the construction and the proofs were similar; some differences are that the asymptote
(28) of Ψ(1) as r → 0 had a different form involving different powers of r, thus requiring
a different power of r in the IBC; that only few choices of m̃j, κ̃j worked; and the IBC
involved a different spinor field instead of Φ−

m̃j κ̃j
.

Remark 4 (Full Fock space). Along the lines of [30], our construction could be extended
to full Fock space F with an arbitrary number n ∈ {0, 1, 2, 3, . . .} of y-particles. For
each value τ ∈ R of the time coordinate t, let Στ := {t = τ} and the configuration space
be Qτ :=

⋃∞
n=0 Σ

n
τ . The boundary of configuration space consists of those configurations

with at least one y-particle at r = 0, and the IBC will relate the n-particle sector ψ(n)

of ψ ∈ F to the values of ψ(n+1) on the boundary.

Remark 5 (Multi-time wave functions). In relativistic space-time, it is usually possible
and of interest to extend the domain of definition of wave functions so as to make them
multi-time wave functions [33, 32], i.e., defined not only for simultaneous n-particle
configurations but for any spacelike n-particle configuration or even any n-particle con-
figuration at all. This is also possible for the present model, including states of arbitrary
particle number n as in Remark 4, but the x-particle, serving as the source at the sin-
gularity, needs to be taken into account: while it cannot occupy other locations than
the origin r = 0, it should be given its own time variable tx in a multi-time approach,
leading to wave functions of the form

ψ(n)(tx, t1, r1, ϑ1, φ1, . . . , tn, rn, ϑn, φn) , (30)

where tj, rj, ϑj, φj are the coordinates of the j-th y-particle. Since for multi-time wave
functions, the space-time points of two interacting particles need to be spacelike sepa-
rated, each (tj, rj, ϑj, φj) is constrained to the region spacelike from (tx, r = 0) (shaded
in Figure 2). In fact, for any n points in this region, the function (30) is uniquely deter-
mined from the n-particle wave function on Σtx (provided by the single-time evolution)
as the solution of the free Dirac equation in each (tj, rj, ϑj, φj) away from the singularity.
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(tx, r = 0)

i0

I +

I −

Σtx

Figure 2: Penrose conformal diagram of sRN space-time M , shown with the spacelike
coordinate surface Σtx = {t = tx} bordering on the point (tx, r = 0) on the singularity
∂M = {r = 0} (shown as the vertical double line); the value of tx was chosen arbitrarily;
I ± is the future (past) null infinity, i0 is the spacelike infinity, and the shaded region
comprises the points spacelike separated from (tx, r = 0).

3.2 Bohmian Trajectories and Bohm-Bell Jump Process

In Theorem 1, we constructed a self-adjoint Hamiltonian involving the creation of Dirac
particles at the sRN singularity using an IBC (26). In this section, we construct a Markov
processQt (the “Bohm-Bell process”) in the configuration spaceQ as in (20) that is Born
(“|Ψt|2”) distributed at every t ∈ R. Our approach is analogous to “Bell-type quantum
field theory” [4] in which motion of the configuration along deterministic trajectories
are interrupted by stochastic jumps. That is, Qt follows Bohmian trajectories between
the jumps, and the latter correspond to the creation/annihilation of particles. A key
element of this construction is to determine the rate of particle creation that ensures
equivariance of the process (i.e., preservation of the Born distribution), and to this end
it is relevant to determine the asymptotic Bohmian trajectories near the singularity for
this Hamiltonian.

3.2.1 Bohmian Trajectories

We now review the definition of the Bohmian trajectories and determine the coordinate
form of their equation for our setup.

The Bohmian trajectories X : R → M are solutions to Bohm’s equation of motion
[7] for the Dirac equation [8], given by

dXµ

ds
∝ jµ(X(s)) , (31)

where s is any curve parameter and jµ given by (11). In words, the world line is
everywhere tangent to the vector field jµ.

We now want to express the equation of motion in coordinates. A subtle point is that
there are two relevant bases in the tangent space TxM in which j(x) can be expressed:
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the coordinate basis (∂t, ∂r, ∂ϑ, ∂φ) and the basis ex of (12) (the normalized coordinate
basis). We write (jt, jr, jϑ, jφ) for the components of j(x) relative to the former and
(j0, j1, j2, j3) for those relative to the latter,

j(x) = jt∂t + jr∂r + jϑ∂ϑ + jφ∂φ (32a)

j(x) = j0e0x + j1e1x + j2e2x + j3e3x . (32b)

One can read off from (12) that jt = j0A−1, jr = j1A, jϑ = j2r−1, and jφ = j3(r sinϑ)−1.
Since the world line X is tangent to the vector field j on M , the image of the world line
in coordinate space with axes t, r, ϑ, φ is tangent to the image of j, which has components
(jt, jr, jϑ, jφ). Therefore, (31) reduces to

d

dt

r(t)ϑ(t)
φ(t)

 = v
(
t, r(t), ϑ(t), φ(t)

)
(33)

with

v1 =
jr

jt
=

j1A

j0A−1
= A2 (Ψ

(1))†α1Ψ(1)

|Ψ(1)|2
(34a)

v2 =
jϑ

jt
=

j2r−1

j0A−1
=
A

r

(Ψ(1))†α2Ψ(1)

|Ψ(1)|2
(34b)

v3 =
jφ

jt
=
j3(r sinϑ)−1

j0A−1
=

A

r sinϑ

(Ψ(1))†α3Ψ(1)

|Ψ(1)|2
. (34c)

3.2.2 Asymptotics of Bohmian Trajectories

We now determine the asymptotic form of the trajectories just before reaching (or after
emanating from) the singularity. In the following, we assume that

κ̃j = ±1 , (35)

and we will only consider wave functions Ψ lying in a certain subspace D̂ ⊂ H which
is invariant under the time evolution generated by H. More precisely, we take D̂ to be
the part of the domain D of H whose 1-particle component Ψ(1) has angular momentum
corresponding to the chosen (m̃j, κ̃j) ∈ A . In the notation of Sections 4.2 and 5.2.1,

D̂ := (1⊕ U−1)D̂m̃j κ̃j
(36)

involving the unitary transformation U as in (58) and the subspace D̂m̃j κ̃j
as in (75). As

becomes apparent from the proof of Theorem 1 in Section 5, the coupling between H (0)

and H (1) happens only within D̂, hence D̂ is the most relevant or interesting part of
D. Thus, by focusing on D̂, we avoid unnecessarily tedious computation for extracting
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the qualitative behavior, which we believe will not change much for general Ψ ∈ D \ D̂;
cf. [25].

