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Résumé
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18 GRAVITATION QUANTIQUE

1 A path to loop quantum gravity

In order to motivate the loop approach, it is useful to begiha& review of the two main
paths to the quantization of general relativity : the caosatrior functional integral, approach,
and the canonical, or Hamiltonian, approach. Their pastiatesses and difficulties will shed
light on the problem of quantum gravity.

1.1 Covariant approach

The basic goal of the covariant approach is to define a fumatimtegral for General
Relativity,

\/\Dg‘u,ueiiSEH(g), (11)

where )
Seulom) = Torg | '2V=09" R (T (9)) (12)

is the Einstein-Hilbert action. Hergis the determinant of the metric, afidg) is the Levi-
Civita connection entering the covariant derivative oftees and tensors,

1
vﬂvu = aﬂvu + qu(g)vp, FZH(Q) = 5911)\[8,;9)\“ + aug)\p - akgpu]- (13)

From courses in QFT, we know how to properly define only thesSen integral

/Dcpexp (—/%@Dcp). (1.4)

This corresponds to a free theory. An interacting theorylmatreated in perturbation theory
from a generating functional based on (1.4). However, tlengo quadratic term in the
Einstein-Hilbert action (in fact, it is not even polynonjialhis obstruction can be bypas-
sed if one performs a perturbative expansion of the metoastler the field redefinition

Guv = Npv + Iy, (1.5)

wheren),,,, is fixed to be the Minkowski metric, ang,,, the new dynamical field. The intro-
duction by hand of the background fiejd, is crucial : if we treat:,,,, as a small fluctuation,
a perturbative expansion of the action gives (in the De Dogdage)

1
SEH(g,ul/) = W /d4$ hlul/Dh'uV + O(hg). (16)

The background metric can be also used to define the Wickanotathis action is amenable
to the machinery of QFT. Among the main results of this backgd-dependent perturbative
approach, let us highlight the following ones :

1. The quanta of the gravitational field are interpreted assteas spin-2 particles (the
“gravitons”).
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2. In the low energy static limit, one can compute quantunmemtions to the classical
Newton potential [1], recovering the classical relaticistorrectiono(G?) and a new,
purely quantum one(hG?) :

myms

Vv = -G a.7)

r

mi + mo 127 hG _3
1 _ il
( +G r 3072 r2 (r™)

3. As for other quantum field theories, one can define the Sixrtatdescribe the funda-
mental observables, and compute scattering amplitudeswitgns with matter fields
and with themselves [2]

This brief list does not exhaust the interesting resultsioled with this approach. On
the other hand, there is a fundamental difficulty with it. A& &ny quantum field theory,
infinities appear when considering the effects of arbityamall (“ultraviolet”) field fluc-
tuations. These divergences are usually dealt with via tbegalure of renormalization. This
technique, successful fow* or gauge theories, fails in the case of gravity. This can be ex
pected from dimensional arguments, and the rigorous phadthe perturbative quantization
of general relativity fails because of non-renormalizaliieviolet divergences was obtained
in the late eighties, by Goroff and Sagnotti [3].

This means that the theory constructed as sketched abovieecased for low-energy
calculations, but it would be inconsistent if taken seripas all energy scales. Heuristically,
the inconsistence can be explained as follows. The key geldfimition (1.5) assumes that we
can quantize the fieltl,,,,, and that its dynamics takes place on a fixed classical baakgr
nu. However, as we increase the energy of the fluctuations @krbaction increases, and
it becomes inconsistent to assume that the background ftags unperturbed. Although
gravitons capture correctly the low-energy physics of theiational field, they might not
be the right quantities to describe the quanta of gravityaté¢kian energies.

1.2 Canonical approach

The canonical formalism is based on second quantizaticsh,dascribes the quantum
theory in terms of functionals of the fields, e|¢] for a scalar fieldp, like the familiar
function of the configuration variablegz| in quantum mechanics. The dynamics is descri-
bed by the quantum Hamiltoniat and the Schédinger equation

0 - 0
ingoie = 1 (0,2 ) wig 19)
For the reader less familiar with this approach, see [4].eGithe overwhelming success
of the functional integral approach to the quantizationrafn-gravitational) field theories,
the canonical formalism is often underappreciated in manyses, and a certain taste of
“old fashion” is associated with it. It was applied to gedegdativity by Arnowitt, Deser
and Misner (ADM), Dirac, Wheeler and De Witt, among many osh@&he loop approach is
related to this original idea, which we will now review in serdetails. For more on it, see
e.g. [5].
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1.2.1 ADM formalism

In order to put the Einstein-Hilbert action into canonicadri one needs to identify the
variables which are canonically conjugated, and then perthe Legendre transform. To
that end, we make the assumption thet has the topologyM = R x ¥ whereX is a
fixed three-dimensional manifold of arbitrary topology asphcelike signature. This poses
no restrictions if we require tha¥? has no causally disconnected region (more precisely that
M is globally hyperbolic). In fact by a theorem due to GerocH anproved by Bernal and
Sanchez [6, 7] if the space-time is globally hyperbolic titee necessarily of this kind of
topology.

Having made this assumption, one knows thdtfoliates into a one-parameter family
of hypersurface&; = X,;(X) embeddings o in M. The foliation allows us to identify
the coordinaté € R as a time parameter. Notice however that this “time” shout e
regarded as an absolute quantity, because of the diffednisongnvariance of the action. A
diffeomorphismy € Diff (M) maps a foliationX into a new oneX’ = X o ¢, with a new
time parametet’. Conversely, we can write a general diffeomorphism Diff (M) as com-
position of different foliationsp = X’ o X ~!. Hence, we can always work with a chosen
foliation, but the diffeomorphism invariance of the thearjl guarantee that physical quan-
tities are independent of this choice. A theory of spacetivhech unlike general relativity
has a preferred foliation and thus a preferred time, is aryhwbich breaks diffeomorphism
invariance.

Given a foliationX; and adapted ADM coordinatés, ), we can define the time flow

vector

Xl (z)
M = t
T™(x) = 5

This vector should not be confused with tvar normal vector toX, which we denote:*.
They are both timelikeg,, 7#7" = goo andg,,n*n” = —1, but they are not parallel in
general. Let us decomposé into its normal and tangential parts,

= (1,0,0,0). (1.9

T(z) = N(z)n"(z) + N*(z). (1.10)

'NnHot

It is convenient to parametrize* = (1/N,—N%/N), so thatN* = (0, N*). N is called
lapse function, and&* shift vector. In terms of lapse and shift, we have

g™ = goo = =N? + gy N*N°,
GuwTNY = gobNb = guw(Nnt + NH) = gabNaNb — §oa = gabNb = N,.
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Using these results, the metric tensor can be written as
ds? = g datda” = — (N? — NoN®) dt® + 2N,dtda® + gapdz®da’, (1.11)

wherea = 1,2, 3 are spatial indices and are contracted with the 3-dimeasmetricg,;.
Notice that the spatial patt,;, is not in general the intrinsic metric oR,. The latter is
given by
Quv = Guv — NpNy. (1.12)
Tensors on the spatial slide since their scalar product withvanishes, can be equivalently
contracted withy or ¢. The quantityg” = ¢/”q,, acts as a projector of,, allowing us to
define the tensorial calculus @i from the one on\. An important quantity is the extrinsic
curvature oy,
Ko = ¢ ¢4 Vyn. (1.13)

This tensor is symmetric and it is connected to the Lie dévigeof the intrinsic metric
Lnqu = 2K,,. It enters the relation between the Riemann tensar,0{R) and that of
M (R),
_ o o o
Ripe =y 45 45 B

vpo v'p'o!

— KoK — K, K (1.14)

This formula, proved in the Appendix and known as the Gauss$aZzi equation, lets us
rewrite the action (1.2) in the following forr,

= 3(17 - 2 r . .
S_/dt/xd VAN [R — K? + Tr(KK)] (1.15)

A key consequence of this analysis is the fact that time dévies of N and N do not
enter in the Lagrangian. This implies thatV and N* are Lagrange multipliers, with null
conjugate momentéL/zSN = 6L/6N‘1 = 0. The true dynamical variables are the spatial
componentg,; only, with conjugate momenta

oL
7T_ab _

= = K® — Kq) . 1.16
5Qab \/a( 1 ) ( )

One can finally evaluate the Legendre transform, which afiere calculations gives
1
SEH (qab,ﬂ'ab,N7 Na) = m /dt/d3$ [ﬂ'aanb - NaHa - NH} , (117)
T

where (the covariant derivativé contains only spatial indexes)

7.‘.b
H, =24V, <—a) (1.18)
Vive\ Ve
and
1
H=— Gabcdﬂ'abﬂ'Cd - \/67?/7 Gabcd = {Gacbd + dadqbc — qablcd- (119)

Vi

1. We are assuming for simplicity of exposition thathas no boundary, the case with boundary is treated
extensively in [8] and [9].
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The quantityG ;.4 is often called the supermetric, or DeWitt metric. The vidwia of the
action (1.17) with respect to the Lagrange multipliers gitfee equations

H,(q,m) =0, H(q,m) =0, (1.20)

which are called respectively vector, or space-diffeorhm constraint, and scalar or Ha-
miltonian constraint. In the following we will also use themspact notatiord,, = (H, H,,).
Physical configurations, also called on-shell configuretiwith particle physics jargon, must
satisfy these constraints.

From (1.17) we see that the Hamiltonian of general relatigit

_ 1 3 a
H—167TG/deHa+NH. (1.21)

This Hamiltonian is peculiar, since it is proportional tethagrange multipliers and thus
vanishes on-shell. Hence, there is no dynamics and no physical eealin the timet. This
puzzling absence of a physical Hamiltonian is in fact a cqusace of what we discussed
earlier : the diffeomorphism-invariance of the theorydeis that is a mere parameter devoid
of an absolute physical meaning, thus there is no physiagduiycs int. This is the root of
theproblem of time in general relativity. For discussions of this problem, geé and [11].

1.2.2 Symplectic structure

From now on, we work in unit$67G = 1. The Hamiltonian formulation (1.17) allows
us to study the phase space of general relativity. It is patdped by the paifg,s, %), with
canonical Poisson brackets

{wab(t, z),qea(t, ')} = 5?052)5(17 —a'). (1.22)

From there we can evaluate the following brackets among émstcaints (for the explicit
calculation see in the Appendix)

{Ha(x)v Hb(y)} = Ha(y)abé(x - y) - Hb(‘r)az/zé(x - y)
{Ha(z), H(y)} = H(2)0u6(x — y) (1.23)
{H(z), H(y)} = H*(y)0a0(x —y) — H* (y)9,6(z — y)

Notice that the right-hand sides vanish on the constrairiase (1.20). This means that the
Poisson flows generated by the constraints preserve théraim$iypersurface. Constraints
with this characteristic are said to fiest class, as opposed teecond class constraints whose
Poisson brackets do not vanish on-shell. First class ainstrgenerate gauge transforma-
tions on the constraint surface (See e.g. [12] for details).

To see what the gauge transformations look like in our casgsider the smearing of the
constraints

H(N) = /E H%(x)N,(z)d>z, H(N) = /E H(x)N(z)d>z. (1.24)
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An explicit computation (see Appendix) shows that
{H(]\_;)aQab} = L qab; {H(ﬁ),w‘“’} =Lgm (1.25)

which means that the vector constraint is the generatoradespliffeomorphism ox. The
situation is somewhat subtler for the Hamiltonian conetrdle now have (see Appendix)

{H(N)7 qab} = EﬁNQaba (126)
{H(N),7*} = Lanm®+ %q“bNH — 2N /qq°¢" Ry (1.27)

The first bracket is the action of time diffeomorphismsgn The second bracket gives the
action of time diffeomorphisms on,;,, but contains also two extra pieces. These vanish if
H = 0 andR.q = 0, namely on the constraint surface and for physical solst{oecall that
in vacuum Einstein’s equations re&t},,, = 0). Therefore, we conclude that the constraints
H* are the generators of the spacetime diffeomorphism giiffig. M) on physical configu-
rations.

For general configurations, (1.23) defines the algebra aétsypface deformations, often
called Dirac algebra or Bargmann-Komar algebra. A charatieof this algebra is that it is
not a Lie algebra. In fact, let us look at the smeared Poissackbt

[H(ND), H(N2)} = H (9" (N10yNs — Nady ) . (1.28)

We see that outside the constraint surface, the "structumstants" on the right-hand side
contain the fieldg®® itself. Hence they are not constants at all, and the algeb8Y is
not a Lie algebra, unlik®iff (M). Instead, (1.23) shows that when we introduce a foliation
to define the canonical formalism, we still have the symmefrgiffeomorphisms, which
acts changing the foliation, and this new one, which acterdahg it. The two symmetries
coincide on physical configurations.

1.2.3 Constraints and physical degrees of freedom

A simple counting of the number of degrees of freedom of ganretativity can be done
in the covariant perturbative approach described in Sedtib. The structure of the linearized
field equations shows that only two component&f propagate, which correspond to the
two helicities of a massless spin 2 particle.

An advantage of the canonical formalism is that it allowsausdnfirm this counting in a
more general and robust way. Recall in fact that in clasgiegsics each pointin phase space
(i.e. “initial position and momentum”) characterizes a giogl trajectory, and the number of
degrees of freedom is defined to be half the dimensionalitg@phase space. In constrained
theories, such as general relativity but also gauge theooiee has to be careful with the
constraints. To that end, it is customary to distinguish #omoof kinematical phase space,
and physical phase space. The kinematical phase space is the one defiried Bypisson
structure of the theory. In our case, the spém,w“b), with Poisson brackets (1.22). The
dimension of this space {$ + 6) - 00® = 12 - 00®.

