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Abstract

We adapt the Gurau’s proof (2008) about the asymptotic limit of Ponzano-Regge formula to
supersymmetric 6jS symbols according to their intrinsic parities alpha, beta, gamma. The
behaviour at a large scaling shows significant differences depending on these parities. The
decay is slowed and the angles of the oscillating parts in cosine are generally shifted or more
altered. Our results should be relevant in 3-D Quantum Supergravity and Spin Foam models.
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1 Introduction

Since the growing expansion of quantum gravity theory [I] the SU(2)6; symbols acquired
a considerable importance by becoming the basic building blocks of all spin networks. They
appear to represent a quantum tetrahedron with quantized edges and even can be viewed as
eigenfunctions of a discrete Schrodinger equation [2]. As well known the classical Ponzano-
Regge partition function Zpp [3] was expressed as a sum of products of 65 symbols. In [4] the
occurrence of supersymmetric 65° symbols [8, [], related to OSP(1|2), was also studied and led
to a similar supersymmetric partition function, called Zg,4.q. A possible different divergence
compared to the classical case was sketched.

Guided by the conceptual approach of Gurau [10], our present task is to give also an elementary
proof of the Ponzano-Regge asymptotic of the 65° supersymmetric symbols.
Let us recall the formulation of Gurau:

Under a rescaling of all its arguments by a large k the 65 symbol associated to an Euclidean
tetrahedron behaves like

3
kj1 kjo kjs | _ 1 { Z }
{m ko kJs |~ amkey +L 1 S HJL kit )HJ] W

where V' is the tetrahedron volume and 0;,, 05, are the exterior dihedral angles of the tetrahedron
corresponding to the edges j, and J, respectively.

Tetrahedron of volume V'

2 Recalls about 65 and 65° symbols and notations

We rewrite our formulas [9] with notations as close as possible to those used by Gurau [10] and
replace j; <> J;, p1 — V4, p2 — V2, Pp3 — U3, P4 — vV1,q — p. Notations used in [10] were

vy =j1+Jj2+73, v2 = Ji+ja+J3, v3 = Ji+Jo+73, v4 = j1+Jo+ I3, (2)
p1 =Jo+Jo+j3+J3, p2 = j3+J3+j1+J1, p3 = j1+J1+j2+Je. (3)

Diagrammatic representation of a 6j symbol JUJ2 03
J1 Ja J3

the four triangles of any 6; the three columns pairs
. . . . . . c—e——0 . (@] . .
N A OO 5 T T
V4 U2 U3 U1 p1 p2 p3

v; is the sum of the values of the three circled spins just above v; in the diagrams. In the same
way, p; is the sum of the values of the four circled spins above p;. The variables p,v satisfy the

equation
3 4
>_pi=) v (4)
j=1 i=1



As a result any spin is determined by two v; and one p; according to
2j1 = v1 +vg — p1, 2j2 = v1 + V2 — P2, 2J3 = v1 + v3 — p3, (5)
2J1 = va+ w3 —p1, 2J2 = v3 + vg — p2, 2J3 = v2 + V4 — p3, (6)

or by two p; and two v; ‘complementary’ according to

2J1 = p2+p3—v2—03, 2j2 = p1+P3—VU3—V4, 2J3 = P1+P2—U2— V4, (7)
2J1 = po+p3—v1—u4, 2Jo = p1+p3—v1—02, 2J3 = p1+p2—v1—03. (8)

Formulas for a 6 symbol are well known, however here we shall use an expression [11], used
elsewhere long ago. That avoids the usual triangle coefficients /A and contains only terms in

Vi, Pj-
J1 J2 J3 ) (et )!
{Jl Jo Jg} \[ZHZ i) nﬂ eI 9)

where the radical R under square root is the prefactor used by Gurau

R — H i= 1(29)_“2)" (10)

Hz: (UZ + 1)

A short historical review about the supersymmetric 6;° symbols:
The conceptualization of supersymmetric 35 or 65 symbols was done in several years spread over
time, with sometimes different notations. It started with Pais and Rittenberg [5] in 1975 with a
semisimple graded Lie algebra named “graded su(2)”. Later in 1977, Scheunert et al. [6] have
computed the super-rotation Clebsch-Gordan coefficients as a product of usual rotation Clebsch-
Gordan coefficients with a scalar factor. Finally, in 1981, Berezin and Tolstoy [7] suggested
that the (iso)scalar factors form a pseudo-orthogonal matrix. Subsequently these works were
materialized in the paper by Daumens et al. [§] dated 1993 with the introduction of properly
defined 65° symbols.

