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A quantum field theory of bosons and fermions is formulated on discrete Lorentz space-time of
four dimensions. The minimum intervals of space and time are assumed to have different values in
this paper. As a result the difficulties encountered in the previous paper (complex energy, incom-
pleteness of solutions, and inequivalence between phase representation and momentum representa-
tion) are removed. The problem in formulating a field theory of fermions is solved by introducing a
new operator and considering a theorem of translation invariance. Any matrix element given by a
Feynman diagram is calculated in this theory to give a finite value regardless of the kinds of parti-
cles concerned (massive and/or massless bosons and/or fermions).

I. INTRODUCTION

In a previous paper! (hereafter referred to as I) we have
mentioned the philosophy of our discrete space-time and
formulated a quantum field theory of bosons on this
space-time of two dimensions. In that case we had the
solutions of complex energy in the Klein-Gordon equation
of discrete space-time version. Since these solutions
seemed unfavorable for physical understanding, we have
simply discarded them. However, the solutions of real en-
ergy alone cannot satisfy the completeness relation. Con-

_sequently, we did not have the equivalence between phase
representation and momentum representation. This
means that we should not discard the solutions of com-
plex energy. On the other hand, it became clear from de-
tailed investigation that the complex energy brings other
difficulties into the theory. Therefore, the situation can-
not be improved without changing the assumptions of I.

In this paper we give up one of the assumptions of I:
the space unit is equal to the time unit, i.e., 7=A (c =1).
The new assumption instead is 7=aA, where a is a certain
constant given later.2 We will then see that the complete-
ness is recovered and the equivalence between phase repre-
sentation and momentum representation holds again,
though the symmetry of space and time is somewhat
sacrificed. In Sec. II we describe bosons on discrete
space-time of full four dimensions, and show that the
points mentioned above are realized in this case. In con-
trast with the two-dimensional case we see that the propa-
gator of the field does converge always even for the mass-
less case.

When we formulate the theory of fermions on discrete
space-time, we find that the difference operator so far
used is unsuitable for this purpose, because the use of this
operator leads necessarily to a non-Hermitian action and
thus to inconsistent field equations. Therefore we must
define a new difference operator. The operator should re-
veal right-left symmetry and should refer to the middle of
neighboring space-time points. This would seem to con-
tradict our original philosophy that there is no meaning in
considering a smaller length than the unit of space-time.
However, when we consider the translation invariance
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theorem in a wide sense, we see that it is not the case. In
fact if we apply the new operator to the case of bosons, we
obtain exactly the same results as those obtained before
with the old operator (Sec. III).

In Sec. IV we solve the Dirac equation on discrete
space-time of four dimensions. The field is quantized
canonically and the propagator is obtained. All is
straightforward and no problem is found in this case. In
the last section (Sec. V) we list the problems remaining,
especially the relation to the lattice gauge theory.

II. SCALAR FIELD

As we mentioned in Sec. I we assume that the time unit
is not equal to the space unit, i.e.,, 7=aA (a <1). If we
adopt the unit A=1, then the time unit is 7=a. Thus any
space-time point is represented by x =an06+n l’f
+n,2+n33, where fi (u=0,1,2,3) is a unit vector directed
along the p axis and n,’s are integers.

Now let ¢(x) be a scalar field at x and define a differ-
ence operator A, as follows:

Am&(x)z%[qﬁ(x +a0)—d(x)] , @.1)

Ab(x)=d(x +D)—(x), i=1,2,3. 2.2)

Throughout this paper we will occasionally use the fol-
lowing abbreviations:

t=xg, 1=(x1,X5,X3), xux“=t2——r2,
A=Ay A=(A;,AyA3), AAN=A2—_A? etc.

If the action sum

S= 3 T{[Ab(x)][A#*$(x)]—m?PX(x")} (2.3)
is stationary for arbitrary variation at x,

$(x")—>p(x')+€8% o, (2.4)
then the field equation is

. A 3 A

A%p(x —a0)— T A p(x —1)+m?p(x)=0. (2.5)

i=1
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It is also rewritten as

A A 3 Py A\
-al-z—[tﬁ(x +a0)+¢(x—ad)]— 3 [d0x +D+dx—D] -

i=1

+ |m26—2 ls=0. @6
a
The equation is easily solved to give
¢(x)= fR d39[A(0)e —ilwt/a—0rT)
+A*(G)ei@/a=0D] @.7)
where A(0) is an arbitrary function and w is given by
0 o o
sinzf—g— =a? sinz—zl +sin2-22— +sin2—2i + _n;_ (2.8)