Moreover, in the following asymptotic analysis of the Bohmian trajectories, we will
also make use of a (plausible and common [13, 25]) approximation for Bohm’s equation
of motion: We assume that the Bohmian velocity field v as in (34) varies slowly in time.
More specifically, we assume that for times t close to the reference time t0 ∈ R, the
asymptotics of the true Bohmian trajectories as solutions of (33) coincide (to leading
order) with those one would obtain from a time-independent velocity field v(t0, ·), i.e.,
with solutions of

d

dt

r(t)ϑ(t)
φ(t)

 = v
(
t0, r(t), ϑ(t), φ(t)

)
. (37)

This approximation corresponds to approximating Ψt ≈ Ψt0 in a suitable topology; see
[25, Remark 1] for a possible general strategy of rigorously justifying it.

This is our main result on the asymptotics of the Bohmian trajectories.

Proposition 1 (Asymptotics of Bohmian trajectories). Let κ̃j = ±1, Ψ0 ∈ D̂, denote

the time-evolved state by Ψt := e−iHtΨ0 ∈ D̂ and write

c±(t) = |Q|1/2⟨Φ±
m̃j κ̃j

, ft⟩ = |Q|1/2 lim
r↘0

∫
S2
d2ωΦ±

m̃j κ̃j
(ω)† r1/2Ψ

(1)
t (r,ω) , (38)

where ft is the analog of f from (28) obtained from Ψt. Let t0 ∈ R be any time for which

Im[c∗−(t0) c+(t0)] ̸= 0 (39)

and abbreviate c± := c±(t0).
Then the solution to (37) with r(t0) = 0, i.e., the trajectories emanating from/reaching

the singularity at time t0, occur only if Im[c∗−c+] < 0 (resp. Im[c∗−c+] > 0) and they obey
for t > t0 (resp. t < t0) the following asymptotics as t→ t0:

r(t) = Crad |t− t0|1/3 +O
(
|t− t0|2/3

)
(40a)

ϑ(t) = ϑ0 +O
(
|t− t0|2/3

)
(40b)

φ(t) = φ0 + sgn(t− t0)Caz |t− t0|1/3 +O
(
|t− t0|2/3

)
(40c)

for some constants ϑ0 ∈ [0, π] and φ0 ∈ [0, 2π) and with coefficients

Crad =

(
6Q2 |Im[c∗−c+]|
|c+|2 + |c−|2

)1/3

(41a)

Caz =
61/3sgn(Qm̃jκ̃j) Re[c

∗
−c+]

|Q|1/3(|c+|2 + |c−|2)1/3|Im[c∗−c+]|2/3
. (41b)
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Moreover,

φ(r) = φ0 −
sgn(m̃jκ̃j)

Q

Re[c∗−c+]

Im[c∗−c+]
r +O(r2) (42)

as r → 0.

The proof is given in Section 6.2. Note that the denominators in (41) and (42) are
nonzero by (39) and (1).

r

φ

x

y

x

z

Figure 3: Illustrated is a Bohmian trajectory shortly before/after absorption/emission,
asymptotically obeying (40); the figure is analogous to [25, Figure 3] but shows quite
different behavior. LEFT: Drawn in spherical coordinates, with only the azimuthal
angle φ shown; to leading order near r = 0, φ(r) = φ0 + Cr as in (42); the dot marks
(r = 0, φ0). MIDDLE: The curve φ(r) = φ0 + Cr drawn in 2d cartesian coordinates.
RIGHT: The curve φ(r) = φ0 + Cr, ϑ = ϑ0 drawn in 3d cartesian coordinates, seen
along the y-axis. Dashed is the cone {ϑ = ϑ0}.

3.2.3 Bohm-Bell Jump Process

We now give the definition of the Bohm-Bell jump process (Qt)t≥0 in Q assuming κ̃j =

±1 and Ψ0 ∈ D̂. It is a Markov process with the following structure (similar to the ones
considered in [49, 13, 25]):

Initial Distribution. The initial configuration Q0 has probability distribution given
by the Born distribution PΨ0 as in (23).

Deterministic Evolution by Bohm’s Equation of Motion. At any time t at
which Qt lies in the upper sector Q(1), it moves according to Bohm’s equation of motion
(33); that is, the world line is tangent to the 4-vector field jµ.
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Deterministic Jumps. When Qt reaches the singularity r = 0 at time t0, it jumps
to the lower sector, Qt0+ = ∅, and stays there for some time interval.