Our definitions of supersymmetric 652 symbols [J] of parity 7 = «, 3,7 were published in
2006, more than a decade after the paper of Daumens et al. [Y.
These 652 symbols were expressed by a single sum formula over an index ¢ [involving monomials
I, (t)] as shown below:

J1J2 J3 DL (1)
{J1 Jo Jg} = (-1t /R Z D'H HORE )N (11)
where Rﬁ is a supersymmetric prefactor given by

j=3 T1i=4
s H;‘:l i—1 [P — vil!
R, = —1 TR (12)

1= [vi + 3]
Detailed expressions for R, RS R‘ﬁq are given in Appendix. Notation [ ] means ’integer part of’.
In contrast to SU(2), OSP(1\2) triangles v; can be integer or half-integer, however they still
satisfy the well known triangular inequalities.
Let us recall the definitions of the parities 7 and monomials II.(t) of degree 0 or 1 in ¢:

m =« if Vi € [1,4] v; integer,
m = [ if 3 only two distinct v;, v; integer, (13)
m = if Vi € [1, 4] v; half-integer.

'Ref. [8] was explicitly used in 2004 by Livine and Oeckl [4] . On that date our work [9] was not known.



For a parity 3, both integer triangles shall be denoted by v,v’, both other half-integer by v,7'.
The single integer quadrangle is denoted by p, both other half-integer by p,7'.
In this case eq. (4] transforms into

p+p+p =v+0 +04+7. (14)

Thus a parity 7 just depends on the quality half-integral or integer of a triangle v;. Let us note
that only the v parity may contain supersymmetric symbols whose all the spins are half-integers.
Our monomials II,(t) were defined in [9] as

I, (t) =1, (15)

Ig(t) =—t2i5+ 1)+ P+ 3)(@ +3) —vv/, (16)
. ) ) . . ) 1

I, (t) = — t+2(Jij1 +Jojo+J373) + (1 +]1+J2+]2+J3+J3)+§- (17)

All constants I1,/(0), I1g(0), IL,(0) are positive integers.
The special spin jg was identified [9] as the vertex common to both half-integer triangles 7,7’

25 =p+p —v—v =0+7 —p. (18)
Other shorter formulas are available:
3 13
Jiji + Jaj2 + Jajs = ZjLJL and S+t htiptstis=g Z;pj- (19)
=L J1=

Oddly enough these ‘supersymmetric’ quantities are reflected in most parameters of the discrim-
inant necessary for the saddle points computation [10], while the background is that of standard
6.

An appropriate formulation more adapted to the manipulations of ), in [I0] is the following

g(t) =—(+ D25+ 1)+ 25+ D)+ @+ 3) @ +3) — o], (20)
3 3

Hﬁ,(t):—(t—l-l)—l-[ZZjLJb—l-%ij—l-g]. (21)
=1 7j=1

The supersymmetric frontal phase (—1)*27:/+ is worthwhile of attention. From eq. (21) in [10]

3
A=2"Gd =Y vivj— > pkpi, (22)
=1

i<j k<l
it can be proved hat
0 (mod2)if7 =0,
4y =S 1+3,p; (mod?2)ifr =1, (23)
v4+0v —p (mod 2)if m = p.
As (=1¥N = 41 if k even and (—=1)V if k odd, rescaling any spin by k odd leads to

+1lifm = q,
(DRI g = (DO i =, (24)
(—1)+=P)if 7 = 3.

