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The state-of-the-art physics consists of two irreconcilable branches, i.e., the quantum theory and
the general relativity, which work well in their own territories, independently. However, what are
quantum and spacetime after all? The key question was never addressed, satisfactorily. In this
work, we describe a possibility to reformulate the quantum theory in the Minkowski spacetime from
the viewpoint of classic physics in the Euclidean spacetime, i.e., classic mechanics and stochastic
process theory. We show that quantum theory and Minkowski spacetime may connect with each
other and emerge from a single fundamental entity.

Introduction Quantum theory was born from the sim-
ple idea that energy can be absorbed or released only in
tiny, differential, discrete packets. It has been developed
for more than one hundred years. Nowadays, it is gener-
ally believed that quantum is the key feature of the Na-
ture’s fundamental laws. In modern physics, quantum
has been generally summarized as three basic assump-
tions or principles: 1) Physical states are represented by
rays in Hilbert space; 2) Observables are represented by
Hermitian operators; 3) Experiments can only observe a
series of eigenvalues with possibilities. These principles
are the short answers of the following three primitive and
intuitive questions: 1) How to describe a physical system;
2) How to express an observation; 3) How to explain the
experimental results? Based on the answers, the most
successful quantum theories are quantum mechanics and
quantum field theory. The former has been widely used in
atomic, molecular, and condensed matter physics [1]; and
the latter provides a unique way to reconcile quantum
mechanics with special relativity, and has inconceivably
unified three of four fundamental forces in the Nature [2].
The foundation of quantum mechanics opened a new

era of physics. Since then, the physics was divided into
classical physics and quantum physics. In general, the
Planck constant ~ is a signature of quantum physics. If
it is set to a limit: ~ → 0, then quantum physics degener-
ates to classical physics. Almost, “classical” always refers
to outdated and approximate, while “quantum” to mod-
ern and accurate. In such a context, for a classical theory,
it is always eager to develop the corresponding quantum
version. Since last century, a quantum theory of every-
thing has been an ultimate dream of physicists. Unfor-
tunately, after efforts of several generations, the dream is
still far-reaching. The state-of-the-art physics consists of
two irreconcilable branches: the quantum theory and the
general relativity govern the micro-scale and macro-scale
worlds, respectively.
Of course, the step to pursue the ultimate dream never

stoped. In the path, some crucial and deep questions
are raised. On the one hand, physicists can use quan-
tum theory with perfect confidence. However, it is just a
black box. What is quantum after all? In fact, the basic

principles of quantum theory are quite abstract. As the
famous Richard Feynman observed “I think I can safely
say that nobody really understands quantum mechan-
ics”. Up to now, there is still no complete consensus as
to what the quantum theory tells us about reality, or even
whether “reality” exists at all. On the other hand, the
key insight of general relativity is to identify gravity as an
emergent effect of spacetime dynamics. However, what is
spacetime itself? Without a knowledge of the essence of
spacetime, it is impossible to achieve a satisfactory the-
ory of quantum gravity. Recently, it is becoming popular
that spacetime and gravity must emerge from something
more fundamental.
Now we arrive at a point to address the key questions

about quantum and spacetime. Is there a possibility that
the two questions are related together and can be ad-
dressed by a single answer, if the so-called quantum is
not like what we have been brainwashed to accept, and
merely reflects our ignorance on the reality? Historically,
the attempt has been made, which is referred to local
hidden-variable theories. What then happened is well-
known. The famous Bell’s theorem concludes: No physi-
cal theory of local hidden variables can ever reproduce all
of the predictions of quantum mechanics. However, the
exact nature of the assumptions required to prove a Bell-
type constraint on correlations is still in debate. More-
over, the experimental improvements of “closing loop-
holes in Bell tests” are also in process. In this work, we
try to provide a solution for the key questions based on
a couple of conclusions which are quite generally true in
classical physics.