Stochastic Jumps. When Qt sits in the lower sector, it jumps to a trajectory leaving
the singularity with a certain jump rate. The general formula for the rate of jumping at
time t, given that Qt− = q′, to anywhere in an infinitesimal set dq can be derived [20]
to be

σt(q
′ → dq) =

max{0, J⊥
Ψt
(q)}

ρΨt(q
′)

ν(dq, q′) , (43)

where J⊥ is the component of probability current in coordinates orthogonal to the
boundary of configuration space (in our case, the radial component), ρ is the probability
density and ν the surface area measure on the part of the boundary allowed for jumps
from q′. In our case, only q′ = ∅ can occur, ρΨt(q

′) = |Ψ(0)
t |2, and ν(·, ∅) is the surface

area measure on S2 [49]. The trajectory onto which to jump gets characterized by
the boundary point q at which it starts; in our case, q lies on the boundary {0} × S2 of
[0,∞)×S2 and thus represents the direction of emission. As we will show in Section 6.3,
(43) asserts in our case that the rate of jumping to a point q in the surface element
{0} × d2ω is

σt(∅ → d2ω) =
max{0,−Im[c∗−(t)c+(t)]}

2π|Q|
∣∣Ψ(0)

t

∣∣2 d2ω (44)

with c±(t) from (38). The total jump rate (or the rate of leaving ∅) at t is thus given by

σt(∅ → S2) =

∫
ω∈S2
σt(∅ → d2ω) = 2

max{0,−Im[c∗−(t)c+(t)]}
|Q|

∣∣Ψ(0)
t

∣∣2 . (45)

As we elucidate in Section 6.3, the rate (44) ensures equivariance. Since the fraction
in (44) does not depend on ω, the probability distribution of the direction of emission,
given that a jump occurs at t, is uniform over the sphere.

This completes the definition of the process. We briefly note that the description
just given agrees with what was conjectured in [49] about the form of the Bohm-Bell
process (except that the IBC considered there is not the same as our (26)). We conclude
this section with two remarks.

Remark 6 (Negative times). The definition can be extended to provide a process
(Qt)t∈R also for negative times by choosing the initial time to be any t0 instead of
0, noting that different choices of t0 are compatible with each other (in the sense that
the two processes are equal in distribution after the later of the two choices of t0), and
letting t0 → −∞.

Remark 7 (Foliation). We define the process relative to the foliation given by the
Reissner-Nordström time coordinate, but the random path in space-time is actually
indendent of the choice of the foliation. The situation will be different for more than 1
y-particle [12].
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3.3 Structure of the Following Sections

The rest of the paper is devoted to proving Theorem 1 and justifying our claims on the
trajectories and the jump process from Section 3.2, in particular proving Proposition 1.
In order to do so, we first recall some preliminaries in Section 4. Afterwards, in Section 5
we construct the IBC Hamiltonian and thus prove Theorem 1.The following Section 6
deals with the trajectories and the jump process. The ultimate Section 7 contains some
concluding remarks.

4 Preparation of Proofs: Symmetries and Transfor-

mations

In this section we gather some preliminary information regarding the Dirac Hamiltonian
in the sRN background. The principal goal of this section is to transform the Hamilto-
nian in a simple form, thereby exploiting its built-in spherical symmetry (see Section 4.1
and [10, 48, 3, 28]) and a convenient scalar change of variables (see Section 4.2). We
follow mostly Cohen and Powers [10] and Thaller [48].

4.1 Radial Symmetry: Hilbert Space Decomposition

We write the Hilbert space H (1), given by (15), in the form

H (1) = L2
(
(0,∞),C, A−1r2dr

)
⊗ L2

(
S2,C4, d2ω

)
. (46)

As a consequence of its rotational symmetry, H1 leaves angular momentum eigenspaces
invariant; in particular, it leaves the specific eigenspaces L2((0,∞),C, A−1r2dr)⊗Kmjκj

invariant, where
Kmj ,κj

=
{
c+Φ+

mj ,κj
+ c−Φ−

mj ,κj
: c± ∈ C

}
(47)

and the Φ±
mjκj

form an ONB of L2(S2,C4, d2ω) given explicitly in Appendix A. As a
consequence, with respect to the decomposition

L2(S2,C4, d2ω) =
∞⊕

j= 1
2
, 3
2
,...

j⊕
mj=−j

⊕
κj=±(j+ 1

2
)

Kmj ,κj
, (48)

H1 is block diagonal,

H1 =
∞⊕

j= 1
2
, 3
2
,...

j⊕
mj=−j

⊕
κj=±(j+ 1

2
)

Hred
1mjκj

. (49)

We consider each block Hred
1mjκj

individually. Relative to the basis {Φ+
mjκj

,Φ−
mjκj

}, it can
be written as a 2 × 2 matrix whose entries are operators acting on the radial Hilbert
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space L2((0,∞),C, A−1r2dr), in fact

Hred
1mjκj

=

 qQr−1 +mA −A2(∂r +
1
r
)− AA′

2
+
κjA

r

A2(∂r +
1
r
) +

AA′

2
+
κjA

r
qQr−1 −mA

 . (50)

(Recall that A is a function of r and A′ its derivative.) To see this, we note first that the
operators α1 (which in our spinor basis bx is the α associated with the radial direction)
and β (and thus also γ1 = βα1) leave the subspaces Kmjκj

invariant; with respect to
the basis {Φ+

mjκj
,Φ−

mjκj
}, they take the form

α1 =

(
0 −i
i 0

)
, β =

(
1 0
0 −1

)
, γ1 =

(
0 −i
−i 0

)
. (51)

Second, we note that [10, (2.9)]

γ1K = −α2∂ϑ − α3(sinϑ)−1∂φ . (52)

With these relations and (25), (50) follows from (19).