On this space, the constraints define a hypersurface wheyath satisfied, i.e. the space
of (qap, m*) such thatt (¢, 7) = 0. We call this the constraint surface. Its dimensionality is
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(12—4)-00® = 8-003. The fact that the algebra of constraints is first class guees that the
gauge transformations generated by the constraints peetier constraint surface. We shall
refer to the trajectories drawn by the gauge transformatamorbits. Points along one orbit
correspond to thezme physical configuration, only described in different cooate systems.
Hence, to select the physical degrees of freedom we havevitbeddy the gauge orbits, in
a manner identical to what happens in gauge theories. Sirgcerbits span a dimension 4
manifold at each space point, dividing by the orbits gil®s- 4) - c0® = 4 - o0®. This is
the physical phase space. It has four dimensions per spate pamely the theory has two
physical degrees of freedom per space point (or simply tvgpeses of freedom, for brevity,
with the space dependence tacitly implied), a result ctersisvith the linearized analysis.
See e.g. [12] or [14] for more detalils.

(qal77 7r“b) =12 00°

This has far as the counting goes. However, in the case oirtbarlzed analysis we are
also able to identify the 2 degrees of freedom as the twoitlieicand associate a physical
trajectory to each point in phase space, thanks to the fatth are able to solve the dyna-
mics. Compare this to the mechanics of a point particle : madhics is given by 4, (%),
and the degree of freedom corresponds to varying the igibiatlitions(¢g, po), Spanning in
this way all possible physical evolutions.

Therefore, if we want to know what the two physical degreefseddom of general rela-
tivity are, we need to control the general solution of thetlieThis is a formidable task due
to the high non-linearity of the equations, and in spite eféfffort in this direction, still little
is known. See [15] for a review of some attempts.

There is a particular reformulation of the dynamics thaygpla role in quantization. Let
us go back to the Gauss-Codazzi equation (1.14). A simplepukation gives the so-called
first Gauss-Codazzi identity,

R+ K? - Tr(KK) = 2n"n"G,,, (1.29)

where(G is the Einstein tensor. One can show (but we will not do it h#rat the left hand
side of (1.29) is equivalent to a linear combination of thastaaints. This means thatgf,,,
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satisfies the constrainf§ = H® = 0 onany spacelike Cauchy hypersurface, than it also
satisfy all ten Einstein equatiorts,, = 0. This is a crucial point the whole dynamical
content of general relativity is in those four constraints.

1.2.4 Dirac’s quantization program

The fact that the constraints include the whole dynamicg ih& heart of the theory.
It is heavily exploited by the approach to quantization msgd by Dirac, which is based
on a definition of dynamical physical states as the ones datgt by the constraints. The
procedure can be schematically divided in three steps :

(i) Find arepresentation of the phase space variables dfifeey as operators in an auxi-
liary “kinematical” Hilbert spacéx.,, satisfying the standard commutations relations

fr— 2 [ (1.30)

(i) Promote the constraints to operatd?s‘ in Hein ;
(iii) Characterize the space of solutions of the constsgt), .,

H' =0 Y € Hphys. (1.31)

These steps should then be completed with an explicit krdiydeof the scalar product in
Hphys @and a physical interpretation of the quantum observables.

Dirac’s procedure is more general than gravity : it appliesrty fully constrained system.
Let us now try to apply it to the ADM formulation of general a&Vity. We then look for a
space of functionals carrying a representation of the qumamfoisson algebra

[qab(z), ﬁ'c‘i(y)} = ih5(cjb)53(ar, Y), (1.32)
[dab(x)vgcd(y)] = 0,
[fr“b(x), fer(y)} = 0.

Formally, we can proceed by analogy with better known cased) as a scalar field theory,
and consider a Schrédinger representadigiiz) = quy(z), 79 (z) = —z’h(sq%(m), acting on
wave functionals

Y[qap(2)] (1.33)

of the 3-metric. This procedure, which works well for thelacéeld [4], encounters a number
of difficulties when applied to the gravitational contextrnstance, to define the (kinemati-
cal) Hilbert space we need a scalar product, formally

/ dg Pl ¥'le] = W | ') (1.34)

However, there is no Lebesgue measure on the space of meitidslo diffeomorphisms
that we can use to defing dwithout this, we can not even check tlgas (=) and#2%(z) are
hermitian, nor thaf,,(z) has positive definite spectrum, as needed to be a spacelikie me
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Let us ignore these and other similar issues, and try to pfmmally assuming that a
well-defined#;,, exist. The next step is to promote the constraints (1.20p&rators, and
characterize their space of solutions. Let us proceed irh@alees,

H =0 H=0
Hiin — Hpiff ——— Hphys- (1.35)

Consider first the vector constraint. In the Schrodingerasgntation defined above, the
smeared version gives

H(N)blau] = 2ih | EaT,N, Wy, (1.36)
2 (SQab

after an integration by parts. This implies straightforsathat

1/J[Qab + 2v(aNb)] = w[Qab],

namely the solution of the vector constraint are those fanats of the metric invariants
under diffeomorphism. This is very nice, as it realizes atghantum level the correct action
of the classical constraints. However, the space of salafttp, ¢ is again ill-defined, since
it inherits from the kinematical one the lack of measure th®o other means of control over
it.

For the Hamiltonian constraint we can write

2 h2 abed . 1 52 . / 5 S
Hw[Qab] - 2 G . \/th 5Qab(I)5QCd(«I) . deth(g) w[Qab]a (137)

where the colon means that an ordering of the operators needs to be pregciibe situa-
tion is more complicated for the Hamiltonian constrainbcs! it requires the definition of
products of operators at the same point, notoriously varguar objects. The formal ex-
pression (1.37) is known as the Wheeler-DeWitt equatioendf/manage to give a suitable
ordering prescription and regularize the differentialrgper, the problem with the equation is
that we do not have any characterization of the solutionisewen formally as for the diffeo-
constraints above. And of course, again no clue on the krimpel®f the physical Hilbert
space and scalar product (see however minisuperspacesibapl

Loop quantum gravity is an approach to the problem which owes significantly the
situation, and gives a number of answers to these open gossiihe key to LQG and to
such improvement is surprisingly simple : instead of chagdghe gravitational theory or the
guantization paradigm, we just use different variablesdscdbe gravity. After all, we are
familiar with the fact that not all choices of fundamentadsiables work out as well when
guantizing a classical theory. Consider for instance threnbaic oscillator. Classically, the
most elegant description of the system is in terms of actiogle variables, which parame-
trize the phase space &g, J} = 1 instead of{q, p} = 1. However, it is more convenient to
quantize the system using the p) variables than the action-angle ones, which require extra
care in constructing the operator algebra and dealing wniitarity.

We now introduce the variables that allows us to reformugteeral relativity in a way
more amenable to Dirac’s quantization procedure.
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1.3 Appendix

In this Appendix we report some calculations which are usgtié main text.

Proof of the Gauss-Codazzi equation. \We start the computation from the characterizatio®af terms
of covariant derivative§’ defined as the projection & on X via ¢!/

2V, Vo wp = —w, RE, (1.38)
V.Vow, =V, (qZ A Vu/wp/) =qq @ Vu (ananwap/) (1.39)
it's useful to notice that
4 @ Vud, =dia V(95 +nn,) = (1.40)
=qu 4@ Vgl +di @ s Vun” +q; ¢ n°Vmn, = (1.41)
=nfq q¥ Vyn, = K’ (1.42)
we used the definition of extrinsic curvature, orthogoyalij,ilnl,/ = 0) and metric compatibility
(Vﬂ/gﬁ, = 0)
V. Vow, = a4 @ @b Vi Vowy +q5 n” K Vywy +q) Kupn® Vw, (1.43)

. . . . !
in particular if we considew € X thusn” w, =0
’ ’ ’ ’
T'Lp V,,/wp/ = Vl,/np Wpr — wp/Vl,/np = —wp/Vl,/np (144)

Antisymmetrizing ina,b

V[#Vy]wp = qﬁqu] qz V‘L/Vy/wp/ + qz n” K[‘W]Vylwp/ — q[yl, Ku]pwp/vylnp = (1.45)
= qﬁ qZ qz v[u’vu’]wp’ - K{Z, Kp,]pwp’ = (146)

1 ot 7 ’
= —§qif @ af R — K{ Ky pwy (1.47)

or in terms of the Riemann tensor using (1.38)

Rewwy = (a0t 6 RO+ 2K0 K, ) w0y (1.48)

o p'v

this equation state fap € X for make it true for aly € M it is sufficient to takew,, = qﬁ/v#/

’

Rpuw = @ 45 a9 Ry + 2K, K, (1.49)
Or equivalently
RUPMV = q;: ‘ZZ qz qg Ro’p’u’u’ + 2KO’[UK/J,]p (150)
R=q¢"¢""q, a 4} 45 Rorp v + """ Ko Kpp — ¢° " Ko Kyp = (1.51)
— qo'/,u/qy/p/Ro-/p/#/V/ + TI‘(KK) _ K2 _ (152)

= R+2n"" 0" Ry + 07 0" 0" 0¥ Ry py iy + Te(KK) — K (1.53)
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the terrrm”/n“'n”/n”/R[,,p,M,l,/ vanishes because of the symmetries of the Riemann tensay, us
the fact thain”/n”/gp/l,/ = —1 we can write

R = 20" n” (Rp,y, - %R) +Te(KK) — K> (1.54)

That is the first Gauss-Codazzi equation.

Constraint Algebra. \We define the Poisson bracket as

_ [ 3 O0A(y) 0B(z)  0B(z) JA(y)
{A(y),B(2)} = / ™ (057 (] ~ Sam(a) Frod(a) (1.55)

We start the computation from the diffeomorphism constrain
H(N) = / d*zN'H, (1.56)

we want to show that it generates infinitesimal spatial difierphism (it's sufficient to do it on the
phase space variables)

{an). 1N} = [ an' S — 2V Ny = L (L.57)

in fact from the definition of the Lie derivatives
L5qab = (VaN)ges + (VoN)qae — N°Veqap = 2V (o Ny)
N—_——
=0

Note that the functional derivative is easy to compute willy gpart integration. The last term vanishes
for metric compatibility and in the Lie derivative you carbstituted with V.

k

{ﬂ_ab7H(]\7)} _ /—Nl SHi(z) _ _2rUV N 4+ /qV (%ﬂ_ab) _

&Zab( )
— _oreey N YL L (v N T " +GN*V, = ™
Vi Vi N
ab
~ ity TN i =
ab ab
T T el o
qCN\/a+\/6£N\/a—£N

Note thatr®® is a tensorial density so its lie derivative has to be defirseabmve. Givemd an arbitrary
function of ¢ andr using Leibniz we can compute the Poisson bracket easily

-\ _ [ 6A SH(N) G&H(N) 6A
{A’H(N)}_/éqab ymab Sqap Omab

2 )00
A

:/ﬁCNQab_Cﬁwab oA :L
5Qab
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In particular forH and H, as function ofh and7 we deduce

LoHy = \fz:a\7 + 71:]“/5:

_ vanveo, 22 4 H.0,N® + B, VLN =
Va
= N0, Hb+NaHb\/_(9 + H, 8bN“+HbV N® =
\/_
- NaaaHb - NaHbaa(\/a)% + HaabNa + HbVaNa =

= N“&aHb + HaabN“ + Hb(VaN“ — N—aa\/a) =
Va
= NaaaHb + HaabNa + HbaaNa

In fact
VoN® = ,N* +T¢,N°
N @ a
%&L\/& N baaqab FbaNb

Where the last equality is due to metric compatibility. Wa canclude that
{/N“Ha,Hb} = —N“0.Hp — H,OpN" — H,0,N“ (1.58)

That is the smeared version of

{Ha(), Hy(y)} = Ha(y)0d(z — y) — Hy(2)0,6(x — y) (1.59)

Moreover also the second Poisson bracket is easy to compinig the fact thafd (]\7 ) is the generator
of infinitesimal diffeomorphism alongy .