4



In the same way if v; is integer, kv; remains integer, whereas if v; is half-integer kv; remains
half-integer only if k is odd and the formulas for initial parities 5,7 can change. Thus care
should be taken of k parity itself. Indeed the following transformations can occur:

i g2 s\ sk [ ki ks ks 0
X
{Jl Ty T } - {le Ky s } VEk even or odd, (25)
@ @
.. . N\S . NS
J1 J2 J3 <k | kj1 kj2 kjs .
{Jl Ty T },3,7 ALY {le Ky ks }a if k£ even, (26)
{jl J2 J3 }S Xk, { kjv kj2 kjs }S 7 odd (27)
J1 Jo J3 B~y kJy kJy kJ3 By ’

The precisions given about ‘subleading contributions’ in [I0] are not altered by the fact that
k — oo by even or odd integer values.
Due to the presence of integer parts, in Rf and ) _,, the Stirling’s approximation

nl = \/%e(n-i-%)ln(n)—n — \/ﬂenln(n)—n-‘r%ln(n)’ (28)

could give rise to different formulas when all spins are rescaled by a factor k. Namely

[kn]! = (kn)! = V27 plkIn(k)—klntknin(n)+3 In(kn) 5 integer. (20)
[kn]! — (kn)! if k even and n half-integer, (30)

(kn — 1)1 if k odd and n half-integer.

e + 1]' (kn)! if k even and n half-integer, 31)
n+ =]l =
2 (kn+ 3)! if k odd and n half-integer.
It can be checked that only two approximations are modified for k odd and n half-integer:
[k"l’L]' :\/% e[kln(k)—k}n—i—knln(n)’ (32)
1
[kn + 5]' :\/ﬂ e[k 1n(k)—k}n+lmln(n)+ln(kn)' (33)

As a direct consequence of eq. (), we have single out the term elkIn(k)=k] hecause in all the
summations to carry out with parities «, 5,y the resulting multiplicative factor will yield a null
quantity.

Since we look for a dominant behaviour in first order approximation, the equalities are valid up
to a multiplicative factor 1+ 1/k. Throughout this paper we will keep the original functions of
Gurau H, h, F, f, denoted here by Gothic letters as $,5,5,f.

A preliminary analysis shows that, for the three supersymmetric

parities a,f,y, both functions h(j,J) and f(z) remain unchanged as

well as the saddle points values z4.

These functions appear under an exponentiated form as e*0/) and e (®) | The results were
presented as a linear expansion over the six spins as

b(j,J) =jg1bj, + jebj, + j3bj, + Jiby + J2by, + J3h s, (34)
| (J1Hie—js) (J1—~atys) (J1HJo—JT3) (j1—JatJ3)
bj, =3In { (j1+j2i‘rj§)(ij1j—jz-l—ji)(ji+§2+3:]3)(1_j1+jz+J3)} and so on, (35)

f(x) :mx—l—:nln(:n)—Z(x—vi) In(z—wv;) — Z(pj—:n) In(pj—x). (36)



Equation (B3] can be rewritten in terms of p,v:

1 . (p3 —v3)(p2 — v2)(P3 — v2)(p2 — v3)
=31 { (p1 — v4)(p1 — v1)v1v4 } ' 37)
So we have
hoa(]aj):hﬁ(jvj):h’Y(jaj)Eh(jvj)? (38)
S, = hfl = hJ =bj, and so on. (39)
fa(z) = fg(x) = f1(z) = (). (40)

Equation (18) in [I0] is the saddle points equation and remains unchanged, then the same holds
for the saddle points solutions z lying in the appropriate integration interval. We recall that

f, (x) = In(x Zln x — i)+ Z In(p (41)

Changes with respect to the usual 65 symbols can arise either from R;? via ef=(G:N#H(GT) or
from ¥, via e~@#8@)  This will lead to distinct variants of Gurau’s proof.