4.2 The R Coordinate

It turns out useful to change coordinates from r to the “tortoise coordinate” R(r),
defined for r ≥ 0 to be the solution to

dR

dr
=

1

A(r)2
with R(r = 0) = 0 (53)

and A from (3) (see Figure 4); R is called x in [10, 2, 3] and r∗ in [23]. The physical
meaning of R of a space-time point x is the length of the radial spacelike curve along
{t = const.} connecting x to {r = 0}, or the metric distance of x from the singularity
(while the r coordinate is set up so that 4πr2 is the area of the sphere through x obtained
by varying ϑ and φ). Although we do not need the explicit form of the solution, we
mention that it is given by [2, 3]

R(r) = r +M log

(
r2 − 2Mr +Q2

Q2

)
+

2M2 −Q2√
Q2 −M2

arctan

(
r −M√
Q2 −M2

)
+ C (54)

with suitable integration constant C.4

Lemma 1 (The R-coordinate transformation). Let R, r > 0 be related by (53). Then

lim
R→0

R−1/3 r(R) = (3Q2)1/3 (55a)

lim
R→0

r2(R)A2(r(R)) = Q2 . (55b)

4The expression given in [23, p. 157] has incorrect constant prefactors.
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r

R

Figure 4: Graph of the function R(r) defined in (53) and given explicitly in (54) for
M = 1 and Q = 2; in this case, C ≈ −0.601.

In particular, as R → 0 (or, equivalently, r → 0),

R ∼ r3 (56)

and
A2(r(R)) ∼ R−2/3. (57)

Proof. This follows from (53) and the definition of A(r).

Next, we make use of the R coordinate to define a unitary transformation U of the
radial Hilbert space as in [10]:

U : L2((0,∞),C, A−1r2dr) → L2((0,∞),C, dR)
Ψ(r) 7→ ϕ(R) := r(R)A(r(R))1/2Ψ(r(R))

(58)

It is unitary because dR = A−2 dr, so |ϕ|2dR = r2A|Ψ|2A−2dr = |Ψ|2A−1r2dr.
The main advantage of introducing the R coordinate is that it removes the A2-factor

in front of the differential operator in (50):

Lemma 2 (Transformed Hamiltonian). Under the unitary transformation U defined by
(58), the reduced Hamiltonian acting on each subspace is given by hmj ,κj

= UHred
1mjκj

U−1

with

hmj ,κj
=

qQr(R)−1 +mA(r(R)) −∂R + κjA(r(R))r(R)
−1

∂R + κjA(r(R))r(R)
−1 qQr(R)−1 −mA(r(R))

 , (59)

which is well defined on the domain

D(hmj ,κj
) = C∞

0

(
(0,∞),Kmj ,κj

) ∼= C∞
0

(
(0,∞),C2

)
. (60)

Proof. This follows from

∂R(U(Ψ)) = U

((
A2∂r +

A2

r
+
AA′

2

)
Ψ

)
, (61)

which can be easily verified using ∂R = A2∂r.
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Remark 8. From (40a) and (55a), it follows that

R(t) =
C3

rad

3Q2
|t− t0|+O

(
|t− t0|4/3

)
. (62)

5 Constructing an IBC: Proof of Theorem 1

In this section, we construct an IBC Hamiltonian with particle creation and thereby
prove Theorem 1.

5.1 A Family of IBC Hamiltonians: Proof of Theorem 1

Our main result, Theorem 1, will be directly obtained from the following slightly refor-
mulated and generalized version of it. Recall that, the Hilbert space of our model is the
mini-Fock space H = H (0) ⊕ H (1) with H (0) = C and H (1) given by (15).

Theorem 2 (Generalized reformulation of Theorem 1). For every (m̃j, κ̃j) ∈ A , g ∈
C\{0}, and real numbers a1, ..., a4 ∈ R satisfying a1a4−a2a3 = 1, there is a self-adjoint
operator H with domain D ⊂ H such that

1. For every Ψ ∈ D, the upper sector is of the form

Ψ(1)(r,ωωω) =
c−

|Q|1/2
r−1/2Φ−

m̃j ,κ̃j
(ωωω)+

∑
(mj ,κj)∈A

c+mjκj

|Q|1/2
r−1/2Φ+

mj ,κj
(ωωω)+O(r1/2) (63)

as r → 0 for some (uniquely determined) short-distance coefficients c−, c+mjκj
∈ C

and Φ± from (102).

2. Every Ψ ∈ D satisfies the IBC

a1c− + a2c+m̃j κ̃j
= gΨ(0) (64)

3. For every Ψ(1) ∈ C∞
c ((0,∞)× S2,C4), (0,Ψ(1)) ∈ D, and H(0,Ψ(1)) = (0, H1Ψ

(1))
with H1 as in (19). Put differently, (H,D) is a self-adjoint extension of (H0

1 , D
0)

with D0 = {0} ⊕ C∞
c ((0,∞)× S2,C4) and H0

1 (0, ψ) = (0, H1ψ).

4. The 0-particle action of H is given by

(HΨ)(0) = g∗(a3c− + a4c+m̃j κ̃j
) (65)

5. Particle creation occurs, i.e., H is not block diagonal in the decomposition H (0)⊕
H (1).
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Proof of Theorem 1. Theorem 1 follows from Theorem 2 by taking a1, a4 = 1, a2, a3 = 0,
and invoking the particular form of Φ± from (102) and β = diag(1, 1,−1,−1). In
particular, the IBC Hamiltonian presented in Theorem 1 is in fact part of an entire family
of Hamiltonians described by the four real parameters a1, ..., a4 under the constraint
a1a4 − a2a3 = 1. This concludes the proof of Theorem 1.

The rest of this section is devoted to proving Theorem 2.