LiH = \/_ﬁN\/_ \/_ L= (1.60)
= VN0 + LL (2 i L ) =
=4 \/— \/— 3 qq N4cd
1 H 2\/_ cd a
= N®0oH + /GN HOo— + —=—2—q“qca VaN® =
Va o Va2
— N°0H + HO.N® + \/GN“H (%)%chaach + HTE,N® =
= N°9,H + HO,N* + \/gN“H (—l)iq Vagea = N“OoH + HO,N*
2V =
putting all together
{/N“HMH} = —N"9,H — H9,N*“ (1.61)

that is equivalent to
{Ha(z), H(y)} = HOub(x — y) (1.62)
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To ultimate the computation of the second Poisson brackeiegd some preliminary results. Given
an arbitrary functiory (m, h)

i H@)} HE)) = Ly L, f (1.63)
using the Jacobi identity
{1 {0 )} = {0501} s {50} ) -
= (~Lx Ly, + L L) = [£xy ] 1 =
=L, i) f = {ﬁ/[N%Nl]“ Ha}

If we smear the (1.61) we obtain :

{/N{‘Ha,/NH} - /CN,NH (1.64)
{/NfHa,/NSHa} _ /[thvﬂ“ﬂa (1.65)

Finally we compute the last Poisson bracketyift£ N’ (if they are equal it vanish)

s SH(N) SH(N') SH(N') SH(N)
(H), 1) = [ @' T Sm (@ wb() 5400 (@) 57 (a) (1.66)

We notice that all the algebraical termsgimnds simplify each other. In fact

= T)abd(x — 1.67
6Qab(y) algebraic f ( ) b ( y) ( )
part
5H(:E) ab
= fr oz — 1.68
67Tab(y) algebraic f (:C) (:C y) ( )
part
{H(N)|algem.tm, H(N’)!algebrtaic} = / N fapN'f2° = N' 2N fay =0 (1.69)
par par
The non algebraic part ipare in R conversely the Hamiltonian constraint is algebraiein
algebrazc 6H(N’)alggg?aic
{ } /d3 term 5H( ) _ term 5H(N) (170)
5qab (@)  omt(x) Sqar(z)  omeb(x)

We compute (ignoring algebraic terms for simplicity)
5q/NH = —/N\/aq“”éRab =
_ / Nq (vavbéchqacqbd _ quVbeéch) _

_ _/5ch\/§ (vcde B v2(chd))
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Substituting this variation in the Poisson bracket the fesn becomes

JHEIRE ] e (% - ) -

ab
B / (VT MmN = (V2N)RN' = (VNN =T 4 (e N) L2y =

_ ax—b / 3 _ 1 _ /2
72/(VVN)7ra;,N—|—<—3_1 T 1) N'V®N =
N/
:_2/ (VOV'N 7r“"N’_z/ VNV (”“" ) (1.71)
vl = Vi v
summing also the second term
N’ TabN
1.70) = 2 VPNV (“‘“’ ) N'V® < ab )] 1.72
o=z [ va - - (1.72)
-9 vvaaN/M +Nl b a (M) b lvaNﬂ—(Lb N vbN/ va (M):| _
/\/6{ Va q Va ( ) Va
= / (—N’V"N +NV”N’) 2,/qV° (”‘“’) :/ NV PN~ N'V N) H
2 Tetrad formulation
A tetrad is a quadruple of 1—formsf¥(:v), I=0,1,2,3such that
g () = €, (x)e; (2)nr. (2.1)

By its definition, it provides a local isomorphism betweeneagral reference frame and an
inertial one, characterized by the flat metnig;. A local inertial frame is defined up to a
Lorentz transformation, and in fact notice that the defnitis invariant under

ei(:c) — é;{ (z) = Ag(x)ei(a:) (2.2)

This means that the “internal” indgxcarries a representation of the Lorentz group. Contrac-
ting vectors and tensors in spacetime with the tetrad, welgjetts that transform under the
Lorentz group, e.g;ﬂn“ = n!. The tetrad thus provides an isomorphism between the tangen
bundle ofM, T'(M) = U, (p, T,(M)), and a Lorentz principal bundle = (M, SO(3,1)).

On this bundle we have a connectioﬁ’, thatis a 1-form with values in the Lorentz algebra,
which we can use to define covariant differentiation of thesfh

D' (x) = 9,0 (z) + wl{](:v)v’](:v). (2.3)

This is the analogue of the covariant derivativg = 0, + I, for vectors inT’(M). We can
also define the derivative for objects with both indiceshsag the tetrad,

D#e =0, el +w [ yed —T¥ e (2.4)

v
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As the Levi-Civita connectiofi(g) is metric-compatible, i.€V ,g,, = 0, we requirew,, to
be tetrad-compatible, i.®,.¢!, = 0, and call it spin connection. This implies

I
», =0, (2.5)

I I J e I I J e
e,y T wipaey =T, €p ey +wirey =17,

]8
where we separed the spacetime indices into their symneidcantisymmetric combina-
tions, and used the fact that the Levi-Civita connectigg) has no antisymmetric part.

From these equations we immediately obtain the followingtien between the spin and
Levi-Civita connections,

w;{bJ = el{vuelj, (2.6)

as well as the fact that the spin connection satisfies

dee! =de! +wiyne’ = ((“)He,f + w{ue‘]) dz" Adx” = 0. (2.7)

v

This equation is known as Cartan’s first structure equatitare we introduced the exterior
calculus of forms, with d the exterior derivativ&, the covariant exterior derivative, and
the wedge product. See [17] for an introduction to this fdisna

Given the connection, we define its curvature

FI7 = dw" +w g A", (2.8)
whose components are

I.J 1J 1J I K.J J KT
P =0uw,” —0w,” +Ww kuw, " — W’ kuw, (2.9)

Using the solutionu(e) given in (2.6), an explicit calculation gives
FLl (w(e)) = e’ Ryypoe), (2.10)

whereR,,, - (e) is the Riemann tensor constructed out of (the metric defiygdhe tetrad
ef, This relation is known as Cartan second structure equadtisinows that general relativity
is a gauge theory whose local gauge group is the Lorentz gemgbthe Riemann tensor is
nothing but the field-strength of the spin connection.

Cartan second structure equation. Starting from the definition of" in (2.9) and inserting (2.6), we have
1J I J I J I J I J I K J
Fo. =0ue,0,e” 4+ 0ue,Th,e” +e,0, (Th,) e’ + e, 15,0.e”" + e,0uehe, O,e’ +
I 5 K P I K 6J I 5 K J
+ e, ke e’ + epOueices I5,e°" + e, ekes I7,e" — (u < v).
Next, we use/ef = i ande)d el = —0,(eh)el. to rewrite this expression as
IJ I J I . é I J I -
Foo =e€,e”70,(I,) +e,e” ]F§MFW + Omuepdye”” — duehdu e’ +
+ Oueplh, e’ — uebl8,e” 4 ell%,0,e”” + e T8,0,e7” — (u <> v)

= Qeie‘]" (8(urgu) + F&Jiu)) = eIPeJJRWp0~

Relation between the determinants. The determinang of g, is related to the determinant of the tetrad
e by the simple relation
g=—¢. (2.11)
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This expression can be easily derived recalling Caleytda for the determinant of a matrix,

1 vpo
g = detg‘w = Eeu ’ Pé Guagvpgp~v9os- (212)

If we substitute the expression gf., in terms of tetrads we get

I 1 51 J K M o
g = det (%6,}771(1) = 4|6‘Wp"eaﬁ7 e eanrien esnxres el nunedesnop =
1 I K M O 6§ J L N
= 4'6“”’"’6 e, ey ey P eaeﬁe er NIINKLNMNNOP =

1 5 rxkmo _gLnp 9
= ﬁe € £ NiJNKLNIMNTOP = —€

2.1 The action in terms of tetrads

The Einstein-Hilbert action can be rewritten as a functiafighe tetrad in the following
way (recall we take units67G = 1),

1

Sei(el) = Sersxe / e ne AFEE (u(e). (2.13)

On top of the invariance under diffeomorphism, this refolation of the theory possesses an
additional gauge symmetry under local Lorentz transfoionat

Rewriting the actions in terms of tetrads. Explicitly using (2.10) and (2.11)
Ser(gple) = [ d'av=gg" B = [ dlvecte” Rupncher =
1
/d4meeI PEM (w(e)) = /d4mZEIJKLE“pO‘Be§e§FJ;,] (w(e))

1
= / §€IJKL61 nel A FEE (w(e))

A fact which plays an important role in the following is tha¢wan lift the connection to be
anindependent variable, and consider the new action

S(el wl?) = %gm@/ef nel A FKE (u). (2.14)
Although it depends on extra fields, this action remarkablggthe same equations of motion
as the Einstein-Hilbert one (2.13). This happens becawsexira field equations coming
from varying the action with respect todo not add anything new : they simply impose the
form (2.6) of the spin connection, and general relativitthiss recovered.

Deriving the fields equations. One first verifies the Palatini identity

b, F5E (w) = dwdw™E. (2.15)



34 GRAVITATION QUANTIQUE

Then, the variation gives
1
0uS = %E}JKL /(i[ /\e‘] /\dw(inL = —§E[JKL/dW (61 N 6J) A (5OJKL (2.16)

after an integration by part. Imposing the vanishing of thgation, we obtain the field equation
ersxre’ Adwe’ =0. (2.17)

If the tetrad is invertible this equation impligge” = 0, which in turns implies (2.6) in terms of the
Levi-Civita connection of the metric associated wifh

As it gives the same field equations, (2.15) can be used astioa af general relativity.
Notice that only first derivatives appears, thus it providdsst order formulation of gene-
ral relativity. Furthermore, the action is polynomial iretfields, a desiderable property for
guantization. On the other hand, there are two non-trigpkats to take into account :

— The equivalence with general relativity holds only if tleérad isnon-degenerate, i.e.
invertible. On the other hand, (2.15) is also defined for degate tetrads, since inverse
tetrads never appear. Compare the situation with the Embliébert action, where the
inverse metric appears explicitly. Hence, the use of (2d&ds naturally to an exten-
sion of general relativity where a sector with degeneratads, and thus degenerate
metrics, exists.

— If we insist on the connection being an independent vagjdbkre exists a second term
that we can add to the Lagrangian that is compatible withhallsymmetries and has
mass dimension 4 :

61JKLeIAeJ/\FKL(w)7 (218)

wheredr sk = 071k r)s- This termis not presentin the ordinary second order metric
since when (2.6) holds,

Sryxrel Nel AFEL(w(e)) = P Ry pe(e) = 0. (2.19)
Adding this second term to (2.15) with a coupling constght leads to the so-called Holst
action [18]

S(e,w) = (%E[JKL + %6[JKL) /61 Ael N FELD (w) (220)

Assuming non-degenerate tetrads, this action leads toaime field equations of general
relativity,

w{/ =elV,e’", G (e) =0. (2.21)
This result iscompletely independent of the value ofy, which is thus a parameter irrelevantin
classical vacuum general relativity. It will however turit¢o play a key role in the quantum

theory, where it is known as the Immirzi parameter.

Deriving the fields equations for the Holst action. The vanishing of the variations give

1 1

<§EIJKL + ;5IJKL> e’ Ndye? =0, (2.22)
1 1 J KL _
EEIJKL‘F;(S]JKL e NF (w)—O. (223)

2. The Immirzi parameter becomes relevant also at the ckddsivel if source of torsion are present [19, 20].
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For invertible tetrads, the first one is again uniquely sollog (2.6). Substituting this solution into the
second equation we get

Iv e, L o8 J KL Iv e, L oda J Kv L
e Gy + —0ruxre" e, Fps” =€ "Gy + —015xre" e e e’ Rosup =
Y Y
I 1 sa (I I I 1 s5pa 1 I
=e VGS + 2—€u0 * (6 V(SZ — e p(s:) Roéup =e VGS - —50 ‘me VRUL;HV =e VG‘; = 0,
Y vy

which is equivalent t@+,,, = 0 thanks to the non-degeneracy of the tetrad. In the last stepsed the
first Bianchi identity="°** R, 5,,, = 0.

2.2 Hamiltonian analysis of tetrad formulation

For the Hamiltonian formulation we proceed as before, agsgia3 + 1 splitting of the
space-time M = R x X)) and coordinateét, z). We introduce the lapse function and the
shift vector (V, N*) and the ADM decomposition of the metric (1.11). It is easgéae that a
tetrad for the ADM metric is given by

eé = efﬂ'“ = Nn! + Neel, 5”-6316% = Gap, 1 = 1,2,3. (2.24)
The “triad” ¢!, is the spatial part of the tetrad. As before, we want to idgrganonically
conjugated variables and perform the Legendre transfantrwé now have two new features
which complicate the analysis. The first one is the tetrachtdation, which in particular has
introduced a new symmetry in the action : the invariance ulwaal Lorentz transformations.
As a consequence, we expect more constraints to appeagsponding to the generators
of the new local symmetry. The second one is the use of thadtetnd the connection as
independent fields. Therefore, the conjugate variablea@sefunctions of botte! andw?”
(and their time derivatives), as opposed to be functionk@ftetricg,;, only.

The consequence of these novelties is a much more complisttgcture than in the
metric case. In particular, the constraint algebeadisnd class. However, there is a particular
choice of variables which simplifies the analysis, makingassible to implement a part of
the constraint and reducing the remaining ones to first dgssn. These are the famous
Ashtekar variables, which we now introduée.

To simplify the discussion, it is customary to work in therig gauge'éﬁn“ = 64, where

e, = (N,0) — ¢ = (N,N},). (2.25)

The crucial change of variables is the following : we defiredénsitized triad

1 )
Ef =ee} = §aijkaabceiel§, (2.26)
and theAshtekar-Barbero connection
. o1
Al = 300 §agkw;k. (2.27)

3. On the general analysis with the second class constisaetf21].
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These variables turns out to be conjugated. In fact, we cartecthe action (2.20) in terms
of the new variables as [21, 13]

1 . )
S(A,E,N,N%) = — /dt/ Pz [A;Eg _A'D,E* —~ NH — N°H,|, (2.28)
Y =
where
Gj = DoE! = 0,E% + ¢ji AL B, (2.29)
1 1442
Hy=-F g T kg, (2.30)
Y

eieBEEY 1442 o E¢
detE ~ “detE’

H = [Fl, — (7% +1) gjumn K"K} | (2.31)
The resulting action is similar to (1.17), witid, E') as canonically conjugated variables, as
opposed to(¢q, 7). Lapse and shift are still Lagrange multipliers, and cdesigy we still
refertoH (A, E) andH, (A, F) as the Hamiltonian and space-diffeomorphism constraints.

The algebra is still first class. The new formulation in tewhtetrads has introduced the
extra constraint (2.29). The reader familiar with gaugethes will recognize it as the Gauss
constraint. Just as thE* constraints generate diffeomorphisms, the Gauss contstrane-
rates gauge transformations. It is in fact easy to checkﬂ'ﬁmdAg transform respectively
as an SU(2) vector and as an SU(2) connection under thidoramation.