The domain of integration R is —7<6; <7 (i =1,2,3). If
a<(3+m?/4)~1/2, then w is real for any @ in R. For
convenience sake, we assume 0w =7. In I a was equal
to one and hence @ became a complex number for a cer-
tain @ in R. To avoid it the region which gives complex @
was removed from R. Thus, the solution became incom-
plete and the equivalence between the x representation
and O representation has been lost in I. On the contrary,
the domain of integration in Eq. (2.7) is not restricted at
all. This assures the completeness of the solution (2.7)
and the equivalence of the two representations as will be
shown later on.
Using the Lagrangian
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Following the procedure of canonical quantization, we
have the commutation relations

[¢(z,0),m(2,x)]=i8, ., (2.13)

[#(2,1),é(t,0')]=[m(t,r),7(t,1')]=0 . (2.14)

Substituting Eq. (2.10) for 7(z,r’) in Eq. (2.13), we find
[6(2,1),6(¢t +a,r')]=iab, > . | (2.15)

When we rewrite the solution (2.7) in the following nor-
malized form,
f d’e
R

(sinw)!”?

172
a

= 1o

[a(e)e —i(wt/a—0r1)

+aT(e)ei(mt/a—0-r)] ,

(2.16)

we then obtain the commutation relations
[a(6),a'(6)]=8%0-6"), (2.17)
[a(6),a(6)]=[a'(6),aT(6)]=0. (2.18)

In contrast with I the commutation relationsv (2.14) and
(2.15) are obtained from Egs. (2.17) and (2.18), because the
solution (2.16) or (2.7) is complete as mentioned before.

L= {[Ap0)][A*b(x)]—m?p*(x)} , (2.9)  Thus, we see that the two representations are equivalent.
r Corresponding to the Heisenberg equation we have
we have the momentum conjugate to ¢(x), ; . .
PR [¢(x),]=——[¢d(x +a0)—p(x —a0)] . (2.19)
m(x)=— 2a
3Ad(x) The right-hand side of Eq. (2.19) is not equal to iA¢(x).
_ _1_[ Slx + a0)— Blx — a0)] 2.10) The Hamiltonian (2.11) is similarly rewritten as
2a ’ ’
o w=L [ a%0sinwa’0)a() (2.20)
and thus the Hamiltonian, a YR
=73 mx) Ad(x)— . besides zero-point energy.
r Using the vacuum |0) defined by
=ﬁ2[¢2<x)—¢(x+a6)¢<x—a6>], 2.11) a(6)]0)=0, (2.21)
@ we find that the propagator
where we used the field equation (2.6). Similarly, we veri-
fy q y Dp(x—x";m2)=(0| Td(x)$(x") | 0) (2.22)
AFrF—0. 2.12) is calculated to give
!
3
G ; ; -
Dolx:m?)=—% d —i(wt/a—0'r) __f)oilwt/a—0r1)
r(x;m*) 22 IR sine [6(t)e +6(—1t)e ]
_ exp[ —i(dt/a —06-1)] 2.23)

where we used the abbreviation

sin%(0/2)=sin*(6,/2)+sin*(0,/2) +sin%(65/2) .

To investigate the divergence we look for the value at x =0,

ia ™
do d ,
(2m)* fR f_,, ¢ 4 sin*(¢/2)—4a>sin*(0/2)—a’*m?+ie
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oo a d30
Dp(O,m )— 2(2‘”)3 fR sina)
_ 1
4(27)3

[ @°00sin*(0/2)+m? /4]~ 2(1—a’[sinX(0/2) +m?/4]} "'/,

(2.24)

which is infinite regardless of m =0 or ms£0, because a?<(3+m?/4)~!. This is a new result found in the case of
three-dimensional space. In I the space dimension was one and Dy(0;m?) diverged at m =0. As a special case, if

a’=(3+m?/4)"!, then

1 .
Dp(0;m?)=—— | d%0{[sin*(0/2)+m?/4]cos¥(0/2)} "1, (2.25)
ROm?) =y [rdells +m7/4l }
where cos?(0/2) is a similar abbreviation to sin%(6/2).
-
III. SYMMETRIC DIFFERENCE IALP()PH +kP(x) =0 . (3.10)