Remark 9 (Outline of the proof of Theorem 2). In constructing the self-adjoint H in
Theorem 2, we will decompose the domain D0 into fixed angular momentum sectors
Kmj ,κj

as in Section 4. That is, we will exploit that D0 is unitarily equivalent to

{0} ⊕
⊕

j,mj ,κj

C∞
c ((0,∞),C, dR)⊗ Kmj ,κj

. (66)

The construction of H now proceeds separately for each sector. We couple one chosen
angular momentum sector Km̃j ,κ̃j

to the 0-particle sector H (0) of H while all the other
angular momentum sectors do not couple to the 0-particle part. In particular, H is
block diagonal relative to the decomposition

H ∼= Ĥ ⊕
⊕

(mj ,κj )̸=(m̃j ,κ̃j)

L2((0,∞),C, dR)⊗ Kmj ,κj
, (67)

but not relative to
Ĥ = H (0) ⊕ L2((0,∞),C, dR)⊗ Km̃j ,κ̃j

(68)

In the proof, we construct a self-adjoint Ĥ acting on Ĥ using interior boundary con-
ditions. This is done by connecting the near-origin behavior of functions in the ad-
joint domain of C∞

c ((0,∞),C, dR) ⊗ Km̃j ,κ̃j
(see [10, Theorem 5.2]) to the 0-particle

sector H (0). In a similar way, we will choose self-adjoint extensions of hmj ,κj
on

C∞
c ((0,∞),C, dR)⊗ Kmj ,κj

for (mj, κj) ̸= (m̃j, κ̃j) which do not couple to H (0). This
completes the construction of a self-adjoint H.

5.2 Proof of Theorem 2

Throughout the entire proof of Theorem 2, we will heavily use the change of variables
from Section 4.2, i.e., use the coordinate R instead of the usual radial variable r, which
amounts to the unitary transformation in (58). Moreover, as a preparation of our proof,
we state and prove the following lemma concerning the asymptotic behavior of wave
functions ϕ in the adjoint domain D(h∗mjκj

) of D(hmjκj
) from (59)–(60)

Lemma 3. Let ϕ = (ϕ+, ϕ−) ∈ D(h∗mjκj
). Then ϕ is continuous at R = 0, i.e.,

lim
R→0

ϕ±(R) = ϕ±(0) exists, and

ϕ±(R) = ϕ±(0) +O(R1/3) as R → 0 . (69)
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Proof. In [10, Lemma 5.1], Cohen and Powers prove that the functions in D(h∗mjκj
) are

continuous at R = 0. Here, we obtain more precise information on their asymptotics.
From [10, Eq. (5.3)], ϕ±(R) can be expressed as

ϕ+(R) = eη(R)
(
ϕ+(0)−

∫ R

0

e−η(y)
(
h2(y)−

(
m− v2(y)

)
ϕ−(y)

)
dy
)

(70a)

ϕ−(R) = e−η(R)
(
ϕ−(0) +

∫ R

0

eη(y)
(
h1(y)−

(
m+ v1(y)

)
ϕ+(y)

)
dy
)
, (70b)

where we denoted h∗mjκj
ϕ = (h1, h2) and

u(R) =
κjA(r(R))

r(R)
(71a)

η(R) =

∫ R

0

u(y)dy (71b)

v1(R) = qQr(R)−1 +mA(r(R))−m (71c)

v2(R) = qQr(R)−1 −mA(r(R)) +m (71d)

By Lemma 1, we have, asymptotically as R → 0+, vi(R) ∼ R−1/3 and u(R) ∼ R−2/3.
Hence, η(R) = O(R1/3) and further eη(R) = 1+O(R1/3). Now we show that the integral
term in (70a) contributes only O(R1/2) by estimating the three summands in the integral
in (70a) separately.

First, note that since ϕ−(y) is a continuous function on the compact interval [0, R],

it is bounded. Moreover, since η is also bounded, we find that
∫ R

0
dy|e−η(y)mϕ−(y)| =

O(R). Next, as v2(R) = O(R−1/3), we obtain
∫ R

0
dy|e−η(y) v2(y)ϕ−(y)| = O(R2/3). It

thus remains to estimate
∫ R

0
dy e−η(y) h2(y).

Instead of the previous L∞-bounds on the other integrands, we now apply the
Cauchy-Schwarz inequality to get∣∣∣∣∫ R

0

e−η(y)h2(y)dy

∣∣∣∣ ≤ ∥e−η∥L2[0,R]∥h2∥L2[0,R] = O(R1/2) , (72)

where we used that ∥e−η∥L2[0,R] = O(R1/2), since η is bounded, and h2 ∈ L2[0,∞),
which certainly implies ∥h2∥L2[0,R] = O(1).5

Combining all the estimates above, we finally conclude that

ϕ+(R) = ϕ+(0) +O(R1/3) as R → 0 (73)

as desired. Similarly, we also get ϕ−(R) = ϕ−(0) +O(R1/3) as R → 0.

5By the dominated convergence theorem, this can in fact be strengthened to ∥h2∥L2[0,R] = o(1) as
R→ 0, but we do not follow this improvement for simplicity.

26



Armed with Lemma 3, we can now turn to the actual proof of Theorem 2. This is
divided in three steps:

(i) First, in Section 5.2.1, we define the domain D of H and show that every Ψ ∈ D
satisfies the asymptotics in (63) and obeys the IBC (64).

(ii) In Section 5.2.2, we then proceed to show that H acting as in items 3 and 4 of
Theorem 2 is in fact self-adjoint on D.

(iii) Finally, in Section 5.2.3, we prove that particle creation occurs with the so defined
Hamiltonian, i.e., it is not block diagonal in the decomposition H (0) ⊕ H (1).