The algebra generated by the Gauss constraint. We define the smearing of the Gauss constraint
G(A) = / d*zGi(z) A (z). (2.32)

Its Poisson bracket with the canonical variables give

{ / deAf(x)Gj(x),Ef(y)} = / d*zA (z) {abE;?+smjnA?E‘m7E?(y)} =

= Yemin N (Y)E™ ()55 67" = vein A (y) B (y),

{[tev@o@ aw} = [dan @ el +ewar e a0} -
= Y0aM"(y) + vEmsi N (y) AT (v)-
Hence,
{GW), 0.1 () + 25 Al B () | =
= einda (N @B (1)) = ey (m)erenh’ () B () +
e B (0.1 (1) + 2mes A (W) AT (1)) =

= veiin N (Y)D B (y) + 7 (ijknt — Einkcejr) N (y) E“"(y) Al (y) =
= veirA (Y)0aE* (y) + veion A () jnn B () AL (y) = veinA' (y)Gr(y).
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Finally, smearing also the second term in the above brackeget
{G(A1),G(A2)} = 3G ([Ar, M) (2.33)

which we recognize as the:(2) algebra structure equations.

We should not be surprised of the appearance of this extrstreamt. WWhen we use the
tetrad formalism, we introduce a new symmetry in the thethrg, invariance under local
gauge transformation. The Gauss constraint is there ta@nfbis invariance at the canonical
level. On the other hand, it might be more puzzling that altftothe local gauge invariance
of the covariant action was the full Lorentz group, the Letyentransform (2.28) is only
invariant under SU(2).

The origin of this puzzle lies precisely in the change ofablés (2.26-2.27). The Ashtekar-
Barbero connection is afiU (2) connection, not a Lorentz connection. In particular, itd$ n
the pull-back of the space-time Lorentz connection [23htuld then be seen as an auxiliary
variable, useful to recast the algebra in a first class form.

Summarizing, in this formulation of General Relativity theeory is described by an
extended phase space of dimensién co? with the fundamental Poisson bracket

{AL(@), B} (y) } = 102056° (2, y) (2.34)

This new internal index corresponds to the adjoint representation of §Uand we can
recover the old 2 - oo® dimensional phase space on the constraint suface 0 dividing by
gauge orbits generated B This group SW2) should be seen as an auxiliary local symmetry
group, since the connection with the original Lorentz grotime tetrad formulation is hidden
in the change of variables (2.26-2.27). It is only for thecplecasey = i (which is the
original one introduced by Ashtekar) that the relation isnifesst : in that case, the Sb)
corresponds to the self-dual subgroup of the Lorentz gridofice that this case also leads to
a simplification of the Hamiltonian constraint (2.31). Or tither hand, the variables are now
complex, and to recover general relativity one needs to sepeality conditions. These are
particularly difficult to deal with at the quantum level, &fiod this reason most developments
in LQG have focused on real. This is what we do also in this review.

2.3 Smearing of the algebra

The next step is to smear the algebra (2.34), as we did prayiaith the ADM variables.
This is needed in order to proceed with the quantizationh&stdtage, the different tensorial
nature of4, and £ plays a key role. If we were doing gauge theory on flat spacgtine
would not pay attention to the different indices, and justanthe connection and the electric
field with the same type of test functions. On the contrary titat the non-trivial geometry
of spacetime is our main goal, we have to be careful. In fdstief look at (2.26) shows that
the densitised triad is a 2-form. Hence, it is natural to snitem a surface,

Ei(S) = /S neEd?o, (2.35)

wheren, = sabc%% is the normal to the surface. The quantiy(S) is theflux of E
acrosss.
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The connection on the other hand is a 1-form, so it is natarantear it along a 1-
dimensional path. Recall that a connection defines a nofipau@llel transport of the fiber
over the base manifold. Consider a patland a parametrization of it*(s) : [0,1] — X.
Given a connectionl’ we can associate to it an elementdif (2) A, = Al 7, wherer; are

the generator ofU (2).
v Then we can integraté, alongy as a line integral,

o~

i — ' i dz?(s)
Aa%AA:/O dsA; (z(s)) Pt (2.36)

Next, we define the holonomy of along~ to be

~ = Pexp (/ A) , (2.37)

whereP stands for the path—ordered product. Thatis,

to

h = [[] a6 aat)ds - ds, (2.38)

n= 0 1>sp,>>51>0

where we parametrized the line withe [0, 1].

On the definition of the holonomy. More precisely, we call holonomy the solution of the diéetial

equation
d

Zho(t) = hy (DAG(D) =0, hy(0) =1, (2.39)
If we integrate the equation by iteration we have
t
hy(t) =1 +/ A(y(s))hy(s)ds = (2.40)
0
=1+ A( ( 81 d81 +/ / A 81 ))h»y(SQ)dSldSQ =
0

therefore formally

mo =3 [[[ Aat) A s (2.41)

n=055,5.055,>0

To complete the proof, one needs to show that the series Isdefthed. Indeed, it converges with
respect to sup norm

ol <3 /// A((s1)) -~ A(y(sn))| s - dsn<Z||A|| (2.42)

n=05 5,30 35,>0

For further reference, let us also notice that the termseo$étnies can be written as integrals over square
domains(si, ..., sn) € [0,t]", instead triangle domaints> s; > --- > s, > 0. This gives

) =Pep [ f 4] =34 [f[ PlaGE) - Ane). @
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Let us list some useful properties of the holonomy.
— The holonomy of the composition of two paths is the prodddhe holonomies of
each path,
hga = hgha. (2.44)

— Under a local gauge transformatign(s:) €SU(2), the holonomy transforms as

he = gs(y) hey g@), (2.45)

wheres(y) andt(y) are respectively the source and target points of thejline
— Under the action of diffeomorphism, the holonomy transfeas

hy (9" A) = heoy (A) . (2.46)

— The functional derivative with respect to the connectives

Sh[A] 22964 (y(s), z) ik if 2 is the source of;
5Aj(x) =< 239O (y(s),z) hyTi if 2 is the targetofy  (2.47)
a 720G (y(s), x) hy (0, 8)Tihy (s,1) if 2 is insidey

Basic proofs. If not otherwise specified, we assume for simplicity tha fource iso = 0. For two
composable paths and 3, we define the composition

_ B(t), ifte(0,8]
da = { alt—2S), iftel[S, T+ 5] (2.48)

If we split the integrals ag;,’ ™" = [’ + [T, (2.43) reads

n n S S T T
L= () [ o [ [ 249)
This allows us to split the path ordering as follows,

P (A(Batr)) - A(Ba(tn))) = P (A(B(tiv1)) - - A(B(tn))) P (Ala(tr)) - - - Aa(ts))) - (2.50)
Hence, the holonomy along the composite path is

h[sa:zzﬁ PAB(ti) - AB(E) [ P (Ala(tr)- - Ala(t)))

n=0i=0 (1) oes)

=S 2 [ P aee) S [ P Aaw)

20 4 Jom) it Jogs)

= hgha,

which proves (2.44). In the second step, we defipedn — i.
To prove (2.45), let us introduce families of vectar$) andw(¢) such that

w(t) = u(t)g(v(t)) = hy (£)g(v(£))u(0). (2.51)
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w(t) satisfies the following differential equation,

d . : . _
—rw(t) = hgu(0) + hgu(0) = hgg™"gu(0) + hgg™" Agu(0)

=hg (g7 g+ 9 " Ag)u(0) = (997" + g~ ' Ag) ghu(0) = A%w(t),

which implies thato(t) = h3(t)w(0) = hZ(t)g(v(0))u(0). Comparing with (2.51) we find (2.45).
The action of a diffeomorphism on the line integral of the connection is given by

[oa=[ Ac@orenoe Go)i* W= [ A, Gore) G Gor) (. @52)

which implies immediately

hy ($A) = hgoy (A). (2.53)
Finally, to prove (2.47), let us compute the differentialiation satisfied by%&j;) in the two

cases ofr being inside the path or at one boundaryz i inside~, from (2.39) we get
i 6}7"‘/ (t07 t) _ 5hW (t07 t)
dt §A:L(z) 0AL(x)

which is solved by% = h(to, s)T:2%h(s,t). Then, by the Leibniz rule we also know that

A(v(1)) =0, (2.54)

6hy (to, 1) _ 0hy(to,s) 6hy(s,1)
> = - h t)+ h(t -
SAL(D) — oAL(m) (&) + (b s)"EErs
From this we can argue thatifis at one boundary we must have
6hy(to,t) [ 1a%mihy(to,t) if xis the source ofy
SAL(x) — | 2@%hy(to,t): if xis the target ofy

= h(to,s)nd:ah(s,t). (2.55)

(2.56)

2.4 Summary

In this section we have taken the two key steps needed tongrgpaeral relativity for the
loop quantization. The first step was to reformulate therheoterms of the tetrad field and
an SU(2) independent connection, the Ashtekar-Barberpexdion (2.27). The second step
was to regularize the resulting Poisson algebra using gattisurfaces, instead of the all of
space as in traditional smearings (cf. what was done in th&l A@mulation). The resulting
smeared algebra df,[A] and E;(S) is calledholonomy-flux algebra. It provides the most
natural regular (i.e. no delta functions appear) versiahefPoisson algebra (2.34).

3 Loop quantum gravity : Kinematics

The formulation of General Relativity in terms of the AstaelBarbero connection and
the densitized triad let us to talk about General Relativitthe language of U (2) gauge
theory, with Poisson brackets (2.34) and the three setsrftgints

G;=0 Gauss law
H,=0 Spatial diffeomorphism invariance
H=0 Hamiltonian constraint
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The difference with a gauge theory is of course in the dynamim gauge theory, after
imposing the Gauss law, we have a physical Hamiltonian. liestead we still have a fully
constrained system.
Let us first briefly review some basic steps in the quantipatibgauge theories. In a
nutshell, the usual procedure goes along these lines :
— Use the Minkowski metric to define a Gaussian measudren the space of connections
modulo gauge-transformations.
— Consider the Hilbert spade, (A4,0A) > ¢[A] and define the Schrédinger representa-
tion

AplA] = AgplA], (3.12)
BE{A] = —ity 4], (31b)

which satisfies the canonical commutation relation,
AL (@), B ()] = imd016% (@, ). (32)

— Impose the Gauss law constraiﬁta/)[A] = 0, which selects the gauge-invariant states.
— Study the dynamics with the physical Hamiltonian,

i0p[A] = Hy[A]. (3.3)

In practice, the easiest way to deal with the dynamics is toohgosed in plane waves
and the Hilbert space into a Fock spaée(A,dA) = Hroer = B, Hn, the direct
sum ovem-particles spaces.

The key difference in the case of general relativity is thatde not have a background
metric at disposal to define the integration measure, sioggline metric is a fully dynamical
guantity. Hence, we need to define a measure on the spacersfat@ams without relying on
any fixed background metric. The key to do this is the notiooytihdrical functions, which
we introduce next.

Commutator.
(400, B )] 914] = =it 40 5504+ iy AL A
- §A; (z) — b3 (x
= méA{;(y)w[A] = ih704656" (z, y)Y[A]

3.0.1 Cylindrical functions and the kinematical Hilbert space

Roughly speaking, a cylindrical function is a functionaleofield that depends only on
some subset of components of the field itself. In the caserat, ke field is the connection,
and the cylindrical functions are functionals that dependh@ connection only through the
holonomiesh.[A] = Pexp (je A) along some finite set of paths Consider a graplf,
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defined as a collection of oriented paths— ¥ (we will call these paths thé&nks of the
graph) meeting at most at their endpoints. Given a gilaph > we denote byL the total
number of links that it contains. A cylindrical function iscauple(T, f) of a graph and a a
smooth functiorf : SU(2)L — C, and itis given by a functional of the connection defined
as

<A | T, f> = w(l“,f) [A] = f(he1 [A]v sy heL [A]) € CylF (34)

wheree; withi = 1, ..., L are the links of the corresponding graph

S

(O

Collection of pathd” = {e1,...,e,}

This space of functionals can be turned into an Hilbert sjfase equip it with a scalar
product. The switch from the connection to the holonomy igial in this respect, because
the holonomy is an element of SU(2), and the integration 8&2) is well-defined. In parti-
cular, there is a unique gauge-invariant and normalizedsuareah, called the Haar measure.
Using L copies of the Haar measure, we define(gyir the following scalar product,

<w(l‘,f) | w(I‘,f’)> = /Hdth(hEI [A]’ LR h6L [A])f/(hm [A]’ LR h6L [A]) (35)

This turnsCyir into an Hilbert spacé{r associated to a given graph
Next, we define the Hilbert space of all cylindrical functdior all graphs as the direct
sum of Hilbert spaces on a given graph,

Hrin = O Hr. (3.6)
rcs

The scalar product o, is easily induced from (3.5) in the following manner wifand
1)’ share the same graph, then (3.5) immediately applies.yftihee different graphs, say
andI'y, we consider a further gradhy = I'y U T's, we extendf; and f5 trivially on I3, and
define the scalar product as (3.5)b#n:

<77ZJ(F1,f1) | ¢(F2,f2)> = <"/’(P1UP2,f1) | 7WZJ(FltJl“z,fz)>' (3-7)

The key result, due to Ashtekar and Lewandowski, is thaf) (€ines an Hilbert space over
(suitably generalized, see [25] for details) gauge conoestd on Y, i.e.