3 PARITY «

3.1 Change in the prefactor RS

Multiplying the spins of the prefactor RS by a scaling factor k yields

H ( (pj — UZ))'
HZ: (kv;)!
From eq. (29) the numerator and denominator of RS (k) become
NumPreq =(27)8elF M) —kI(4 22525 =330 vi) k[, s (py—vi) In(py —vs)]
% ¢3 Liim(pj—vi)+3 3 n(k)

=(2m)0elF (k) —kI(4 22, P53 2i vi)+hD i Py —ve) In(ps—vi)]

Ry (k) =

, B1)

% 3 2. n(pj—vi)+61In(k)) @2)

DenPrea :(277)2e[k In(k)—K] 22 vith 3, vi ln(vi)‘f‘% > ln(k)-i-% > In(vy)
:(271')2 [k In(k)=k] 3=, vithk 32, vi In(vi))

% €2 35 In(v) =3, In(v;)+2 In(k)

1) )k S vtk S v ()L 3, ()2 In(k)
“TL(0r) e 2 . @3)

That is
R (k) =(2m) kAL (v;) €122 (P —vi) (P —vi) =32 vi In(va)]

( v;)
13

X e E @B14)

The similarities with egs. (8-9) in [I0] are obvious whence

\/% = (2m)%k2 /1L, (v;) €0 HR0 G ) @s)




3.2 Changes in the factors ¥, and F,(x)

minp;

s Z (—1)t! @o)
¢ A TG — )T (py — t)Y
The only difference with [I0] lies in the lack of factor e +1) ~ ez m(F*2%) whence
1 T=minp;
o i ar
with
1 ‘frme—o =z
Galr) =ge? " T
x eflrmatain(@) =, (z—vi) In(z—vi)+32; (pj —=) In(p; —2)]} @8)
so that .
1 T=minp; 1 Fu(2)Lkf(2)
Yo = — Lol k() 9
e, 2z, &
with ]
x
(@) = 5 iy = )~ @) @10)
Accordingly
1 1 T=minp; 1
o o 11 L 3@)+ki@), 11
T 2rp R :; z @)
3.3 Contribution to the saddle points (parity «)
Identifying Sq of eq. (BIII) as a Riemann sum with 1 — dz leads to
1 minp; 1
Yo dp= eS@) ki) 12
“T @) /m E @12

After collecting the three header factors from eqs. (BI5 BII2]) and from the Laplace’s approxi-
mation [in complex plane] we find

Sdla([]js) = H,Ui i 1 e.V)(j,J)+S(mS)—l—k[b(j,J)-H(ws)]7 @13)
V2rk Ts A/ F7(@5)

with the same values z; than those used by Gurau. For reducing the equation lengths let us
define

=3

1 1
0 _ E 12V, z

Then eq. (45) in [10] changes into
=4,
Mizi(v:) [Lezgﬁ-wi 4 Le—&—wi}
VA8TkV

Ty X _
1Iv; 1 1 s 1 1, . 7
:7m[[a+x—_] COS (Z—Fgﬁz)‘FZ[E—x—_] Sin (Z+¢z):| @15)



By using the results and notations of [10] we have

L B 2A
T+  (BE/A)
_ 2A(BFuy/A) 2ABFi/A)  (BFu/AD) @16)
a B2 4+ A a 4AC N 2C ’
whence B VB
1 1 1 1 7

As C = Tlv; and /A = 24V we obtain finally

1 T 7'('
—_— Bcos(——i— 6)+24Vsin(—+ 6)]. 18
VARTRV /T [ TR TR B18)
We recall that coefficient B defined in [10] has the dimension of a volume and writes as
3 3
B = (Zjiji ij) + 2(j1J2s + ji1Jod3 + jodzJi + jsJiJ2). [B119)
i=1 j=1

The square root /Ilv; has the dimension of an area.

4 PARITY ~ and k£ odd

4.1 Change in the prefactor Rf;

Multiplying the spins of the prefactor R:j by a scaling odd factor k yields

LSS (ks — i) — 3)!