5.2.1 Definition of the Domain D

We define the domain D ⊂ H of our Hamiltonian H (to be devised) as

D :=
(
(1⊕ U−1)D̂m̃j κ̃j

)
⊕

⊕
j,mj ,κj

(mj ,κj) ̸=(m̃j ,κ̃j)

U−1Dθ=0
mjκj

, (74)

where we denoted (recall (68) for the definition of Ĥ )

D̂m̃j κ̃j
:=
{
(Ψ(0), ϕ(1)) ∈ Ĥ : ϕ(1) ∈ D(h∗m̃j ,κ̃j

) and a1ϕ
(1)
− (0)+a2ϕ

(1)
+ (0) = gΨ(0)

}
. (75)

Moreover, for θ ∈ [0, 2π), we denoted

Dθ
mjκj

:=
{
ϕ = (ϕ+, ϕ−) ∈ D(h∗mj ,κj

) : ϕ+(0) sin θ + ϕ−(0) cos θ = 0
}
. (76)

This means that, for θ = 0 and (mj, κj) ̸= (m̃j, κ̃j), c−mjκj
:= ϕ−(0) = 0 and

c+mjκj
:= ϕ+(0) ∈ C is free. We also denote c±m̃j ,κ̃j

:= ϕ
(1)
± (0) for (m̃j, κ̃j) as in (75)

and abbreviate c− ≡ c−m̃j ,κ̃j
. Therefore, inverting the unitary transform U from (58) in

(74) and invoking Lemma 1, we find that for every Ψ ∈ D, the upper sector part Ψ(1)

obeys the asymptotics given in (63). Moreover, inverting U again, we also find that, by

definition of D̂m̃j κ̃j
, every Ψ ∈ D obeys the IBC from (64). This proves items 1 and 2

of Theorem 2.

5.2.2 Self-adjointness of H on D

First, we have that hmj ,κj
onD(hmjκj

) from (60) has self-adjoint extensions parametrized
by θ ∈ [0, 2π) as [10, Theorem 5.2]

hθmj ,κj
= h∗mj ,κj

∣∣∣
Dθ

mjκj

, (77)

where Dθ
mjκj

is defined in (76). Therefore, since H leaves the decomposition into an-
gular momentum subspaces invariant, the task of proving self-adjointness of H on D
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immediately simplifies: It reduces to proving that the Hamiltonian Ĥ ≡ Ĥm̃j κ̃j
acting

on ϕ = (ϕ(0), ϕ(1)) ∈ D̂ ≡ D̂m̃j κ̃j
from (75) with ϕ(0) ≡ Ψ(0) as (recall the notation

below (76))

(Ĥϕ)(0) = g∗[a3c− + a4c+] (78a)

(Ĥϕ)(1) = h∗ϕ(1) , (78b)

is self-adjoint. Here and in the following, to ease notation, we denote h ≡ hm̃j ,κ̃j
as well

as K = Km̃j ,κ̃j

The proof of (Ĥ, D̂) being self-adjoint is very similar to [24, p. 12–13], hence we will

be quite brief. First, the fact that D̂ ⊂ Ĥ is dense, can be seen in exactly the same
way as in [24].

Next, in order to show that Ĥ is symmetric on D̂, we take, completely analogously
to [24, Eqs. (73)–(86)], some ϕ, η ∈ D̂ and compute the difference ⟨ϕ, Ĥη⟩Ĥ −⟨Ĥϕ, η⟩Ĥ .
Denoting c± = η±(0) and d± = ϕ±(0), and using that a1a4 − a2a3 = 1, we find

⟨ϕ, Ĥη ⟩Ĥ − ⟨Ĥϕ, η ⟩Ĥ
= ⟨ϕ(1), h∗η(1)⟩L2((0,∞),K ) − ⟨h∗ϕ(1), η(1)⟩L2((0,∞),K ) − [d∗+c− − d∗−c+] ,

(79)

just as in [24]. To se that ⟨ϕ, Ĥη ⟩Ĥ = ⟨Ĥϕ, η ⟩Ĥ , we are now left to compute

⟨ϕ(1), h∗η(1)⟩L2((0,∞),K ) − ⟨h∗ϕ(1), η(1)⟩L2((0,∞),K )

=

∫ ∞

0

dR ∂R

[
ϕ
(1)
− (R)† η

(1)
+ (R)− ϕ

(1)
+ (R)† η

(1)
− (R)

]
=
[
ϕ
(1)
− (R)† η

(1)
+ (R)− ϕ

(1)
+ (R)† η

(1)
− (R)

]∞
0

= lim
R↘0

[
ϕ
(1)
+ (R)† η

(1)
− (R)− ϕ

(1)
− (R)† η

(1)
+ (R)

]
= d∗+c− − d∗−c+ ,

where in the first step we employed that all the terms not involving the derivative ∂R
cancel (cf. [24, Eqs. (75)–(79)]). In the penultimate step, we used that ϕ

(1)
± , η

(1)
± vanish

at infinity (as follows from them being continuous and in L2). Finally, in the last step
we used the IBC in the form of (75).

After having proven that Ĥ is symmetric on D̂, it remains to show that D̂ = D(Ĥ∗).

In order to do so, first note that D̂ ⊆ D(Ĥ∗) ⊆ C ⊕D(h∗). Any given ϕ ∈ C ⊕D(h∗)

lies in D(Ĥ∗) if and only if there exists some ξ ∈ Ĥ such that for every η ∈ D̂, it

holds that ⟨ξ, η⟩Ĥ = ⟨ϕ, Ĥη⟩Ĥ . The right-hand side can now be computed, completely
analogously to [24, Eqs. (89)–(94)], as

⟨ϕ, Ĥη⟩Ĥ =
[
−(d−a1+d+a2) + gϕ(0)

]∗
(a3c− + a4c+)

+ ⟨h∗ϕ(1), η(1)⟩L2((0,∞),K ) + ⟨g∗(a3d− + a4d+), η
(0)⟩C

(80)
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where we again abbreviated c± = η±(0) and d± = ϕ±(0). From (80) we conclude that

⟨ξ, η⟩Ĥ = ⟨ϕ, Ĥη⟩Ĥ is true for all η ∈ D̂, if and only if

ξ(0) = g∗(a3d− + a4d+) and ξ(1) = h∗ϕ(1), (81)

and ϕ satisfies the IBC
a1d− + a2d+ = gϕ(0) . (82)

This means, ϕ ∈ D̂ and ξ = Ĥϕ, i.e., Ĥ is self-adjoint on D̂.