Hkin = LQ[A,d/,LAL]. (38)
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The integration measurk: 41, over the space of connectionsiis called the Ashtekar-Leoxaski
measure. What (3.8) means is that (3.7) can be seen as amealact between cylindrical
functionals of the connection with respect to the Ashtdl@mrandowski measure :

/duAL Oy, 1) (AU, 1) (A) = Dy i) | Vs ga)) - (3.9)

Now that we have a candidate kinematical Hilbert space whads not require a back-
ground metric, let us look for a representation of the hotopdlux algebra on it. To that
end, it is convenient to introduce an orthogonal basis insfiece. This can be done easily
thanks to the Peter-Weyl theorem. It states that a basiseoHlithert spacd.» (G, dpgaar)
of functions on a compact group is given by the matrix elements of the unitary irreducible
representation of the group. For the cas&'tf(2),

ZfimDr(%Zl =031 (3.10)

m__jv"'v.]

where the Wigner matnce@,(,m( ) give the spin-j irreducible matrix representation of the

group elemeny. This immediately applies té(r, since the latter is just a tensor product of
Lo(SU(2), dptmaar)- Thatis, the basis elements are

(AT je,me,ne) = DYY, (hey) ... DG, (he,), (3.11)

mini MnpNn

and a function) - y)[A] € Hr can be decomposed as

Yr,nlA Z B e Diin, (hey [A]) . DG, (e, [A]). (3.12)

On this basis, we can give a Schrddinger representation(8Ke for the regularized
holonomy-flux version of the algebra. Consider for simpyjithe fundamental representation,
he = D(2)(h,). The holonomy acts by multiplication,

ho[Alhe[A] = hy[Alhe[A], (3.13a)

and the flux through the derivative (2.47),

- , Ohe[A] .
. e 2 76 e .
Bi(S)h|A] = —ihy [5 Bon, s = ilihe, [Alrhe, 4] (3.13b)
Heree; ande; are the two new edges defined by the point at which the triedeact the sign
depends on the relative orientationecdind S. The action vanishe€[S]h., [4] = 0, whene
is tangential taS ore NS = 0.

Action of the Flux. In the casee U S = precalling (2.47) we have

:—sz/ d Jna/ dsz( D, 2(0))he, Tihe, = (3.14)
0
—ihy(—1 )”(p)he(o,s)nhe(&l) (3.15)
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Where(—1)°<P) = =1 depending ifo1, o2, s is a right or left handed coordinates system

1 a b c
0x® 0z° 0z° . :
/S /O dald@dseabca%la—; (,;i 5 (x(s),2(0)) = + / dPzd(z) = +1 (3.16)
If there are no intersection the integration of #iép, z(o)) is 0. In the case oé tangent taS we can
compute the action of as a limit of a double intersection. Because the two cortiegbhave relative
opposite sign the limit is trivially.

Consider now the action of the scalar product of two fluxemgadhside the link,
Ei(S)E'(S)h[A] = —h*y? he, [A]7'Tihe, [A]. (3.17)

On the right hand side, we see the appearance of the scalaaction of algebra generators,
tir; = C?2. This scalar product is known as the Casimir operator of thebsa. In the
fundamental representation considered héfe,= —%112. The Casimir clearly commutes
with all group elements, thus (3.17) can be written as

E;(S)E'(S)he[A] = —h2C?42 he, [Alhe, [A] = —h2C%h.|A]. (3.18)

This expression will be useful below.
On the other hand, if two consecutive fluxes act on one entlsay the target, we get

Ei(S)E;(S)he[A] = —h*~2 he[AlmiT;. (3.19)
From this result we immediately find that two flux operatéssior commute,
[E:(S), B (S)he[A] = =1*7* he[All7i, 73] = —h*~ €i5* he[A]m. (3.20)

The actions (3.13) of the holonomy-flux algebra triviallytenxds to a generic basis ele-
ment DU)(h). The action (3.13a) is unchanged, and in the right hand i¢8.b3b) one
simply has to replace; by the generatoy; in the arbitrary irreduciblg. Consequently, in
(3.18) we have the Casimtl’.i'J2 = —j(j + 1)12,41 on a generic irreducible representation,

Ei(S)E'(S)DY) (he) = h24%5(j + 1) DY (h,). (3.21)

Finally, the action is extended by linearity over the whalg;,,. The remarkable fact is
that this representation of the holonomy-flux algebra,, is unique, as proved by Flei-
schhack and Lewandowski, Okolow, Sahlmann, Thiemann [P8F uniqueness result can
be compared to the Von Neumann theorem in quantum mechamitgainiqueness of the
Schrodinger representation. It is well-known that the ueitgess does not extend to inter-
acting field theories on flat spacetime. Remarkably, imgistin background-independence
reintroduces such uniqueness also for a field theory.

What we have accomplished with this construction is the diefinof a well-behaved
kinematical Hilbert space for general relativity. It cagia representation of the canonical
Poisson algebra, and as a bonus, this representation isautigllowing Dirac, we now have
a well-posed problem of reduction by the constraints :

Gi=0

Hiin —— HY A" =0

H=0
hin —— Hpiry ———— Hphys- (3.22)
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3.1 Gauge-invariant Hilbert space

The first step is to find the solutions of the quantum Gausst@ins These are the states
in Hyin that areSU(2) gauge invariant. These solutions define a new Hilbert sghaewe
call 1Y,,, where we leave the subindéxn to keep in mind that there are still constraints to
be solved before arriving t#,,,.. The action of the Gauss constraint is easily represented
in Hyin. In fact, recall that under gauge transformations

he — hi, = Uche = gu(eyhed; ) (3.23)
Similarly, in a generic irreg we have
D (he) — DD (h]) = DD (gy(ephegyly) = DY (gy(e) DD (he) DD (g7)). (3.24)

From this it follows that gauge transformations act on th&rse and targets of the links, na-
mely on thewodes of a graph. Imposing gauge-invariance then means requfrangylindrical
function to be invariant under action of the group at the sade

fo(ht,...,hr) = fo(gsihige, ™, gs, hrge, ) (3.25)

This property can be easily implemented yiaup averaging : given an arbitraryf € Cylr,
the function

fotha,... hr) = /Hdgn Flgsihage, ™o gs hige, ™) (3.26)

clearly satisfies (3.25).

Example : The theta graph. To give a constructive example, let us consider the folhgngraph,

J
1

A generic cylindrical function can be expressed in termshefdrthonormal basis using (3.12). Since
the gauge transformations act only on the group elememgahge-invariant part is obtained looking
at the gauge-invariant part of the product of Wigner masiice

Fino(hseosha) = > FRIR iy [ DS, (1) DG2, (h2) DY), (ha)

Jismy,nyg

Using the definition (3.26), the invariant part of the basis i

[ DS, () D2, (h2) D ()] =

inv
- / dgidgs DY, (guhigs ) DY2), (g1hags H)DYE), (grhags ) =

:,PmlmzmsalazasPﬁ1ﬁ253n1n2n3D(jl) (hl)D(jz) (hQ)D(jS) (hs),

a1 B az B2 a3fBs
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WherePo,, momsarasas 1S the projector on the gauge invariant space,

Pmimomzaragas = /dnggllle (gl)fo{ﬁ@ (gl)DféZ’Lg (gl)'
This projector can be written in terms of normalized Cleb&drdan coefficients, or Wigner's 3j-m

symbols, as

(1) (72) (i3) _ (g J2 g\ [ J2 I3
/dngm1a1 (gl)Dm2a2(gl)Dm3a3(gl) - (ml ma m3) (al Qs a;;)' (327)

With this notation,

[ D3, () DG2), (ho) DE (hs)] =

(1 J2 3 JioJ2 g3\ (Jv g2 Js\(J1 J2 Js\pG) (j2) (Js)

= <m1 o m;;) (Oq o a3> (51 B 53> <n1 - n3) D;ls (h)Dg25, (h2) D25 (hs)
_ (g2 g3\ (i J2 Js (e) ;

= <m1 me m3) (nl no ’I’L:;) ];[ D (he) 1:[Zn

wherei,, is a short-hand notation for the 3j-m symbols. Notice thaséhare the invariant tensors in the
space of ® j. of all the spins that enters in the nodeFinally, we have
een

o (Ge) . £i1,02,3 Ji J2 Js3 JiJ2 Js
fznv = ;];[D (he) ];[Zn Z fml,mg,mg,nl,ng,n;; <m1 ma m3) (nl N ’I'L:;)

MeNe

_ Z fj11j27j3 HD(je)(he) Hi”’ (3.28)
Je n

e

with the new coef‘ficientgfjl’j2 43 including the sums over the magnetic numbers n..

The group averaging amounts to inserting on each matthe following projector,

p_ /dg I] (). (3.29)

een

Here the integrand is an element in the tensor produ6fof2) irreducible representations,
[1 D% (he) € R VU (3.30)
As such, it transforms non-trivially under gauge transfation and is in general reducible,

® Ve — @ \74“08 (3.31)

Then, the integration in (3.29) selects the gauge invaparitof), V) namely theinglet
spacel (0 if the latter exists. Sinc® is a projector, we can decompose it in terms of a basis
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of V(©), Denotingi,, a vector (“ket”) in this basisqy = 1,...,dimV (%, andi¥ the dual
(“bra’),
dimV (©
P= > iail (3.32)
a=1

These invariants are calledrertwiners. For the case of a 3-valent node as in the above
example,dimV(® = 1 and the unique intertwiner is given by Wigner’s 3j-m symbols
(cf. (3.27)). More precisely in the case of a three-valemtaniine space

V) g v U2) g 17Us)

muv

is non-empty only when the following Clebsch-Gordan caodg hold,
lj2 — 73] < j1 < ja + Jjs. (3.33)

For ann-valent node, the spadé(®) can have a larger dimension. To visualize the intertwi-
ners, it is convenient to add first two irreps only, then thedttand so on. This gives rise to a
decomposition over virtual links, which fer = 4 andn = 5 looks as follows :

The virtual sping;; label the intertwiners.

Brief proof that P is a projector. First we check thaPP = P

PP = /dg1dgz 1299 [ Y (92) = /dg1dgz [12Y(g1)DY) (g2) = (3.34)

een een een
— [ ddgs [T D9 (0192) = [ dgn [ dor [] D9 (01) = (3.35)
een ecn

than that is left and right invariant

[129 )P = / dgz [T DV (91) DV (g2) = / dg [[ DY (9192) =P (3.36)

een een ecen

PI[ DY (1) = / dgz [ [ DY (92) DV (91) = / dgo [[ DY (gegr) =P (3.37)

een een een

The facts thaP acts only on the nodes of the graph that label the basis.of and equa-
tion (3.32) implies that the result of the action®fon elements of{;,, can be written as
a linear combination of products of representation magrie€’) (k.. ) contracted with intert-
winers, generalizing the result (3.28). The states labeidda graphl’, with an irreducible
representatiom /) (1) of spin-j of the holonomy: along each link, and with an elemernf
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the intertwiner space(,, = Inv[ ® VU¢)] in each node, are called spin network states, and

een

are given by
DT i) [he] = @DV (he) @ i (3.38)

n
Here the indices of the matrices and of the interwiners atddn for simplicity of notation.
Their contraction pattern can be easily reconstructed ttantonnectivity of the graph.

i

io

To complete the discussion, let us show that imposing thgedvariance amounts to
solving the Gauss law constraidt;s) = 0. Consider a gauge invariant nodeand a surface
S centered im of radiuse. The action of the total flux operator throughon n vanishes
identically :

213% E(S)|n) =0. (3.39)
In fact, using (3.13b) at each link one notices that (3.3®dpces the infinitesimal gauge
transformatiory,, = 1 — a;7* € SU(2) at the node, and because the node is gauge invariant
such action vanishes.

Summarizing, spin network states (3.38) form a completéshzfsthe Hilbert space of
solutions of the quantum Gauss la#f,, . The structure of this space is nicely organized by
the spin networks basis. As before, different graptselect different orthogonal subspaces,
thus#?, decomposes as a direct sum over spaces on a fixed graph,

HY. = PECBZH%. (3.40)
Furthermore, the Hilbert space on a fixed graph decomposesian over intertwiner spaces,
HY = Lo[SU2)%/SUR)N, dprraar] = ©j, (20 Hn) - (3.41)
These two equations are the analogue in loop gravity of tiek Becomposition of the Hilbert

space of a free field in Minkowski spacetime into a direct sim-particle states, and play
an equally important fundamental role.
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3.2 Geometric operators
3.2.1 The area operator

The simplest geometric operator that can be constructeabjm duantum gravity is the
area operator. The area of a surf&oean be given in terms of its norma), and the densitized

triad EZ‘-I,
A S) = / dodo 1/E19Ebinanb (3.42)
( g 1402

The area at classical level. We start from the standard definition of area in terms of tle¢rim

Oz Oxb
A(S) = /Sdorldaz\/det <gab&7 W) a,B=1,2 (3.43)
using the notatiod, z® = gij
a b
det gab8iai = GabYcd [alxaalxbaﬁccaz:cd — 81m“82:cb81:c682md] = (3.44)
oo OoP

= gabgcd281£ca81$[b82£cc]an'd = 29a[bgc]daﬂcaaﬂcbazxcazrd = (345)
— g% nen; (3.46)

where we recognized that

dz* 9x®

1 e
ga[bgc]d - Egaceebdfgg f Ne = €eab

Using the definition of tetrad and densitized tetrad we have
A(S) = / doidoay/e?eselineny = / doidoay/ E¢Efineny (3.48)
S S

At the quantum level, we know from (3.13b) that the triad @pers act as functional
derivatives. The action of the scalar product of two triagerator was also studied, see
equation (3.21), for the case of a surface intersected amtg @y the holonomy path. The
case of a generic graph can be easily dealt with if we reqddhie expression for the area in
the following way. We introduce a decomposition%in N two-dimensional cells, and write
the integral as the limit of a Riemann sum,

A(S) = lim An(S), (3.49)

N —o00

where the Riemann sum can be expressed as

N
AN(S) = VE(SHE(S)). (3.50)

I=1

HereN is the number of cells, and, (S;) is the flux of E; through the/-th cell.
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Checking the limit. In the limit of infinitesimal cells we have that

Ei(Sr) 5/ noEBf{d?c = | Efn. ~ Efn.Sr (3.51)
Sr Sr

In that limit the definition of the area

N N N
AN(S) =D VE(SNE(S1) = > \/Etnt SiEYnlSr = Siy/E¢nlEvinl = (3.52)
I=1 I=1 I=1
_ / B¢ EYnany (3.53)
S

Accordingly, we define the area operator as

A(S) = lim Apn(S), (3.54)

N —oc0

where inAy (S) we simply replace the classical flu%;(S;) by the operatoi;(S;). This
operator now acts on a generic spin network sigte where the graph' is generic and
can intersectS many times. We already know thﬁi(SI)Ei(SI) gives zero ifSy is not
intersected by any link of the graph. Therefore once the mgasition is sufficiently fine
so that each surfacg; is punctured once and only once, taking a further refinemast h
no consequences. Therefore, the limit amounts to simplytiencontributions of the finite
number of punctures of S caused by the links df. That s,

N
A(S)gr = lim Y A\ Ei(SHE(S)Yr = Y hy/4%0p + 1) ¢r.  (3.55)
I=1

peSUT

There are two key remarks to make to this formula : first oftht, spectrum of the area
operator is completely knowhand quantized : the area can only take up discrete values,
with minimal excitation being proportional to the squaréarek lengthé% = G, restoring
Newton’s constant. This result can be compared with othlebcated quantizations, such as
the radii of electron’s orbitals in atoms.