Hamilton’s principle For a classical mechanical sys-
tem, the motion can be described by a collection of time-
dependent general coordinates: qi(t). The Hamilton’s
principle states that the system must “choose” the tra-
jectory qi(t) to make a stationary action functional:

S[qi(t)] =

∫ qi(t)

qi(t0)

L(qi, q̇i, t′)dt′ , (1)

where the Lagrangian L(qi, q̇i, t) is defined by the gen-
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eral coordinates and velocities. The stationary condition
gives the equation of motion of the system, i.e., the Euler-
Lagrange equation:

d

dt

∂L

∂q̇i
−

∂L

∂qi
= 0 . (2)

At this point, we only use the terminology “time” to pa-
rameterize the sequences of general coordinates. The true
nature of time is to label states of the system in the past
and the future which we usually call. Accordingly, we
introduce no assumption on the structure of the entirety
of “spacetime”.
In order to make the above conclusion more useful, we

need further steps. Making a Legendre transform and
introducing the momentum as

pi =
∂L

∂q̇i
, (3)

we can define the Hamiltonian: H(pi, qi, t) = piq̇
i−L and

translate the Euler-Lagrange equation into the Hamilton
equations as

dqi

dt
=

∂H

∂pi
,

dpi

dt
= −

∂H

∂qi
. (4)

The above equations guarantee that the Hamiltonian has
the conservation law as

dH

dt
=

∂H

∂pi
ṗi +

∂H

∂qi
q̇i +

∂H

∂t
=

∂H

∂t
, (5)

which means that the Hamiltonian is constant if it has
no explicit time-dependence for a close system.
Now thinking of the abstract space X = (qi, t) and

introducing two vectors:

P := (pi,−H), Q := (qi, H) , (6)

we can analyze the following integral as

S =

∫
PidX

i = piq
i
∣∣t
t0
−

∫
QidX

i , (7)

where the integral interval of time is [t0, t] and [qi0, q
i].

Then, the necessary and sufficient condition for the path
independence of the integral is written as:

∂P i

∂Xj
=

∂P j

∂X i
,

∂Qi

∂Xj
=

∂Qj

∂X i
, (8)

which is nothing else but Hamilton equations with qi and
pi as independent variables. Therefore, the integral S is
a function in the space of X . And the action functional
is called on-shell if and only if

S[qi(t)] = S(qi0, t0; q
i, t) . (9)

At last, we can have the total differential as

dS =
∂S

∂qi
dqi +

∂S

∂t
dt = pidx

i −Hdt , (10)

which arrives at the Hamilton-Jacobi equation [3]:

∂S

∂t
= −H

(
qi,

∂S

∂qi
, t

)
. (11)

For a close system, whose conserved Hamiltonian is E,
we have the Hamilton-Jacobi equation as

∂S

∂t
= −E . (12)

Random noise process If a system involves two types
of dynamics with vastly different time scales, e.g., Brow-
nian particles, it could be described as a random noise
process. In general, this kind of motion is called Brown-
ian motion, which is governed by the so-called Langevin
equation:

dx

dt
= −β(x) + f(t) , (13)

where x(t) is the general position of the Brownian par-
ticle. The key point of the Langevin equation is that
the general position can be affected by two factors: the
slow or static potential β(x) and the fast or random force
f(t). In such a framework, the general position x(t) is a
time-dependent random variable, and thus we can only
describe its probability distribution instead of predicting
its exact values.
Now we introduce the conditional probability or Green

function P(x, t|x0, t0), which is the probability density
for the particle locating at the position x0 when the time
was t0 to travel to the new position x at the time t. Thus,
the density satisfies the initial condition as

P(x, t0|x0, t0) = δ(x− x0) . (14)

Again, “time” is used to label events of the process. As-
suming the random process is uncorrelated, i.e., Markov
process, we have the so-called Smoluchowski equation as

P(x, t|x0, t0) =

∫ +∞

−∞

P(x, t|x′, t′)

× P(x′, t′|x0, t0) dx
′ , (15)

where an intermediate time is chosen as t0 < t′ < t.
Then, the time evolution of P(x, t|x0, t0) can be calcu-

lated as following

∂P

∂t
= lim

∆t→0

P(x, t+∆t|x0, t0)− P(x, t|x0, t0)