In this section we will show that the difference operator
A, used in Sec. II is not suitable for describing fermions
on discrete space-time. Thus we must introduce a new
operator suitable for this purpose. To distinguish the two
operators, we call the old one a right difference operator
and express it as Aﬁ instead of A, i.e.,

A§¢(x)=%[¢(x+a6)-—1/1(x)] , (3.1)

AR =(x +1) —(x) . 3.2)
Let ¥(x) be a spinor field and assume the action
Sy=— 3 PN —iyPAR +o(x’) (3.3)

x

where g—b(x):tﬁf(x)yo. The representation of ¥ matrices
are the same as that in Schweber’s textbook,’ i.e.,

(¢ + 0 o
Yo=Yo= |1 o) Yi="VYiT|_4 o]’
i=1,23. (34

Considering that ¢(x) and ¥(x) are independent functions,
we take a variation of (x’) at x:

Ja’(x ' )“"’Ja’(x ) +66x,x'48a,a’ .

Then we have the following equation of ¥(x) under the
condition that the action (3.3) be stationary for the varia-
tion:

(—ip* AR +K)P(x)=0 . 3.6)

The action (3.3) is, on the other hand, rewritten in the
form

Sy=— 3 [IALPx F +x(x) (") (3.7)

x'

(3.5)

where Aﬁ is called a left difference operator and is defined
by

Aé’lf(x)z%[@(x)—l}(x —a0)], (3.8)

ALP)=P(x) —Px =) . (3.9
Thus a variation of ¥(x) in S, yields the equation of (x):

Equations (3.6) and (3.10) are, however, inconsistent. In
fact, the Hermitian adjoint of Eq. (3.6) is

IASPX ) +K(x)=0 . 3.11)
The reason for this inconsistency is simply that we started
with the non-Hermitian action (3.3).

We consider now the following symmetric difference
operator:

AS=3(AR4 AL, (3.12)

A§¢(x)=%[¢(x +a0)—g(x—a0)], (3.13)

AfY(x) =+ [P(x +D)—d(x D] . (3.14)
The action written in terms of this operator,

Sy=— P —ivrAL+K)P(x) , (3.15)

is Hermitian this time. The equations given by this ac-
tion,

(—iy* A5 +K)P(x)=0,
AP )Y* +k(x)=0 ,

are consistent with each other. Operating with
(iy*Aj+«) on Eq. (3.16) from the left, we have

(3.16)
(3.17)

(ASASE 4 k?)ih(x) =0 (3.18)
or, equivalently,
-4—;—2[1/1(x+2a6)+¢(x—2a6)]
3 A A\
— 3 3 x4 2D ptx -]
i=1
+ —"—l—+i+K2 P(x)=0. (3.19)
P =0. )

As is seen from Eq. (3.19), we have a relation between
Y’s at next-nearest-neighbor space-time points. That is,
the values of ¥’s at two neighboring points are indepen-
dent of each other. More exactly the equation gives no re-
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lation between ¥(x), ¥(x j—a?),/\zﬁ(x +?),A¢Lx +26+/i\),
Y(x +147) (i5£)), p(x +a0+i+]), ¥(x +1+2+3), and
Wx+a0+1+2 +3). This means that there exist 2*=16
independent solutions. Each solution corresponds to a set
of space-time points out of 16 sets which cover all the
space-time points. Almost all of these solutions (except
for a certain combination) are spurious solutions (see the
Appendix). It would be, however, very difficult to give
these spurious solutions physical meaning.* Therefore, we
must discard them by imposing some restriction on the
solutions by hand. It destroys the beauty of the theory
very much.

In this way we arrive at a final operator. The operator
is denoted by A, for brevity, though the same notation is
used in Sec. II. We define

A0¢(x)=%[¢(x +1a0)—y(x —140)], (3.20)

A(x)=1(x + 11 —h(x — 21) . (3.21)

These equations seems to contradict the original philoso-
phy of I that the minimum distances in space and time
are 1 and a, respectively, because Eq. (3.20) or (3.21)
refers to a half-distance 5 or /2. However, it must be
noticed here that the time (or space) difference in the
right-hand side of Eq. (3.20) or (3.21) is still @ (or 1), and
the number or density of space-time points is the same as
before. In fact, we consider the action

Sy=—3 Px)—ivrA,+K)p(x), (3.22)

where the summation of x =an06+an+n2§+n3§ runs
over all integers for n, and not half-integers.