Second, the operator has/augonal action on spin networks. Therefore, spin network
states are eigenstates of the area operator.

3.2.2 The volume operator

Given a regionR C X classically we can define its volume as

V(R) = /R d’uy/g = /R d3:c\/ ’%SabcsiikEgEgEg, (3.56)

4. In this expression, we assumed that each puncture isccayselink crossing the surface. However, it could
also happen that is puncture by a node of the graph. A closed expression foartba spectrum is known also in
this general case. See the literature for details [11, 1B, 27
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where the quantity in absolute value can be recognized adeteeminant of the densitised
triad, detE¢?.

Two distinct mathematically well-defined volume operatbase been proposed in the
literature. One is due to Rovelliand Smolin, and the othédbtekar and Lewandowski. We
will refer to them as RS and AL respectively. Both of them amttrivially only at the nodes
of a spin network state. Let us begin reviewing the consondiy RS.

As we did for the area, we replace the integral ofeby the limit of a Riemann sum.
Specifically, we consider a partition of the region in cuteti<C; so thatR C U;Cy, and the
integral [;, d°x can be approximated from above by the spip volume(C7). This partition
allows us to rewrite (3.56) in terms of fluxes. In fact, comsithe following integral,

1
W] = —/ d20'1/ d20'2/ d20'3 ysijkEf(al)na(al)E;-’(ag)nb(ag)Eg(03)nc(03)’ .
48 Jac, pren oC;

In the continuum limit where we send the size of the eells 0 and we shrink the cell to a
pointz, we obtain

Wi = —e®nonyn, det B2 () ® ~ det E%(z) €% ~ volume?(Cy).

1
48
Hence, we have

= lim Z VWr. (3.57)

e—0

For the sake of notation, let us subdivide eaxty into surfacesS® such thatoC; =
UaS¢. Then, we can writéV; as a sum of fluxes over three surfaces, and

CRSWEDS
a0,

Finally, we can simply turn the classical fluxes to operators

ﬂ%ZV
a,B,y

This is the Rovelli-Smolin volume operator.

As for the area operator, one finds that there exists an “@ftisubdivision, after which
the result stays unchanged with any further refinement, arideslimit can be safely taken.
For the area, this consisted in the small surfaces beingtprettonly once at most. So-
mething similar happens for the volume. The “optimal” paoti is reached as follows. The
nodes ofl" can fall only in the interior of cells, and a céll; contains at most one node. In
case the cell contains no node, then we assume that it cergamost one link. Moreover,
we assume that the partition of the surfad€g in cells S§* is refined so that links df can
intersect a celb¢ only in its interior and each cefl® is punctured at most by one link.

This said, let us now study the action of the operator. Thetfiiag to notice is that the
presence of the epsilon tensor requires all three fluxes tffezent : if two are the same,
then their antisymmetric combination introduced by thellepsvanishes. In particular, this

i Ei(S7)E (S7)E(S)) (3.58)

ACACHIACH]) (3.59)
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means that the volume does not act on links, since if no ngole&ent, two of th&® have to
be the same. We thus obtain the important resultidhatolume operator acts only on nodes
of the graph.

Let us now focus on a single node, i.e. theéh contribution to (3.59). We consider the

cubic operator
~ 1
U= 2

By

eijkEi(S*)E;(SP)ER(S)] . (3.60)

Let us restrict to gauge-invariant spin networks, where@hess law holds and each node is
labeled by an intertwiner. First of all, it is immediate teegbat the action of (3.60) on a 3-
valent node is zero. In fact, the Gauss law tells us that threddithe fluxes through a surface
around a gauge invariant node is zero. In the 3-valent cagettoeeS* give non-zero fluxes,
thus

(Bi(s™) + Eu(s%) + Ei(SM)) li) =0, (3.61)

which implies
Ei(5%) i) = = (Bi(S%) + E(SM)) Ii) (3.62)

Using this result in (3.60) we get zero because two identigaés always appear,
i () By (S7)BW(S7) i) = —eign (Bi(SP) + Bi(S7)) Ey(SP)Er(S7) i) = 0.

Non-trivial contributions to the volume comes from nodesalency 4 or higher. Notice
that these are the cases for which the intertwiner is notusmifut a genuine independent
guantum number. Thus the operator (3.60) probes preciselgégrees of freedom hidden
in the intertwiners. Consider the 4-valent case. Of all thdage cellsS®, only four are
punctured by the links. Hence, we have only four contrimgito the Gauss law, which we
can then use to eliminate one flux in favor of the remainingehr

E/(SY) = ~E,(SY) - Ei(S%) - Ei(SY). (3.63)

The sum over thé& in (3.60) then reduces to the sole contributions from the pounctured
surfaces. Using (3.63) these contributions are all equalinfple combinatorial shows that
there are 48 terms, all equal, thus

U = EijkEi(Sl)Ej(S2)Ek(53)‘ = h3 ”}/3Eiij11J72J/§’ . (364)

In the last step we have used the result (3.13b), which giheeadtion of the fluxes in terms of
the generatorfa in the spinj, representation. Notice that the orientation factoridetween
the edge and the surface) are irrelevant because of the owodul

This is a well-defined cubic operator, whose action spectsuagain discrete, with mini-
mal excitation proportional t6zG)?/2. The explicit formula is much more complicated than
that of the area. We refer the interested reader to thetiitey§29].

The alternative proposal by Ashtekar and Lewandowski ha#tra property of being
sensitive to the differential structure of the graph at tbden The subdivision of the region
R into cubic cells is the same as above, the key difference limn to choose the surfaces
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to smear the triad filed. Instead of subdividing the bound#ty into cells S*, we now
consider for eacl®’; only three surfaces. We assign a local coordinate systerand take
the three surfaces to be any three surfaggside the cube and orthogonal to each other.
The Ashtekar and Lewandowski volume operator is defined as

a b c
= Ehgéz \/‘ 3'awkaabc (S4BT (SYER(SE)|. (3.65)
Unlike (3.56), this expression is already written in ternfiglaxes, so we do not need the
manipulation in terms of/’;. We can directly use (3.13b) to write

3

B
18 CikEabe Kakptic JoJ) JE, (3.66)

1 iy Ny .

SiCiikare ' (ST)E? (SYYE*(S§) =
where again/!_ is the.SU(2) generator in the spif, representation, ands is the relative
orientation between the cedl! and the edge puncturing it i.e.

1 if e lies aboveS
ks(e) =< —1 |if elies belowS (3.67)
0 otherwise

The operator (3.66) strongly depends on the choice of tipetof surfacesS{. In order

to define a volume operator independent from the regulateraverage (3.66) on all the
possible choices of orthogonal tripl&$ (see the [27] for the details). The result is a sum
over the nodes of the graph,

V(R)=1?>" 4 < 20 ik ele el e) Ji(e)Ji(e!)J*(e)], (3.68)

/ 11
nel’ e,e’ e

wheree,e’,e” runs over the set of edges passing through the moalede is the orientation
function, which equal$ if the tangent directions of the three edges are linearlyeddpnt
and +1 if they are linearly independent and oriented positivelynegative respect to the
orientation ofX. k¢ is an undetermined constant introduced by the averagingeproe.

This alternative volume differs from (3.59) in two ways : fiysit depends on an arbitrary
constantkg, unlike (3.59) which is unique. Secondly, the absolute@@woutside the internal
summation, unlike (3.59) where it is inside. This seconfedénces is what makes the AL
operator sensible to the differential structure of the grap fact, the action of (3.68) vanishes
on nodes whose edges lie on a plane, because in that ease

On the other hand, both operators annihilate a 3-valent,rasttecoincide (up to a pro-
portionality constant) in the 4-valent case, where theybatk proportional ta;;.J; J37 J;.

Summarizing, both volume operators act only on nodes of taptg Their matrix ele-
ments vanish between different intertwiner spaces, arc ®aery intertwiner space is finite
dimensional, their spectra are discrete with minimal extiwns proportional to the Planck
length cube’?,.
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Together with the discreteness of the area operator, tlessdts show that in loop quan-
tum gravity thespace geometry is discrete at the Plack scale. Each spin network describes a
quantum geometry, where each face dual to a link has an area proportional tegting ., and
each region around a node has a volume determined by thewimeri,, as well as the spins
of the link sharing the node.

It is important to stress that this is not a built-in disczation, as in lattice approaches to
guantum gravity. It is a result of the quantum theory, sintitethe quantization of the energy
levels of an harmonic oscillator, or the radii of the atonmibitals.

Thanks to this fundamental discreteness, where the minjainetric excitations are
proportional to the Planck length, the theory is expectedmbave ultraviolet divergences,
and to resolve the problem of the classical singularitiegesferal relativity at the big bang
(e.g. [31]), or at the center of black holes (e.g. [32]). AgkHing these issues of course re-
quires taking into account the dynamics of the theory, taciiwe turn next.

4 Loop quantum gravity : Dynamics

4.1 Solutions of the diffeomorphisms constraint

Spin network stater ;. ;,)[A] are inHY,,, i.e. Gir ;i) [A] = 0. The next step in
the Dirac program (3.22) is to implement the spatial diffeophisms, namely to find gauge-
invariant states such that®y[A] = 0.

To that end, consider a finite diffeomorphigmits action on the holonomy, as in (2.46),
naturally induces an operataron the space of cylindrical functions. This operator maps
Cylr to Cylgor, that iséwp = gor. Its action is well-defined and unitary, thanks to the
fact that the Ashtekar-Lewandowski measure is diffeomisrplinvariant. On the other hand,
Cylr andCylgor are orthogonal Hilbert spaces, regardless of what theatiftephism is.
This means that we can not define the action of an “infiniteBidtiEeomorphism diffeo-
morphisms are all finite, from the perspective of cylindritactions. Although this might
appear as a restriction, it is not a real problem for the cangon of £ p; ¢ . We can proceed
by group averaging as we did for the Gauss constraint, arstican? p; s  from those states
invariant undefinite diffeomorphisms.

However, there are a couple of subtle issues to take intouatc@he first one has to
do with the existence of symmetries of the graphs. Namehgéeh graph there are always
some diffeomorphisms that act trivially on it, leaving italvanged. Let us distinguish two
cases : the diffeomorphisms that exchange the links amarggélves without changirig
call themGSr following [30], and those that also preserve each link, aretaty shuffle
the points inside the link, call them TDjff The latter have to be taken out, because their
infinite-dimensional trivial action would spoil the groupesiaging procedure.

The second issue is that unlike imposing the Gauss law, imgdse invariance under dif-
feomorphism will not result in a subspacef#{,,,, since diffeomorphisms are a non-compact
group. Think for instance of (z) € Ls[R, dz] required to be invariant under translations (a
non-compact group) : the result is a constant functiopwhich is not in L;[R, dz| since
it is not integrable. It defines however a linear functional ¢y € Ly[R,dz] — C, since
[dzey(z) = ¢1(0), the Fourier transform of) evaluated in zero. Similarly, solutions to
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the diffeomorphism constraint can be described in termgnedir functionals onH, . Let
us denoté?;, the space of linear functionals 6¢f,,,. Then,n € H?: is a diffeomorphic-
invariant functional if

(oY) = n() Vi € Hiy. (4.1)
The space of such functionals is deno#éy, ; ;, and the Hilbert space/p;ss solution of
the constraint is constructed by duality. The conditiori)4hould remind the reader of the
analogue condition of gauge-invariance studied in theiptsvsection. There, we were able
to implement it via a simple group averaging procedure. éndame manner, we would like
to define a projectoPp; ¢ onH piss such that

W) piss = WIPoissley = D (eply), (4.2)

$€Diff /TDiff

where the sum is over all the diffeomorphism mappihigto I’ excepr those corresponding
to the trivial ones TDiff.. See [30] for more details.

The result of this procedure are spin network states defimeg@ivalence classes of
graphs under diffeomorphisms. These equivalence classes are calleds, see Figure 1. The
study of knots forms an elegant branch of mathematics. Tifiengariant Hilbert space of
loop quantum gravity is spanned bkiyotted spin networks.