∆t
, (16)

where the evolved probability density is written as

P(x, t+∆t|x0, t0) =

∫ +∞

−∞

P(x, t+∆t|x′, t)

× P(x′, t|x0, t0) dx
′ , (17)
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with a proper intermediate time: t0 < t < t+∆t. Due to
the initial condition, we have the limit for the integral:

lim
∆t→0

P(x, t+∆t|x′, t) = δ(x− x′) . (18)

This mean that, for a small ∆t, the probability density
P(x, t+∆t|x′, t) is a slightly-deformed δ function:

P(x, t+∆t|x′, t) ≈ δ(x− x′) + f(x, x′)∆t+ · · · . (19)

Note that f(x, x′) may be constructed as the following
expansion:

f(x, x′) =

∞∑

i=0

ai(x
′)δ(i)(x− x′) . (20)

Once the coefficients ai are determined, one can plug the
expansion into Eqs. (16) and (17) to obtain the evolution
equation for ∂P/∂t.
The first observation is that the leading term of the

expansion vanishes due to the probability conservation:
∫ +∞

−∞

P(x, t+∆t|x′, t) dx = 1 + a0(x
′)∆t = 1 . (21)

In order to determine the rest of coefficients, we can an-
alyze the probability density P(x, t + ∆t|x′, t) from two
points of view. On the one hand, we can compute a series
of statistical averages at the time t+∆t as follows:

(x − x′)n =

∫ +∞

−∞

(x− x′)nP(x, t+∆t|x′, t) dx , (22)

which is also called the n-order moment. Plugging the
expansion into the above equation and using the integral
property of the delta function derivative, we can connect
the coefficients with the moments order by order, e.g.,

(x− x′) = a1(x
′)∆t, (x− x′)2 = a2(x

′)∆t . (23)

On the other hand, we can directly compute the ran-
dom variable x by integrating the Langevin equation on
a short time interval as

x− x′ ≈ −β(x′)∆t+

∫ t+∆t

t

f(t′) dt′ . (24)

Accordingly, we have the first-order moment as

(x− x′) = −β(x′)∆t+

∫ t+∆t

t

f(t′) dt′ . (25)

Since the random force has a zero mean: f(t′) = 0, we
can obtain the first-order coefficient as

a1(x
′) = −β(x′) . (26)

Similarly, we can have the second-order moment as

(x − x′)2 = β2(x′)(∆t)2 +

∫∫ t+∆t

t

f(t′)f(t′′) dt′dt′′ .

(27)

Under the Markov assumption, the random force f(t) is
delta-function correlated as

f(t′)f(t′′) = Dδ(t′ − t′′) (28)

Keeping the first order of ∆t, we then obtain

a2(x
′) = D . (29)

Further, it can be verified that the higher-order moments
has no linear term of ∆t, which means that

ai(x
′) = 0, i ≥ 3 . (30)

Up to now, the expansion has been completely deter-
mined by the features of the Langevin equation. At last,
we obtain the so-called Fokker-Planck equation as [4, 5]

∂P

∂t
=

∂

∂x

[
β(x) +D

∂

∂x

]
P . (31)

Possibility space The spacetime is the place where all
objects exist. Naively, it is imagined as a grid of continu-
ous fabric along which objects can move. At the current
stage, the most important insights on the spacetime can
be summarized as two aspects: 1) The spacetime itself
can have a dynamics which is governed by the general rel-
ativity; 2) The spacetime may have a fundamental struc-
ture at the Planck scale. Without further information on
the spacetime, we can safely conclude that any system
which we are interested in is inevitably perturbed by the
spacetime as