R (k) — : @1)
! Hi:il(kvi + %)'
NumPrey = (27T)6€[k In(k)—=k](432; pj =322, vi)+k[2; i (pj—vi) In(pj —vi)] @2)
DenPrey = (Zﬁ)ze[k In(k)—Fk] >=; vi+_; In(k)+>2; In(v;)
_ (27T)2k746[k In(k)—k] >, vi+>,; ln(vi). @3)
Then !
1 : i—v;) In i —V; ) — - In(v;
Rﬁ(k) — (271')2?62]6[23’2(1)] )1 (p] ) Z@l ( )} @4)
This means that the prefactor R:? (k) is given by
1 i i
RS (k) = (2m)2 el ()t 60, @s)
with
H,(i,J) =0 and hy(i,J)=b(i,J). @e6)



4.2 Changes in the factors X, and F,(z)
From eqs. (I and (2I)) let be two sums Efy, E:; to be gathered to form a 3.:

5 t=§1m (=)t +1)! -
- ( |

' ey L= Vi) ML (py — 1

t=minp;
" (_1)tt|

L 1 ’ @s)

' ey T~ 0= ) (s = !

so that
! 3 . 5 )

E"y = —Eﬂy + [2 Zizl ]iJi -+ %(ijl pj) + %] E,y, @9)

In the first sum Efy we carry out simultaneously the variable changes ¢ — kx and v; — kv;, p; —
kp; and use eqs. ([29H30). The result is

T=minp;
/ 1 /
Zﬂy = (271')3 Z G«/(‘T)v @10)
m:maxvi—l—%
where
G:/(a;) _ e% In Hj(;”ijiz)—l—k{mx+m ln(x)—[zi(x—vi)ln(m—vi)+zj (pj—=) In(pj—x)]}
= v (@) +kf(2) @11)
1 _ a3
Fy(x) = " 05, @12)
so that /o
, 3
G (z) = ——LL @), @13)
1L (p; — @)

The second sum ¥, is handled in the same way as the first with slight differences

T=minp;
" 1 1
2’7 = (271')3 Z Gﬁ/(‘r)v @14)
m:maxvi—i-%
with
G, (x) =
6% In Elf ﬁ—l—k{mx+m In(z)—[>; (z—vi) In(z—v;)+3_, (p;—2) In(p; —2)]}
— EL(EH(I)' @15)
k /1L (p; — x)
4.3 Contribution to the saddle points (parity )
From eq. (@L13) for Z; and the value of —f”(z4) found by Gurau, see its equation (33),
WA
_ f”(xj:) — :F \/— @16)

r+1Li(pj — 24)’

9



we derive

27 in
( f// ZE:I: \/ p] — a;i

D

The k-dependent header factor comes from eq. (@F) with (27)%;, from eq. (@IQ) with ¢

@17)

)
and from the equation just above with /2 % what yields finally 4 % \/ﬁ' As L # — dz the remaining

’
contributions for ) are

2
Ty KOG ()] @18)
21k3 (F1 /D)

For Z; we have the following contribution

1 T+ O+ 2)] @19)
k\/21k3 (/D)

which must be weighted by its multiplicative coefficient /

2 S g+ %(Zj’zl pj) + 3] ~ k? >3, 24,J,. Then >_., is no longer

dominant that is the only one contribution comes from Z; has the form

ZQJL A k T+ k[b(j,J)-i-f(wi)]

V213 (F /A

3
= [Z 2j,J,] = EUTL KlbGT) H)] @20)
] VASTEV

As a function of the parameter A defined in eq. (21) in [10] for the saddle points equation we

obtain T
Sdl(zs) = A eEr T TR G )+ (zs)] @21
W) = A ey )

From eq. (44) in [10] the real part of

Pl 0y +1i1 ) 452 (0o +io ) +73 (05 +Fj5 )+ 1 (01, 4571 )+ T2 (015 +F75)+T3(0 75 +73)]

is zero, then its remains only the imaginary part (the hj, j, being real)
e:l:zk‘[jlejl +720;, +j39j3+J19J1 +J26J2+J30‘]3] whence

x ™
Sdl, (14) =A———e™i

VA8TkV
e Tkl3105, +7205, +53053+J10.1, +J20.1,+J30.15] (@ 22)
Let us define a new angle cpz7 as

=3

o, =Y k(j.b; + Jif,). @23)
=1

10



Then the final expression of 8d1,(x+) writes

Tt +o{5+pf }
Sdl.(z4) =A————e "4 k), 24
v(z1) TG @24)
Finally
Sd1. (z2) + Sl (z_) = ———
L T a8k
T T 0
X [(Aa:Jr)ez{szv} + (Az_)e {4+¢k”}]. (@25)