. LRDBD
e LEYOY

Y SRR

FIGURE 1 —Left panel. A diffeomorphism can change the way a graph is embeddEd lut
not the presence of knots within the graglighr panel. The first few knots (without nodes),
taken from Wikipedia.

4.2 The Hamiltonian constraint

Finally, we approach the last step of Dirac’s program. Onsibece of knotted spin net-
works Hp;ry, we want to define the Hamiltonian constraint, and study atatons. The
classical scalar constraint is

 Eep?® S
BaNeT 12 (pk _9(14+~2) K} K-7)
/ 4 det(E)( =2 (1477) KL

= HP(N)-2(1+~*) T(N), (4.3)

H(N)
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where we introduced the shorthand notatiéff (V) andT'(N). As with the ADM Hamil-
tonian constraint (1.19), this expression is non-lineduiclv anticipates difficulties to turn it
into an operator. However, a trick due to Thiemann [33] alaws to rewrite (4.3) in a way
amenable to quantization. Denotifig= [ \/det(E) the volume oft, and

K = /K;Eg, (4.4)

we can use the classical brackets (2.34) to establish tlosviol identities,

Ki = = (A, -Ti(B) = - {4 K}, (4.5)
v v
- 1
K = m{ﬂ(zva),v}, (4.6)
EsEY
— e, = é{A];,V}. 4.7)
det(E) g
Using these relations,
HE(N) = / Pz N5, 5L, { ALV}, (4.8)

=
32
I

[ et (1P W)V {ag (P W)V A v

The advantage of this reformulation is that the non-lirtgasimapped into Poisson bra-
ckets. The next step is to rewrite these expressions in tefimslonomies and fluxes, so that
we can turn them into operators. Notice that we already krimwblume operator, and its
spectrum can be explicitly computed. This is very promidimgards the prospect of kno-
wing the action of the Hamiltonian constraint. Next, the mection and curvature have to be
written in terms of holonomies. This requires a regular@aprocedure. We describe it only
for the first term %, and refer the reader to the literature [13] To(IV).

The connection can be easily expressed in terms of holorsolMiting explicitly (2.38),
we have that for a path, of lengthe along thex® coordinateh., [A] ~ 1+ e Al 7; + O(€?),
therefore we also have

he! {he,, V= e { ALV} +0(e). (4.9)
For the curvature, consider an infinitesimal triangulapleq,, lying on the planeab, and
with coordinate area?. At lowest order ir,
1 o
haw =1+ 56 Fopm +O("), (4.10)
thus
Row, — hol, = €F4" + O(e*). (4.11)

At this point, we proceed as we did for the geometric opesatothe previous section. We
introduce a cellular decomposition &f and regularize the integral as a Riemann sum over
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the cellsCy,

E __ g N q _abc —
H —21_{% 51 €7 3T (Fop {Ac, V1)) = (4.12)
: abce — —
= ll_)I% % Nre®Tr ((hag, — hol) hot {he, V}) . (4.13)

This time is more convenient to specify the cellular decositan in terms of ariangulation,
namely a collection of tetrahedral cells. The laep, can then be adapted to the triangular
faces of this decomposition, as in the following figure.

This expression can now be promoted to an operator in thetguretheory,
% = tim XI: N T ((hay, = hal, ) et [heo V1) (4.14)

This is a well-defined operator, whose action is explicithokn. It inherits the property of
the volume operator of acting only on the nodes of the spiwoit From the holonomies,
it modifies the spin network by creating new links carryinqisp/2 around the node, see the
following figure.

Finally, its amplitude depends on the details of the actibthe volume operator. See the
literature [11, 13, 30] for details.

Since the only dependence eiis on the position of the new link, in the Hilbert space
Hpirs Where the position of the link is irrelevant, the limit can safely taken without
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affecting the result. Not only this operator is well-defipaldo the Dirac algebra (1.23) can be
realized at the quantum level. To see this, we need first ®that the new “exceptional” links
added by (4.14) carry zero volume and are thus invisible tarthér action by (4.14). This
crucial property requires the Ashtekar-Lewandowskiarsif the volume quantum operator,
because the new nodes at the junction of the new link with tti@wes are planar, and the
AL volume operator vanishes on planar nodes. Thanks to#tid/; ) and#(N2) commute
on the spacé{p;;s of diffeomorphic-invariant spin networks. Hence for didfeorphism
invariant statesg| € Hpiyy,

(@] [NV, AN [0) =0 = (G| NG VN [0) . W € Haan: (425)

This is the correct commutator algebra on-shell. Thankisitorton-trivial property, the quan-
tization is said to be anomaly-free.

Another key result is that an infinite number of states sohstiof ' are known : any
graph without nodes is in the kernel Bf and7'. This result [35], together with the discre-
teness of the spectra [34], started the whole interest inoitye quantum gravity approach.
More in general, a formal solution of the Hamiltonian coastt will be a particular linear
combination (generally infinite) of spin networks with arbignrary number of exceptional
links, whose coefficients depend on the details of the quardperator and on the spins
carried by the spin network,

}{ a>{+...+ @+

This construction defines a new spin network with a “dressetbhas the solution. However,
this procedure is only formal, and no explicit solutions lamewn in general.

In conclusion, we have a perfectly well-defined Hamiltone@mstraint, whose action
is explicitly known andfinite. An infinite number of states solutions &f are known, and
the Dirac algebra is anomaly-free on physical states. Coentbés with the old-fashioned
Wheeler-De Witt equation (1.37), which was badly ill-definand we see the full force of
the use of the Ashtekar variables to quantize generalvéiati

Nevertheless, the program of quantization is far from bemmplete : the complete cha-
racterization oft,.,s nor the full spectrum off are known. In spite of the successes of
this approach, some limitations need to be stressed. licpknt, although well-defined, the
Hamiltonian constraint is plagued by a number of ambigsiitie

— We can change the spin of the exceptional edges to an aybibue j. This change

have significant physical effects in loop quantum cosmofoggxample.

— We can regularize the connection and the curvature witaréifit paths and still make a

consistent theory [30]. In particular, one can envisagdfareint construction in which
the constraint acts on more than one node simultaneousiyhaxated in [36].
— Alternative orderings can be explored.
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4.3 Current approaches

The effort to gain control over these ambiguities has fldngisinto two main lines of re-
search. The first one is the idea of the Master Constrainteldree defines a unique constraint
implementing simultaneously the diffeomorphisms andaocabnstraints. The second one is
the spin foam formalism. There one abandons the canonigabaph, and seeks a func-
tional integral description of transition amplitudes beém spin network states. These two
approaches have seen recent important developments, atiteacurrent state of the art of
the field. We will unfortunately not have time to review theerd, but the interested reader
can consider references [13, 37] for the first approach, 38ffr the second.

To conclude, although the kinematics of loop quantum gyasibeautifully under control,
the dynamics is still work in progress. We remark nonettsieat the key result on space dis-
creteness, derived using kinematical states, is expeztenld also for physical states [11]. In
the next and final Section, we want to go back to this discesteand make some comments
about it.

5 On quantum geometry

Let us review what we have learned in Section 3. The goldels tifdoop quantum gra-
vity are the spin network states. These form a basis in thenkatical Hilbert space, and
diagonalize geometric operators. In particular, the quantumbers carried by a spin net-
work, (T, je,i,), define a notion ofjuantum geometry,® in the same way as the quantum
number of an harmonic oscillator defines its quantum stdtes& quantum numbers can be
compared with the kinematical metrjg,, defining the classical geometry of space. We use
the word kinematical to mean thaf, is an arbitrary metric, not necessarily a solution of
Einstein’s equations, just like an arbitrary spin netwqgukrss the kinematical Hilbert space,
not necessarily solving the diffeomorphisms and Hamiliargonstraints. The quantum geo-
metry described byT', j.,i,,) is very different than a classical geomeiry,. Specifically, it
is largely insufficient to reconstruct a mettjg,. We can highlight three key differences :

(i) Quantized spectra : the spectra of geometric operatergiacrete, as opposed to the
continuum values of their classical counterparts. Thisigadard situation in quantum
mechanics, think for instance of the discretization of thergy levels of an harmonic
oscillator.

(i) Non-commutativity : not all geometric operators comteamong themselves. This is
a consequence of the non-commutativity of the fluxes (3Ttis is also standard, like
the incompatibility of position and momentum observables.

(iii) Distributional nature : the states capture only a #nitumber of components of the
original fields, that is their values along paths (for theroeetion) and surfaces (for the
triad). This is reminiscent of what happens in lattice theswhere the continuum field
theory is discretized on a fixed lattice and only a finite nundfelegrees of freedom
are captured.

5. Each face dual to a link has an area proportional to the gpiand each region around a node has a volume
determined by the intertwiner, as well as the spins of the link sharing the node.
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In spite of these differences, if the theory is correct it hradimit asemiclassical regime
where a smooth geometry emerges. And furthermore, the dgsarfithis smooth geometry
should be given by general relativity, at least in some agipration. This is what we expect
from any quantum theory : that thie — 0 limit is well-defined, and reproduces classical
physics. The points (i-ii) show that this limit might not biévial to obtain in loop quantum
gravity. Although we started from genuine general relsitignd quantum mechanics, without
any exotic ingredient, we ended up with a description in teofrquantities(I’, j., i,,), which
are very far from the original oneg,;. This is the problem of the semiclassical limit.

In this final Section, we would like to comment on the first parthis problem, namely
the emergence of a smooth geometry. This requires unddmstpiine points (i-iii). The first
point is easier to deal with : also the orbitals of the hydrogms are quantized, placed at
distances labeled by an integerThe classical Keplerian behavior is recovered if we look at
the largen limit. Similarly, continuum spectra are recovered in thgéaspin limitj; — oo.
Points (ii) and (iii) are more subtle. The key to deal withrthis the use otoherent states,
namely linear superpositions of spin network states peaketismooth geometry.

Recall that coherent states are peaked on a point in theazlbgkase space. For instance,
the coherent state) for an harmonic oscillator is peaked on the initial positios Re(z)
and momentump = Im(z). The phase space is the familiar cotangent bundle to thdimeal
(¢,p) € T*R. Analogously, coherent states for loop quantum gravitypeeked on a point
(Al (z), E#(x)) in the classical phase space, which defines an intrinsioygir the triad)
and extrinsic (through the connection) 3-geometry. Sudiecent states for loop quantum
gravity were introduced in [39]. These states minimize theautainty of the flux operators,
thus addressing (ii). In order to address (iii) and recovemaoth geometryverywhere on
3}, the coherent states have support over an infinite numbeaphg.

On the other hand, dealing with an infinite number of grapte fisrmidable task, and
for practical purposes, one often needs to rely on apprdioms A convenient one is to
allow only states living on a fixed finite grafih The Hilbert spacé{r provides aruncation
of the theory, which may be sufficient to capture the physfappropriate regimes. Within
this truncation, one considers coherent statg¢inHowever, in which sense one can assign
a classical geometrical interpretation to these statesy Wil be peaked on points in the
phase space corresponding#$, which consists of classical holonomies and fluxeson
These quantities capture onlyiaire number of components of a continuum geometry. To be
able to interpret these truncated coherent states in agalysinse, we need to use these data
to approximate a continuum geometry. The problem is sinml@approximating a continuous
function f (z) if we are given a finite number of its value, = f(x,,). Various interpolating
procedures are common. We now describe a notion of inteipglgeometry which emerges
naturally.

The associated gauge-invariant Hilbert space on a fixechgsag sum over intertwiner
space¢,, = Inv[ ® V)] associated to the nodes (see (3.41)),

een
HE = D, (R Hn) - (5.1)

Just like Lo [R, dx] is the quantization of the classical phase spAt®, this Hilbert space
is the quantization of a classical phase sfadenote itSr. The important result which is

6. Up to singular points, but this is not important for thddaling.
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relevant for us is that this phase space can be parametsZetiavs [40],

St = x T*Sl X Sp(n). (52)
l n

HereT*S! is the cotangent bundle to a circl€ the valency of the node, andSy is a2(F —
3)-dimensional phase space, introduced by Kapovich and d#ill41]. This parametrization
mimics the decomposition (5.1). In particular, the quattan of 7*S* gives the quantum
numberj; associated to each link, and the quantizatio§ gf, gives thel" — 3 intertwiners
associated to ai'-valent node.

The parametrization defines a notion of interpolating geoyressociated to a cellular
decomposition ok dual toI', calledtwisted geometry [40]. The key to the geometric inter-
pretation of (5.2) is the node spaSg,,) . Fix the spingj; on the links connected to the node,
and consideF unit vectorsy; in R? constrained to satisfy the followingosure condition,

F
C= Zjlnl =0. (53)
=1
Because of the closure, the vectgrs; span a polygon ifR?, see Figure 2. The space of all
Jany
Jan3
Jana
Jim

FIGURE 2 — A polygon inR?, with F sides of fixed lengths. Because of the closure condition,
not all the components of the normals are independent, tydf 3. If we further consider
the polygon up to rotations, that is the sp&ge this is only specified b§ F —3—3 = 2(F—3)
numbers. These can be taken to be the lengtlis-af diagonals and their conjugated dihedral
angles (which measure the way the polygon hinges on eacbriidlg

polygons with fixedj; up to SO(3) rotations forms the phase spége called by Kapovich
and Millson the space of shapes of the polygon.

This means that we can interpret the intertwiners as “gmadtpolygons”. Such inter-
pretation is appealing, but not particularly useful for purposes. More promising would be
a description in terms Qfolyhedra, rather than polygons : Polyhedra can be glued together
to approximate a smooth manifold, and their geometry willice a discrete metric of some
sort.