We introduce here a simple theorem, which we call
“translation invariance.”

Let F(x) be an arbitrary smooth function of space-time
point x and c be a real four-vector, then

S F(x)=3 F(x +c) . (3.23)
x x

The smooth function here means that F(x) has the
Fourier transform
=7 ... [T 44
F= [« [ d*f(6e
The proof is as follows: From Eq. (3.24) we have
Flx+c¢)= f . fd49f(0)ei(90t/a—O-r)ei(eoco/a—a-c)
Therefore,

S Fx+c)=2m* [ -+ [ d*0£(6)8(6,/a)8%(8)

i(8gt /a —6-x) (3.24)

i(6yco/a—0-c)
xe 00

=@m?* [ - [ d*0.£(6)8(6,/a)8%6)
=3 F(x) .

In particular, if ¢c=an0 or c=n1 (n an integer), Eq. (3.23)
is nothing but a change in numbering of space-time
points. Thus, Eq. (3.23) is obvious. When c==*(a/2)0
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or c==+(4)i, Eq. (3.23) gives
S Palx)gx+1a0)= 3 P (x Fral)p(x), (3.25)

S PaYpx t 3= 3 Palx FrDYp(x) . (3.26)
x X

Making use of Egs. (3.25) and (3.26), we see that the ac-
tion (3.22) is rewritten in the form

Sy=—F[iAPx)* +rP(x)]d(x) . (3.27)
x

This is the Hermitian adjoint of Eq. (3.22), and hence Sy

is Hermitian. From the action (3.22) or (3.27) we have the

field equations

(—iyFA,+1)P(x)=0,
iAPX)Y* +Kk(x)=0 ,

which are, of course, consistent.

Before we solve these equations, we will apply the new
operator to a scalar field and see whether or not we will
have the same result as what we had in Sec. II. Assume
the action

Ss=3 3 {[Au(x)I[A*$(x)]—m?$*(x)} .

(3.28)
(3.29)

(3.30)

The seeming form of Eq. (3.30) is exactly the same as Eq.
(2.3), but the difference operators in the two equations are
different. From Eq. (3.30) we obtain the field equation

(A A* +m?)p(x)=0 . (3.31)

When we write it down explicitly,

A A 3 A\ A
;%[;b(x +a0)+p(x —a0)]— 3 [$(x+1)+d(x —D]

i=1

+ [m2+6—~% ]¢(x)=0 . (3.32)
a
we find it the same as Eq. (2.6). Therefore, Egs. (2.5) and
(3.31) are completely the same equation. From an aesthet-
ical point of view Eq. (3.31) is much better than Eq. (2.5).
The explicit form of Eq. (2.3) is

s=31 %[gb(x +a0)—¢(x)]?

— i [$(x +1)—(x)]*—m2(x)

i=1

. (3.33)

Applying the translation invariance (3.23) to Eq. (3.33),
we have ‘

S=37 [fy[dﬂx ++a0)—¢(x —+a0)]?

’

3 A ~
— 3 [$(x +71)—¢(x — 1) > —m ¢ (x)

i=1

(3.34)
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which is exactly the same as Sy of Eq. (3.30). As we have
seen above, we may say that the symmetric difference de-
fined by Egs. (3.20) and (3.21) is not unnatural.

IV. SPINOR FIELD

We have seen in the foregoing section that the action
(3.22) with the symmetric difference (3.20) and (3.21)
leads to the consistent field equations (3.28) and (3.29). In
this section we solve Eq. (3.28), then quantize the spinor
field, and obtain its propagator.

When we operate with (iy#A,+k) on Eq. (3.28) from
the left, we have

(A A* +KP)P(x) =0 . @.1)

The solution of this equation is already known in Sec. II.
Thus, we write the solution of Eq. (3.28) in the form

u(0)e —ilwt/a—0-r) ,
¢(x)= v(o)ei(wt/a—ﬂ-r) , 4.2)

where
sin(w/2)=a?[sin(0/2)+K*/4] ,
0Sw=m a’<(3+k2/4)"!.