Since (Azy) = $[B £ 1/A] the sum in {@25) writes as

1
Sdl +8dly(r-) = —/———
() + A, ) = ———
X {Bcos(% + gogv) - 24Vsin(£ + cpzw)}. (@126)

5 PARITY B and k odd

A useful correlation table for parity 3 is shown below.

spin ji vertex common to both triangles v, v
0,0 % integer | jj | p integer v,v’ integer | p,p’ % integer
Vg, U1 il D1 V2, U3 D2, P3
V2, U1 J2 D2 U3, V4 D3, P1
U3, U1 J3 D3 Vg, V2 P1, P2
V2, U3 J1 P1 Vg, U1 P2, P3
U3, V4 J2 D2 V2, U1 D3, P1
Vg, U2 J3 D3 U3, U1 P1, D2

Let us define Jj as the column companion of the spin jj and represent it by an empty oval. An
appropriate diagrammatic representation looks as follows

jg represented by @, 32‘; by an oval, only both half-integer 7,7’ are drawn

'Cﬁ?’ﬁ&é&

J3
J3

;3_]1 ]ﬁ—]Z ]ﬁ—]S ﬁ—JS :J ;3
Jg=A 35 =12 I =13 J5 =173 JZ;ZJQ 35

5.1 Change in the prefactor Rg

Multiplying the spins of the prefactor Rg by a scaling odd factor k yields

RS() = (k(p — 0)k(p — V)k((p —7) = )!(k(p — ) = 3!
< (P = D) k(P = TN — ) = )1k — o) = 3!
x (k@ —0)!(k@ —7)U(k@ —v) — ;) (k(F — o) %)!

1 1

x (kvlko')) ™! (ko + = )(k:_’+2)) @G1)

11



From eqs. ([B2H33]) the numerator of Rg(kz) becomes

NumPreB — (27T)6€[k In(k)—Fk](4 Zj ;=33 v¢)+k[2j,i(pg‘—vi) In(p;—vi)

% 6% [In(p—v)+In(p—2")+1In(@—v)+In(p—o")+In(p’ —v) +1n(p’ —v’)]+3 In(k) ]

and the denominator is
DenPref — (2r)2elk (k) Kl (wHv/ +v+2)
% ek[v In(v)+v’ In(v’)+0 In(v)+v’ In(v")]
w3 [n(kv)+In(kv")|+1n(kv)+In(kv')
— (2m) 2R In(R) K] S, vi+k [ vi In(w:)]
% e3(k) o3 {n()+1n(v)}+n(@)+In(')

Note the lack of frontal factor in = in Rg (k).
Whence

RS (k) = (2)* e s =00 Itps —10) = v o)

1 (p=v) (p=2") 5= G=3") @ =) @ —v')
% 62 ln{ (vv’)(iQi’z)

Thanks to the correlation table and the definition of the spin 3; it can be proved that

—v) (p—v") (p—7) (=) (P —v) P —v'
i { R e} (p— DB =) by
v

where the header fraction is dimensionless. Then
RS (k) =(2m) e 2 ®i v In(py =) =35, vi In(wi)]

(p—0)p —v)) b3y

X ——
vy

Finally

(p—0)(p = V) 3b55+k(i.))
5.2 Changes in the factors g and Fjs(z)
From egs.(II)) and (20) we define two sums E/ﬁ, E,L; to be gathered to form a a 3g:

tmax

o (=)t (t+1)!
EB - tZ: (t—0)! (t—v) (t——5) ! (t—0"—3)! (p—1)! (P+5 —t)! (P+5 —1)!

min

tmax

"o (=Dt
Eﬁ - Z (=) (t—v) (t—1=2)(t—v"—5) (p—t) (P+5 —t)! (P+5 —1)!

tmin

so that

. ! . _ 1 _ 1 7"
Sp = =05 + DS + (@05 +1) + 5+ 3)F + ) — w5,

12

E2)

E3)

EB4)

(653

(El6)

E7)

(68

E9)