The good news [43] is that this is precisely what happens aat, feach (non-coplanar)
configuration of vectors; describes also anigue polyhedron in R?, with j; as the areas of
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FIGURE 3 — A generic polyhedron with 100 faces. Notice that mostgare hexagons.

the faces, ana; as their unit normals. More precisely, a convex boundedtpdyon. The
explicit reconstruction of the polyhedron geometry frontdmmmies and fluxes is studied in
[43]. Therefore, up to the degenerate configurations cpomding to coplanar normals, we
can visualizeSg as a polyhedron witli” faces.

Going back to (5.2), th&*S' space on the links carries information needed to define the
parallel transport between adjacent polyhedra. This wnizprrespondence betwedp in
(5.2) and polyhedra means thaich (non-degenerate) classical holonomy-flux configuration
on a fixed graph can be visualized as a collection of adjacent polyhedra, each one with its
own frame, and with a notion of parallel transport between any two polyhedra. Since twisted
geometries parametrize the classical phase space on a feqgld, goherent states on a fixed
graph are peaked on the approximated smooth geometrybleddry a twisted geometry, i.e.
a collection of polyhedra.

Twisted geometries have a peculiar characteristic whistifies their name : they define
a metric which is locally flat, buiscontinuous. To understand this point, consider the link
shared by two nodes. Its dual face has area proportioralttowever, its shape is determined
independently by the data around each node (the normalsharather areas), thus generic
configurations will give different shapes. In other wordhg teconstruction of two polyhedra
from holonomies and fluxes does not guarantee that the sbépkared faces match. Hence,
the metric of twisted geometries is discontinuous in theedhat the shape of a face “jumps”
when going from one polyhedra to the next. See left panelgiifei 4.

Notice that one can also consider a special set of configunafior which the shapes
match, see right panel of Figure 4. This is a subse$ofvhich corresponds to piecewise
flat and continuous metrics. For the special case in whicthallpolyhedra are tetrahedra,
this is the set-up of Regge calculus, and those holonomigglaxes describe a 3d Regge
geometry. The matching conditions in this case were studif#]. For an arbitrary graph,
the matching conditions are studied in [43], and the resolile/be Regge calculus on generic
cellular decompositions.

The relation between twisted geometry and Regge calculpbamthat holonomies and
fluxes carrymore information than the phase space of Regge calculus. Wesdtnas this
is not in contradiction with the fact that the Regge variabd@d the LQG variables on a
fixed graph both provide a truncation of general relativigimply, they define two distinct
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FIGURE 4 — Two high-valency nodes and the link connecting them. paftel : In general,
the two adjacent polyhedra, defined by holonomies and flurek@nodes, don'’t glue well.
Even if the area of a polygonal face is the same because theremique spin associated
with the link, the shapes will be different in general. Riglanel : in order for the shapes to
match, one needs to impose appropriate conditions on tlyg@dia such as the matching of
the normals to the edge in the plane of the face. These condjtstudied in [43], affect the
global shape of the polyhedron.

truncations of the full theory. See [45] for a discussionhafde aspects.

Summarizing, when we truncate the theory to a single grapltapture only a finite num-
ber of degrees of freedom of the geometry. This finite amotimformation can be suitably
interpolated to give an approximate description of a smgatbmetry. The reparametriza-
tion in terms of twisted geometries achieves a prescrigdotthis interpolation procedure :
Starting from holonomies and fluxes on a graph, we can aseigineim a specific twisted
geometry, that is, a bunch of polyhedra stuck together.

These results offers on the one hand a new way to visualizgubatum geometry of
loop quantum gravity in terms of fuzzy polyhedra. On the otiend, they open the door to
new beautiful mathematical ingredients, from the geomettpolyhedra [42, 43], to twistors
[46], to new emerging symmetries [47].

These intriguing aspects, together with the striking récdewelopments in the study of
the dynamics and in the applications to cosmology and thsipsyf black holes, make of
loop quantum gravity an excellent arena for a student istecein the problems of physics at
the Planck scale.

Acknowledgements SS wishes to thank the organizers of the School for their kind
vitation, and for their splendid hospitality and great hilpnaking the time in Algeria so
enjoyable. J'espere que pour la prochaine ecole, nous siarmsi le tournoi de baby-foot!

Références

[1] J. Donoghue, Leading quantum correction to the Newtopiatential, Phys. Rev. D 50,
3874 (1994).



64 GRAVITATION QUANTIQUE

[2] J. F. Donoghue, Introduction to the Effective Field The®escription of Gravity,
arXiv :gr-qc/9512024.

[3] M. H. Goroffand A. Sagnotti, Quantum Gravity At Two Logpzhys. Lett. B160 (1985)
81.

[4] B. Hatfield, Quantum Field Theory of Point Particles artdr§s, Perseus Publishin,
1998

[5] C. W. Misner, K. S. Thorne, J. A. Wheeler, Gravitationn§aancisco : W. H. Freeman,
1973

[6] R. Geroch, Domain of dependence, J. Math. Phys. 11, 41874970)

[7] A.N. Bernal and M. Sanchez, On smooth Cauchy hypersasfand Geroch’s splitting
theorem, Comm. Math. Phys. 243 (2003), no. 3, 461-470.

[8] S. W. Hawking and G. T. Horowitz, The Gravitational Hatailian, Action, Entropy
and Surface Terms, Class. Quant. Grav. 13, 1487 (1996).

[9] S. W. Hawking and C. J. Hunter, The gravitational Hanrilam in the presence of non-
orthogonal boundaries, 1996 Class. Quantum Grav. 13 2735

[10] C.J.Isham, Quantum gravity and the problem of timesented at Recent Problems in
Mathematical Physics, Proceedings of the NATO AdvancedyStustitute, Salamanca,
1992

[11] C.Rovelli, Quantum Gravity, Cambridge University BseCambridge, UK, 2004

[12] A. W. Wipf, Hamilton’s Formalism For Systems With Corants, arXiv :hep-
th/9312078.

[13] T. Thiemann, Modern Canonical Quantum General RetgtiCambridge Monographs
on Mathematical Physics, Cambridge, UK, 2007

[14] M. Henneaux, C. Teitelboim, Quantization of Gauge 8ys, Princeton University
Press, Princeton, 1992

[15] C. J. Isham, inQuantum Gravity 2, A Second Oxford Symposium (eds Isham, C. J.,
Penrose, R. and Sciama, D. W.), Clarendon Press, Oxford, 198

[16] J. B. Hartle, S. W. Hawking and T. Hertog, “The Classititiverses of the No-
Boundary Quantum State,” Phys. Rev.7D, 123537 (2008) [arXiv :0803.1663 [hep-
th]].

[17] C. J. Isham, Modern Differential Geometry for PhydigsjsWorld Scientific Lecture
Notes in Physics, 1999

[18] S. Holst, Barbero’s Hamiltonian derived from a genied Hilbert-Palatini action,
Phys. Rev. 53 (1996) 5966 [arXiv :gr-qc/9511026].

[19] A. Perez and C. Rovelli, Physical effects of the Immiparameter, Phys. Rev. T8
(2006) 044013 [arXiv :gr-qc/0505081].

[20] L. Freidel, D. Minic and T. Takeuchi, Quantum Gravityr¥ion, Parity Violation and
all that, Phys. Rev. J2 (2005) 104002 [arXiv :hep-th/0507253].

[21] N. Barros e Sa, “Hamiltonian analysis of general rglgtiwith the Immirzi parameter,”
Int. J. Mod. Phys. 010 (2001) 261 [arXiv :gr-qc/0006013].



REFERENCES 65

[22] J. Samuel, Is Barbero’s Hamiltonian formulation a gathgeory of Lorentzian gravity ?,
Class. Quant. Graw7 (2000) L141 [arXiv :gr-qc/0005095].

[23] J. Lewandowski, A. Okolow, H. Sahlmann and T. Thiemddniqueness of diffeomor-
phism invariant states on holonomy-flux algebras, CommuathMPhys267 (2006)
703 [arXiv :gr-qc/0504147].
C. Fleischhack, “Representations of the Weyl Algebra in iua Geometry,” Com-
mun. Math. Phys285 (2009) 67 [arXiv :math-ph/0407006].

[24] A. Ashtekar, J. Lewandowski, D. Marolf, J. Mourao andThiemann, Quantization
of diffeomorphism invariant theories of connections witicdl degrees of freedom, J.
Math. Phys36 (1995) 6456 [arXiv :gr-qc/9504018].

[25] A. Ashtekar and C. J. Isham, Representations of thertwrtty algebras of gravity and
nonAbelian gauge theories, Class. Quant. @¢%992) 1433 [arXiv :hep-th/9202053].
A. Ashtekar, J. Lewandowski, Representation theory ofyitaholonomyC* algebras,
in: J.C. Baez (Ed.), Knots and Quantum Gravity, Oxford Leetberies in Mathematics
and its Applications, Oxford University Press, Oxford, 499
A. Ashtekar and J. Lewandowski, Projective techniques andtfonal integration for
gauge theories. J. Math. Phys. 36 (1995), pp. 2170-2191

[26] A. Ashtekar and J. Lewandowski, Quantum theory of getoyné : Area operators,
Class. Quant. Grawd (1997) A55 [arXiv :gr-qc/9602046].

[27] A. Ashtekar and J. Lewandowski, Quantum theory of getoynd : Volume operators,
Adv. Theor. Math. Physl (1998) 388 [arXiv :gr-qc/9711031].

[28] A. Ashtekar, A. Corichi and J. A. Zapata,Quantum theofygeometry. IIl : Non-
commutativity of Riemannian structures, Class. Quantv@®&(1998) 2955 [arXiv :gr-
gc/9806041].

[29] R. De Pietri and C. Rovelli, Geometry Eigenvalues anal&dProduct from Recoupling
Theory in Loop Quantum Gravity, Phys. Rev5s®(1996) 2664 [arXiv :gr-qc/9602023].

[30] A. Ashtekar and J. Lewandowski, Background indepenhdaantum gravity : A status
report, Class. Quant. Gra& (2004) R53 [arXiv :gr-qc/0404018].

[31] A. Ashtekar, Singularity Resolution in Loop Quantums@wlogy : A Brief Overview,
J. Phys. Conf. Sel89, 012003 (2009) [arXiv :0812.4703 [gr-qc]].
A. Corichi and P. Singh, A geometric perspective on singtylaesolution and unique-
ness in loop quantum cosmology, Phys. Re\8(() 044024 (2009) [arXiv :0905.4949
[gr-ac]].
M. Bojowald, Quantum gravity effects on space-time, arXdi902.2618 [gr-qc].

[32] L. Modesto, Disappearance of black hole singularitgirantum gravity, Phys. Rev. D
70, 124009 (2004) [arXiv :gr-qc/0407097].
M. Bojowald, R. Goswami, R. Maartens and P. Singh, A blaclehobss threshold
from non-singular quantum gravitational collapse, Physv.Rett. 95 (2005) 091302
[arXiv :gr-qc/0503041].

[33] T. Thiemann, Anomaly-free formulation of non-pertative, four-dimensional Lorent-
zian quantum gravity, Phys. Lett. B0 (1996) 257 [arXiv :gr-qc/9606088]. T. Thie-
mann, Quantum spin dynamics (QSD), Class. Quant. Asy1998) 839 [arXiv :gr-
qc/9606089].



66 GRAVITATION QUANTIQUE

[34] C. Rovelli and L. Smolin, Discreteness of area and vaumaquantum gravity, Nucl.
Phys. B442 (1995) 593 [Erratum-ibid. B56 (1995) 753] [arXiv :gr-qc/9411005].

[35] C. Rovelli and L. Smolin, Loop Space Representation od@um General Relativity,
Nucl. Phys. B331 (1990) 80.

[36] L. Smolin, The classical limit and the form of the Harilian constraint in non-
perturbative quantum general relativity, arXiv :gr-qd#9634.

[37] T. Thiemann, “Quantum spin dynamics. VIl : The mastenstraint,” Class. Quant.
Grav.23 (2006) 2249 [arXiv :gr-qc/0510011].

[38] C. Rovelli, “A new look at loop quantum gravity,” arXiL004.1780 [gr-gc].

[39] A. Ashtekar, J. Lewandowski, D. Marolf, J. Mourao andrhiemann, “Coherent state
transforms for spaces of connections,” J. Funct. AddF (1996) 519 [arXiv :gr-
qc/9412014].

T. Thiemann, “Gauge field theory coherent states (GCS). IneG# properties,” Class.
Quant. Gravl8 (2001) 2025 [arXiv :hep-th/0005233].

[40] L. Freidel and S. Speziale, “Twisted geometries : A getria parametrisation of SU(2)
phase space,” arXiv :1001.2748 [gr-qc].

[41] M. Kapovich and J. J. Millson, “The symplectic geometfypolygons in Euclidean
space,” J. Differential Geord4, 3 (1996), 479-513.

[42] A. D. Alexandrov, “Convex Polyhedra,” Springer (2005)

[43] E. Bianchi, P. Dona and S. Speziale, “Polyhedra in looparqum gravity,”
arXiv :1009.3402 [gr-qc].

[44] B. Dittrich and S. Speziale, “Area-angle variables g@neral relativity,” New J. Phys.
10 (2008) 083006 [arXiv :0802.0864 [gr-qc]].

[45] C. Rovelli and S. Speziale, “On the geometry of loop quangravity on a graph,”
arXiv :1005.2927 [gr-qc].

[46] L. Freidel and S. Speziale, “From twistors to twistedigeetries,” arXiv :1006.0199
[gr-qc].

[47] L. Freidel and E. R. Livine, “U(N) Coherent States for dm Quantum Gravity,”
arXiv :1005.2090 [gr-qc].