Then u(0) and v(0) satisfy

(4]

2 . 3 .6
—~Yosin—- + > 2y,-sm—2— +kK

i=1

u(@)=0, (4.3

v()=0, (4.4)

2 . @ 3 .6
{;yosm—i—— igl 27/is1n—i'— +K

respectively. These equations are the same as those in the
usual continuous space-time, if the energy-momentum p,
is replaced by

2. o . O . 0, . 03
[asm2,2sm ) ,28in ) ,2sin 2

Therefore, we can obtain the solutions easily,3 but we do
not write them here. Instead we show the relations which
u(0) and v(0) satisfy

3 0:
%yosinﬂ - 2y;sin—+« ] ,

2
= 1
s§l us(0)u,(0)= o 2 & 2

4.7)

z _oa 1 2 . o
_s§l v,(0)7,(0)= o [—-a‘yosm2

3 9.
+3 2';/,-sin—5'~ +KJ . (4.8)
i=1 ’

Assume the Lagrangian
Ly=—Z PN =iy b +P(x) . 4.9)
r

We then have the momentum conjugate to ,(x):

Ty, (X)=0.L y/BAYo(x)= —ipl(x) . (4.10)
Hence the Hamiltonian is

?/¢=2$(x)(—i7-A+K)1/J(x) , (4.11)
and

Aswry=0 4.12)

is easily verified.
The quantization is straightforward. The equal-time
commutation relations are

($alt,0),YH2,1)} =84 6517
($alt,0), 92,1} = (h(e,0), 92,1}
=0. (4.14)
Thus the Heisenberg equation holds for ¥(x) and ¥ (x):

(4.13)

[¥(x), ) =iAp(x) , (4.15)

[¥1(x), ] =iAgl(x) . 4.16)

However, it does not hold for a nonlinear quantity, e.g.,

[Bal)Pp(0), 4] =i [ Atho(x) 19a(0) + i) Agp(y)
i A[Y,(x)e»)] . 4.17)

This clearly comes from the distinction between deriva-

7 (0)u,(6)=—7,(0),(0)=3,, , 4.5) tives and differences.
When we write down the solutions of Egs. (3.28) and
7,(0)uy(0)=1u,(0)v,(6)=0, (4.6) (3.29) in the normalized forms,
|
172 —172
W= |25 | [ d%|sinZ 3 [0,(0)u,()e —H@1/a=0D L p 1)y (@)e(@* /=607 , 4.18)
167 R 2 s
_ . |2 —172
P(x)= [ 63 ] S % [sin—(;—] 3 [55(0)5,(@)e ~H@t/a =0 51(9)g, (9)e (@t /2—0DY | (4.19)
s
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then from the commutation relations (4.13) and (4.14) we
obtain ‘
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The vacuum is defined by

a;(0)|0)=b:(6)]|0)=0. (4.23)

{a,(0),a}(0)}=1{b,(0),b(6)) '

=$5,,8%0-0"), (4.20)  Then the propagator of a spinor field defined by
{a,(0),a,(0')}={b,(0),b,(6')} _

—(a,(0),b,(6)} Sp(x —x";k)=(0| Ty(x)h(x') | 0) (4.24)

={a,(0),b](6)}=0. (421) s written in the form

The Hamiltonian (4.11) is
)= (i D (x-x2
wy=2 [ d6sin 3 [4](6)a,(6)+b](0)6,(6)] Splese) =iy By +0Dp(x;) , 425
(4.22)  where Dp(x ;k?) is given by
]

B 2y @ d6 —ilwt/a—61) | g( _ p)pilet/a—81) 4.26)
Dp(x;x°)= 2207 & snlw/2) [6(2)e +0(—t)e ].

To examine the divergence problem we investigate the
propagator (4.25) at x =0 and find it finite. The domain
of integration is finite and the denominator of the in-
tegrand has no zero point except for the case k=0, though
the measure at this zero point is still finite in the three-
dimensional case.

V.- DISCUSSION

We have formulated a free scalar field and a free spinor
field on discrete space-time of four dimensions. Thus, we
can calculate any transition matrix elements perturbation-
ally, in principle, if the relevant interaction Lagrangian is
given, and we know that they give finite values. There-
fore, our original motivation is sufficiently satisfied.
However, there are still many interesting problems, if we
want to apply the theory to the recent subjects. In what
follows we give a few examples.

(i) Determination of interactions: All the interactions
so far proposed in the theories of continuous space-time
can be adopted as the interactions of our theory of
discrete space-time without large modification. However,
it is interesting to determine the interaction through the
gauge theory, which is widely accepted at the present day
as a very promising theory. Therefore, we consider it now
the most urgent and important problem to settle the gauge
theory in our framework. In doing it the lattice gauge
theory may provide us with useful information.