(Bh10)



with

tmin = mMax (v,v’,ﬁ—i—%,ﬁ’—k%) and tyax = min (p,ﬁ—i—%,ﬁ'—k%). BL11)
Computation of E/ﬁ is very similar to that of the standard sum 3 analyzed by Gurau whereas
Eg looks like our ¥, explicited in sect.
With all spins multiplied by the factor k, and changes t — kx,p,v — kp, kv, E,B(k‘) rewrites as
the sum 2;3““?" over the quotient below

min

(=1)*= (kx41)!
) e T e e T e e S T e T (T T S e ST @12)

By using factorial approximations for large k we write E’B in detail as

r=t max
1

Ejﬁz(zﬂ)g Z Glﬁ(ﬂf)v [(B113)

r=t min

with
G/g(x) _ plkIn(k)—Klz+k{uma+an(z)}+3 In(k32?)
» e—{ L Ink(e—v)+[k In(k)—k)(@—v')+k(@—v') In(e—v')+ L Ink(z—v') }
» e—{[kln(k)—k}(:c—v)-l—k(x—v)ln(:c—v)}
» e—{[kln(k)—k}(x—v)Jrk(x—v)1n(x—v)+[k1n(k)—k](x—5’)+k(x—5’)1n(x—v')}
» e—{[kln(k)—k}(p—x)Jrk(p—x) In(p—2)+ 4 Ink(p—2) }
o o= Lk In(k)—K](F—2)+k(p—2) In(F—)+1n k(F—=) |

o o= Lk In(k)=K](F' @)+ k(5 —2) In(B'—2) +In k(5 —2) | (Bl14)

All rearrangements done it remains

' 1 z? 1 =0 @=7)
Galz) = %62 " M=o T2 " G o)
% eklimztain(@) =3 (z—vi) In(z—vi) =3 (pj—z) In(pj—=)} E15)
It results in
2/ (k) _ Lx:tmax ie% In %+Fﬁ/(l‘)+kfﬁ/(x) @16)
P N (271')3 k2 ’
T=tmin
with
Fy(a) = 31 o 3(2) @17
"\xr) = —1n = T
’ 2 Iz — vi)ll(p; — ) ’
frla) = (@) m18)
In the same way we derive
S (k) = thjax ie%m%Jﬂﬁ,,(szﬁ,,m @19)
O ) L kB :
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with
x

II(x — v;)II(p; — x)

Fgn(z) = %ln §(x) — In(z),

so that

eFB//(SL‘) —_ %eg(m) and fﬁ” ($) = f(ﬂj‘)

5.3 Contribution to the saddle points (parity /)
Identifying Ell@ of eq. (BII6]) as a Riemann sum with % — dz leads to

tmax 1 (z—7)(z—7") A
EB 31{:/ dz 2 P o@—o) T3 @) THI(@),

IIll n

Equation (BLI0), with j5 — k:jg, gives the following dominant contribution

" / B [ S EDET) ) k()
— (2ki + 1)Xg(k) = ~ @y /t | dre? " G—=)@F o) )
In the same way
" 1 tmax 1 11 (z— 'u)(z U)—l—&(w)—l—kf(x)
Ygk) = ———= d o) (@ —o)] .
5(0) = G / vl

Its coefficient in BLI0), [(2j% + 1) + (P + 3)(P' + 3) — vv'], is rescaled into

+ 1) S Ber) = R - o]+ k23 + &

2kis + 1
(2855 + 1) + (k9 + 5) (07 + .

)(k: @+7)]+

2
The Zg(k) contribution is also dominant and can be written down as

1 = ’U'U/ tmax 1 (z—)(z—7")
1[pp — vv] / i o ¥ 1 EHET 5 (@) +ki (@)
x tmln

(P—=) (@ —=)
(2m)?