5.2.3 Particle Creation

Assume that particle creation did not occur, i.e., that the Hamiltonian were block
diagonal in the decomposition H (0) ⊕ H (1), say

H =

(
F0 0
0 F1

)
, (83)

where F0 and F1 are blocks that act on H 0 and H (1) respectively. Under this assump-
tion, the domain of H would be the Cartesian product of the domain of F0 (which must
be H (0)) and the domain of F1 (a dense subspace of H (1)). Thus, for any Ψ(0) ∈ C\{0},
(Ψ(0),Ψ(1) ≡ 0) is in the domain of a block-diagonal H. On the other hand, wave func-
tions in the domain of H must satisfy the IBC (64), which implies that, since Ψ(0) ̸= 0,
Ψ(1) cannot be identically equal to zero. This is a contradiction, and hence the IBC
forces H to be non block-diagonal and we have thus proven item 5 of Theorem 2.

This concludes the proof of Theorem 2.

6 Creation Rate and Trajectories: Proof of Propo-

sition 1

In this section, we verify the claims from Section 3.2. To this end, we compute the
asymptotics of the probability current jµ in Proposition 2 in Section 6.1. Afterwards,
in Section 6.2, we give the proof of Proposition 1, yielding the asymptotic behavior of
the trajectories as solutions to the simplified Bohmian equation of motion (37). Finally,
in Section 6.3, we (non-rigorously) verify that the Bohm-Bell jump process defined in
Section 3.2.3 is equivariant.

As in Section 3.2.1, we will consider only the Hamiltonian provided by Theorem 1
(i.e., a1 = 1 = a4, a2 = 0 = a3 in the notation of Theorem 2) and only wave functions

Ψ from D̂ ⊂ H as in (36), an invariant subspace comprising H (0) and Km̃j κ̃j
.
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6.1 Probability Current

In the following proposition, we provide the asymptotic behavior of the probability
current jµ. Recall that

j0 = |Ψ(1)|2 , ji = Ψ(1)†αiΨ(1) for i = 1, 2, 3. (84)

Proposition 2 (Asymptotic behavior of the current). Let Ψ ∈ D̂ and let c± be defined
as in (38). Then the components of the probability current jµ defined in (11) in the
basis ex of (12) obey the asymptotics (as r → 0)

j0(r, ϑ, φ) =
|c+|2 + |c−|2

4π|Q|
r−1 +O(r0) (85a)

j1(r, ϑ, φ) = −
Im[c∗−c+]

2π|Q|
r−1 +O(r0) (85b)

j2(r, ϑ, φ) = O(r0) (85c)

j3(r, ϑ, φ) = sgn(m̃jκ̃j) sinϑ
Re[c∗−c+]

2π|Q|
r−1 + sinϑO(r0) . (85d)

Proof. By (63) and Ψ ∈ D̂,

Ψ(1)(r,ω) =

(
c−

|Q|1/2
Φ−

m̃j κ̃j
(ω) +

c+
|Q|1/2

Φ+
m̃j κ̃j

(ω)

)
r−1/2 +O(r1/2) . (86)

Eq. (85a) follows from the facts that

⟨Φ+
mjκj

(ω),Φ−
mjκj

(ω)⟩C4 = 0 ∀ω ∈ S2 , (87)

that {w1, w2} is orthonormal in C2, and that∣∣Φ±
m̃j κ̃j

(ω)
∣∣2 = 1

4π
∀ω ∈ S2 (88)

for κ̃j = ±1 (so j = 1
2
), which can be easily verified from the definition (103) using

Y 0
0 (ϑ, φ) =

1√
4π
, Y ±1

1 (ϑ, φ) = ±
√

3

8π
e±iφ sinϑ, Y 0

1 (ϑ, φ) =

√
3

4π
cosϑ . (89)

We turn to (85b)–(85d). Recalling that

ααα =

(
0 σσσ
σσσ 0

)
, (90)

one sees from (102) that

⟨Φ±
mjκj

(ω), αiΦ±
mjκj

(ω)⟩C4 = 0 ∀ω ∈ S2 ∀i = 1, 2, 3. (91)

30



Further calculations show that

⟨Φ+
m̃j ,κ̃j

(ωωω), α1Φ−
m̃j ,κ̃j

(ωωω)⟩C4 =
−i

4π
, (92a)

⟨Φ+
m̃j ,κ̃j

(ωωω), α2Φ−
m̃j ,κ̃j

(ωωω)⟩C4 = 0 , (92b)

⟨Φ+
m̃j ,κ̃j

(ωωω), α3Φ−
m̃j ,κ̃j

(ωωω)⟩C4 = sgn(m̃jκ̃j) sinϑ
1

4π
. (92c)

(In fact, this follows from [25, Eq. (47)] and (101).) From these relations, (85b)–(85d)
follow.

6.2 Bohmian Trajectories: Proof of Proposition 1

From (85) at t0 while assuming (39) (in particular c− ̸= 0 ̸= c+) together with (34), we
obtain for the approximate trajectories (i.e., the solutions to (37)), analogously to [25,
Eq. (60)], that

dr(t)

dt
= −

2Q2 Im[c∗−c+]

|c+|2 + |c−|2
r−2 +O(r−1) (93a)

dϑ(t)

dt
= O(r−1) (93b)

dφ(t)

dt
= sgn(m̃jκ̃j)

2QRe[c∗−c+]

|c+|2 + |c−|2
r−2 +O(r−1) . (93c)

Similarly to the arguments given at the end of Section 4 in [25], the differential equations
(93) can be solved by a simple separation of variables, where one first solves (93a) and
then feeds the result into the other two relations, eventually yielding (40).