H̃(qi, pi, t) = H(qi, pi, t) + h(qi, pi, t) , (32)

where H is the Hamiltonian of the system. The pertur-
bation sources, for example, may be gravitational waves
which can propagate in the void or spacetime turbulences
which the unknown structure and matter generates (dark
energy/matter). In general, the perturbation h could be
a very complicated time-dependent function. If it has a
characteristic time scale which is comparable to that of
the Hamiltonian H , one may measure its possible affects
and pin down its explicit expression. However, what if
the perturbation varies at an extremely high frequency
which present experiments cannot reach? In such a cir-
cumstance, the primary question is not what the exact
form of h looks like. Instead, we should ask if the pertur-
bation can result in any visible consequences, i.e., how
the dynamics of the perturbed system is rendered?
In the following discussion, we should keep in mind

that there are two different characteristic time scales for
the system and the perturbation, denoted by τs and τp,
respectively. Considering the hierarchy of the time scales,
we have an interesting relationship between the system
and the perturbation: From the system’s viewpoint, the
perturbation h behaves as a random variable; from the
perturbation’s viewpoint, the system’s Hamiltonian H
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keeps constant. Accordingly, we can find an intermediate
time interval ∆t as

τp ≪ ∆t ≪ τs . (33)

During such a time interval, the total Hamiltonian of the
perturbed system can be rewritten as

H̃(t) = E + ǫ(t) , (34)

where E is the constant energy of the system and ǫ(t) is
the random variable of the perturbation.
We first assume that the perturbation is space-

uncorrelated. This is sensible because a high frequency
means a short characteristic space scale which must be
much smaller the size of the system. Here, we have a ther-
modynamical analogy: The system can be considered as
an equilibrium macroscopic body which can exchange en-
ergy with an environment created by the perturbation.
Since the internal energy is additive, its fluctuation is
proportional to the system size and thus itself. Then,
the statistical variance of ǫ should be proportional to the
mean value of the energy as

∆ǫ2 = ~E , (35)

where ~ is a small constant which characterizes the weak
perturbation. Note that ~ does not have to be the Planck
constant yet. Second, we can also assume that the per-
turbation is time-uncorrelated. Combining with the vari-
ance, we have the delta-function correlation function as

ǫ(t)ǫ(t′) = ~E δ(t− t′) . (36)

Now plugging the total Hamiltonian H̃ into the
Hamilton-Jacobi equation, we can have

∂S

∂t
= −E − ǫ(t) , (37)

which has the exact form of the general Langevin equa-
tion with the action S working as a random variable.
Accordingly, we obtain that the probability distribution
of the action satisfies the Fokker-Planck equation as

∂P(S, t)

∂t
=

∂

∂S

[
E + ~E

∂

∂S

]
P(S, t) . (38)

In terms of thermodynamics, we can consider the macro-
scopic evolution of the system as a quasi-static process,
which happens slowly enough for the system to remain
equilibrium against the perturbation, due to the hierar-
chy of time scales, i.e., Eq. (33). Therefore, the observed
distribution must satisfy the stationary condition as

∂P(S, t)

∂t
= 0 , (39)

which has the following solution

P(S) ∝ e−S/~ . (40)

For the original unperturbed system, the action can
only have an on-shell value, which corresponds to a
unique trajectory. Due to the perturbation, the action
becomes a random variable, which we also call the off-
shell action. Thus, any trajectories qi(t) could be possi-
ble with probability densities as

P [qi(t)] ∝ e−S[qi(t)]/~ , (41)

where S[qi(t)] is the corresponding off-shell action func-
tional. In the probabilistic terminology, if defining the
collection of all trajectory configures of qi(t) as a set Ω,
we have a probability space with a positive measure as

dµ =
e−S[qi(t)]/~

Z
Dqi(t),

∫

Ω

dµ = µ(Ω) = 1 , (42)

where Dqi(t) is the measure of functional integral, and
Z is the normalization constant to ensure the the prob-
ability conservation.