(ii) Relation to the lattice gauge theory: When the
gauge theory is formulated on discrete space-time, an in-
teresting question is whether or not both theories, the lat-
tice gauge theory and our theory, come to the same con-
clusion. While we assumed a Lorentz space-time, in the
lattice gauge theory they assumed a Euclidean space-time.
This seems to us very crucial, though Wilson says “the
use of Euclidean space instead of a Lorentz space is not a
serious restriction.”> We do not think, however, that the
difference of quantization in two theories, the Feynman
path integral in the lattice gauge theory and the canonical

quantization in our theory, produces a serious distinction.

(iii) Unitarity of scattering matrix: As we mentioned
above, we can calculate scattering matrix elements for any
Feynman diagrams and always obtain finite values, in
principle. However, we cannot prove the convergence of a
perturbation series for a certain physical process, though
each term of the series is finite. Hence the unitarity of the
total matrix remains unproved. In the case of continuous
space-time the scattering matrix can be expressed in a
compact form, i.e.,

T exp [—-—i fffimdt] .

This enables us to prove the unitarity. In our case we
have at present no idea how to express it in a compact
form. Besides this we still have many problems in such a
formal theory.

APPENDIX

We give here a definition of the “spurious solution” for
difference equations and show two examples of difference
equations, one of which has no spurious solution and the
other which has a spurious solution.

Generally, a difference equation is reduced to a dif-
ferential equation, if the distance of difference is brought
to zero. Correspondingly, the usual solutions of the
difference equation tend to the solutions of the differential
equation. However, it may occur that a solution of a cer-
tain difference equation does not tend to any solution of
the corresponding differential equation. Such a solution
of the difference equation is called a spurious solution.

1. A difference equation with no spurious solution

We consider the equation

y[(n+VDal—y[na] _
a

—ky[na]l, (A1)



where 7 is an integer and k is a constant. If the distance
of difference a tends to zero, Eq. (Al) goes to the dif-
ferential equation

—@—(5—)—=—ky(x) . (A2)
dx ,
Equation (A1) is rewritten in the form
y[(n +1)a]—(1—ka)y[na]=0, (A3)
and the solution is
ylnal=c(1—ka)*. (A4)

The arbitrary constant c is determined by a boundary con-
dition, e.g., c=y[0]. If a tends to zero with na =x fixed,
we have

—ka )kx/ka

lim y[na]=1lime(1 =ce &, (AS5)
a—0 a—0

which is the solution of the corresponding differential

equation (A2).

2. A difference equation with a spurious solution

Next we consider the equatioh

y[(n+1)a]—y[(n—1)a] _
2a

The corresponding differential equation of Eq. (A6) is
also Eq. (A2). Equation (A6) is rewritten as

—ky[na] . (A6)

y[(n+1)al+2kay[na]l—y[(n —1)a]=0, (A7)
and has two independent solutions:
y[nal=c;[(1+k%a®)?*+ka]™"
+e (=D [(14+k%a) 2 4 ka]”, (A8)
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where c¢; and ¢, are arbitrary constants. If a tends to
zero, the first term of Eq. (A8) goes to

lir%cl[(l+k2a2)'/2+ka]'"=c1e"‘" , (A9)
which is the soluﬁon of Eq. (A2), while the second term
goes to ‘

lin})cz(-—l)"[(1+k2a2)1’2+ka ]"=c2e"x1in})( —1)*/
a—» a—»

=ce® lim (—1)",

n— o0
(A10)

which is indefinite and is not a solution of -Eq. (A2).
Therefore, the second term of Eq. (A8) is the spurious
solution.

In a special case k=0, Eq. (A6) is

yl(n+1Dal=y[(n—1)a]. (A11)

This shows that y’s at neighboring points, i.e., y[na] and
y[(n +1)a], are independent. The solution is

ylnal=cy+c(—1)

=Lt [1+(—=1D"+ T [1+(—=1)"]. (A12)

For n=even or odd y is equal to ¢} or ¢, respectively.
In order to discard the spurious solution we must impose
a condition ¢, =0 or c}=c by hand.

From our point of view the difference equation is fun-
damental and the differential equation is just an approxi-
mation. Thus if we want to use the spurious solutions for
some purpose and to give some physical meaning, then we
need not to impose any condition.
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