6.3 Equivariance of the Bohm-Bell Process

In this section, we non-rigorously verify that the process Qt is equivariant.
First, away from the origin, we must have equivariance by conservation of probability

expressed through the continuity equation

∇µj
µ = 0 . (94)

Therefore, the only place where probability is gained or lost is at the singularity
r = 0. Consider the probability flux through the surface element d2ωωω near r = 0 in
coordinate space [0,∞)× S2, which is v1(r,ω) ρ(r,ω) d2ω with probability density ρ in
coordinate space given by |Ψ(1)(r,ω)|2A−1r2 according to (23b). By (34), v1 = A2j1/j0.
Thus, the flux is

Ar2Ψ(1)(r,ω)†α1Ψ(1)(r,ω) d2ω (95)

which converges, as r → 0, to

Jrad d
2ω := −

Im[c∗−c+]

2π|Q|
d2ω (96)
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by (85b). This is the quantity J⊥
Ψt
(q) ν(dq, q′) of (43). Thus, the rate of gain (positive

or negative) of probability at the singularity is given by 4πJrad.
This agrees with the rate of gain (positive or negative) of probability at r = 0 of Qt:

Indeed, in case that Jrad > 0, then no trajectory ends at the origin (so no probability
is lost) and the amount transported by jumps from ∅ to the trajectories emanating at
time t0 is given by the probability at ∅ times the total jump rate (45) from ∅, i.e.,∣∣Ψ(0)

t0

∣∣2σt0(∅ → S2) =
2

|Q|
max{0,−Im[c∗−(t0)c+(t0)]} = 4πJrad . (97)

In the contrary case, Jrad < 0, then no upward jump occurs (and thus no probability is
gained at the origin) and the lost amount of probability automatically agrees with the
flux across the sphere (since Qt is |Ψt|2-distributed).

Finally, in order to ensure preservation of the |Ψ|2-distribution, it remains to check
that the distribution of Qt over the emanating trajectories yields the flux (96) through
d2ωωω in the r → 0 limit. This follows from the fact that both the flux (96) and the jump
rate (44) are uniform over the sphere. This concludes our argument for equivariance.

7 Conclusions

In this work, we have considered a model of particle creation and annihilation at the
singularity of the sRN space-time that avoids the problem of ultraviolet divergence
by using interior-boundary conditions. Furthermore, we constructed the corresponding
Bohm-Bell process, an equivariant Markov jump process defined through 2 equations:
Bohm’s equation of motion (31) and the formula (44) which dictates the rate at which
particle creation occurs.

For further research, one can consider full Fock space, including particle sectors with
more than 1 particle. It would also be of interest to prove the existence of the Bohm-Bell
process, and to define it also for κ̃j ̸= ±1 and/or wave functions outside the subspace

D̂. We expect the process to be qualitatively similar in these other cases. Furthermore,
it would be interesting to consider the case of space-time singularities other than that
of sRN.

A The Φmjκj in Spherical Coordinates

In Minkowski space-time, let ẽ be an orthonormal basis (Lorentz frame) and b̃ the corre-
sponding basis in 4d Dirac spin space S. Now for spherical coordinates r ∈ (0,∞), ϑ ∈
[0, π], φ ∈ [0, 2π), let

er = (sinϑ cosφ, sinϑ sinφ, cosϑ) (98a)

eϑ = (cosϑ cosφ, cosϑ sinφ,− sinϑ) (98b)

eφ = (− sinφ, cosφ, 0) (98c)
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be the orthonormal basis of R3 whose vectors point in the directions of increasing
r, ϑ, φ coordinates. Together with the timelike vector of ẽ, they form another, (r, ϑ, φ)-
dependent Lorentz frame e; let b be the corresponding basis of S. Then, for any element
of S, its (spherical) b-coefficients are obtained from the (Cartesian) b̃-coefficients through
multiplication by [

W 0
0 W

]
(99)

with the unitary 2× 2 matrix

W :=
1√
2

[
iei(ϑ+φ)/2 ei(ϑ−φ)/2

iei(−ϑ+φ)/2 −ei(−ϑ−φ)/2

]
, (100)

(whose columns will be denoted by w1 and w2). This follows from the easily verifiable
facts that, for σ = (σ1, σ2, σ3) the triple of Pauli matrices,

W−1σ1W = er · σ (101a)

W−1σ2W = eϑ · σ (101b)

W−1σ3W = eφ · σ , (101c)

which shows that 2-spinors transform according toW , together with the fact that spatial
rotations are implemented on 4-spinors as block diagonal 4×4 matrices with 2×2 blocks
that are equal to each other and given by the action of the rotation on 2-spinors [48,
(2.172) and (1.38)].

Relative to the Cartesian basis b̃ in S, the explicit form of the functions Φ±
mjκj

is
given in [48, Sec. 4.6.4]; translated into the spherical basis b, they are given as follows:

Φ+
mj ,∓(j+ 1

2
)
=

(
iΨ

mj

j∓ 1
2

0

)
, Φ−

mj ,∓(j+ 1
2
)
=

(
0

iΨ
mj

j± 1
2

)
, (102)

where

Ψ
mj

j− 1
2

=

√
j +mj

2j
Y

mj−1/2

j−1/2 w1 +

√
j −mj

2j
Y

mj+1/2

j−1/2 w2 (103a)

Ψ
mj

j+ 1
2

=

√
j + 1−mj

2j + 2
Y

mj−1/2

j+1/2 w1 −

√
j + 1 +mj

2j + 2
Y

mj+1/2

j+1/2 w2 (103b)

with Y m
ℓ the usual spherical harmonics (e.g., [48, Sec. 4.6.4]), defined for ℓ ∈ N ∪ {0}

and m ∈ {−ℓ, . . . , ℓ} (not to be confused with the mass in the Dirac equation).
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