Quantum and spacetime At this point, it is time to
clarify the true meaning of the time. At the first place,
we have emphasized that the time t is only used to la-
bel coordinates or events. Namely, the time t does not
have to be identical to the common definition. Here the
point is that the time t labels events of a quasi-static pro-
cess. The second law of thermodynamics suggests that
the quasi-static process is reversible only if the dynam-
ics of the system is infinitely slow, otherwise it must be
irreversible. That is to say, the labeled events must be
ordered. Accordingly, the most important essence of time
can emerge: Time is the order in which theories explain
events. Therefore, any parameter that increases mono-
tonically in that order can be a useful time coordinate.
Next we need to explain the relationship between space

and time. For this purpose, we would like to use the
framework of fields, which is able to be compatible with
the possible structure of spacetime. Without losing any
generality, we will adopt scalar fields for discussion. In
a field theory, both space and time are used to label de-
grees of freedom of fields denoted by φ(t,x). In general,
the fields are functions of space and time. However, since
the perturbed fields can have any configurations, some of
which may be badly behaved, the mathematical defini-
tion of fields must be generalized. Here comes the theory
of distribution, which describes an object in terms of the
way it behaves when integrated against a function as

φ(f) :=

∫
f(x)φ(x)dx , (43)

where f is a well-behaved test function. In short, a distri-
bution is defined by how it acts on test functions to give a
number. For physical applications, we need a subclass of
distributions, which is called tempered distributions, to
preform Fourier transforms. Now, we can define a state
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of the field in its probability space as

|φ〉 :=
∑

i

ci e
iφ(fi) , (44)

where ci are complex numbers and fi are test functions.
For different states, we have different ci and fi. In or-
der to express observables, we need to define a difference
between states. Mathematically, the difference is called
an inner product, and the probability space with inner
products is a Hilbert space. For the definition of inner
products, we have many choices, among which no one
has a theoretical privilege. The one that can explain the
Nature is expressed as

〈φ′|φ〉 :=
∑

ii′

c′i
∗

ci Mii′ , Mii′ =

∫

Ω

eiφ(fi−Θf ′

i′
)dµ , (45)

where Θ is the time reflection operator defined as

Θf(t,x) := f(−t,x) , (46)

and Mii′ is a positive definite matrix, which is called re-
flection positivity. So, we have finished the construction
of the physical Hilbert space.
Now, the structure of spacetime must preserve in-

ner products in the physical Hilbert space, which im-
plies a collections of symmetry transformations. Mathe-
matically, these transformations can form the Euclidean
group. It is worth noticing that, due to the ordering la-
beled by the time, the time translations can only form a
semigroup. The spacetime with Euclidean covariance is
called Euclidean spacetime. Combining with the reflec-
tion positivity, one can prove that a random field in the
Euclidean spacetime has the same dynamics as a quan-
tum field in the Minkowski spacetime. The correspon-
dences includes two key aspects: 1) The time has to be
continued to the imaginary axis by substituting t → it; 2)
The probability densities have to be translated to prob-
ability amplitudes as [6–8]

P [φ] =
1

Z[φ]
eiS[φ]/~, Z[φ] =

∫
Dφ eiS[φ]/~ . (47)

Conclusively, we arrived at the point where quantum the-
ory and Minkowski spacetime emerge.

Conclusion In this work, we have reformulated the
quantum theory in the Minkowski space from the view-
point of classic physics. We first derived the Hamilton-
Jacobi equation for the action function using the Hamil-
ton’s principle of classic mechanics, and then the Fokker-
Planck equation for the general Langevin equation by the
statistic theory of random noise process. Assuming that
a high frequency perturbation exists in the spacetime, we
considered the action function of the perturbed system as
a random variable and the Hamilton-Jacobi equation as a
special Langevin equation, then obtained the probability
densities of off-shell trajectories by using a equilibrium
thermodynamical analogy. Accordingly, we constructed
the Euclidean random field theory, and translated it to
the Minkowski quantum field theory from the reflection
positivity and the Euclidean covariance of the physical
Hilbert space. At last, we concluded that quantum the-
ory and Minkowski spacetime could emerge from the clas-
sic level. Intuitively, we could imagine: If the spacetime
is likened to water, then the general relativity explains
the collective laws of water flows and the quantum theory
describes the Brownian motions of aquatic objects.
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