Finally the integral approximation has the form

Ly I
(2m)? '

Y = <—2jg +

T=tmin

Writing f(z) as the equation (27) used by Gurau for the saddle points
f(o+) = Gif (w4) +iafjs (w2) +sfjs (w4) +I1f i (w2) + Jof gy (24) + T3F 1 (21),
using its result, see eqs. (26-27-44) in [10],
R(j (24)) = R(j(z_)) = —by; (ot depending on o4 or z_),

our correlation table for j; shows that the following identification holds

R {ln (fi — Wfi — 6/)} = R{fj; (z£)} = b5,

(P—2L)(@ —z+)

In contrast the imaginary part is
S(jis (w2)) = £y,

14

=~ w

(5120)

@Bl21)

Bl22)

[Bl23)

(Bl24)

(B125)

(5126)

[B127)

(6128)

(B129)

(5130)

@B31)



It follows that

1 eigé)jz +§(mi)+kf($:t)‘

(2m)3 @s32)

UES

_1lp, 57 — v’
Balas) = ¢ "% (—a+ PZ0)

After the Laplace’s approximation the final header factor is simply

1
Vork
Ultimately from eq. (BI7)) the saddle points contributions for parity 8 have the form

1 — — ') Lp.s
SdlB(ZEi) _ (p U)(p U)ezhaﬂ

V2rk v7
_lp., 59 — vv'
ety B (Y )
_f”(x:l:) T
£20. +k[b(i,]
o ER0T LICRRRCl B33)
From egs. (32-33) in [10] clearly
1 +i1/A
—f(r.) = ———F7—. 34
) = G, a0 B3
From eq. (35) in [10] we obtain
L [p=v)p=v) b
Sdls(x+) = e’ VB
plae) =—= 3
w Rl 05y 4151 )52 (055 +i5)+73(0 5 +j5)]
w eFlT1(05y +5)+T2(005+F05)+ T3 (05 +F3)]
X e%[fjl +fj2+fj3+f]1+fJ2+fJ3}
_1lp., 1 pp — ']\ +i6;
xe <—2jg + M) e 275, [B135)
Fu/A T4
From A = (24)2V? and \/11_2 = ™% we derive
1 1 +.T
= é 4, 36
VIWA VAV B30
The result for Sd1g(x+) becomes the complex expression
1 (p—v)p—v) 3bs
Sdlg(xy) = e’ VB
o) = sy o
w Pl (04, Ha2 (05455 Haa (05453 1 (0, oy HT2(05 +.55 HT3 (054 73)]
% e%[fjl-i-fjg Hjg iy +ag 5]
—1p us pp — ! 20.x
x ¢ 2" i <—2jg + pr - ]> e 2, @37)
+

From eq. (44) in [10] the real part of

ekl (0, +151)+52(0j5 +jp ) +73 (05 +j5)+T1 (01 451 )+ T2 (075 +i5) T3 (075 +73)]
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is zero, then its remains only the imaginary part (the hj, j, being real) which is
eilk[jlgjl +j2€j2+j39j3+=]1€]1+J2€J2+J39J3] Whence

1 —v)(p—20") Lo
SaLe(m2) = iseny s 6)(613 o

% e:l:zk[jltgjl+j29j2+j39j3+J19(]1+J29(]2+J39(]3}
v e:l:z% [0, +055 65540, +0.55 615
X e%%[fjl +fj2 +fj3+fJ1 +fJ2 +fJ3]
1 ==/ / 2
—Lp x ) — v +20.x
PR P N U E33)
T4
That is
1 (p—v)(p—7)

VASTEV vU

e—% (01 055055 071+ +05+by —by]

==l / o 0
X <[v+v'—ﬁ—ﬁ/]+7[ppx UU])ei(‘*ﬂpkﬁ), [B39)
+

Sdlﬁ(l’i) =

where a new angle gpgﬁ depending on 91;3 is defined via

=3 1

9 o1 1
ey = ;m + )0, + (B + 5)05] + 505 B40)

We have

T, 2C z_ 20

whence adding the contribution 4+ and —, taken into account C' = II(v;),
VA = 24V, we obtain

L_B-w/2) 1 _(B+/A) Ba1)

ﬁ { {21_[(1)1-)[v—i—v’—ﬁ—ﬁ’}-ﬁ-B[ﬁﬁ’—m/]} cos( g +gpzﬁ)+24V[]3ﬁ’—vv’] sin(%—i—cpzﬁ)}.
A preliminary result is then

NS oo —

{ kj1 kjo kjs } ~ (=) =P) f(p—v)(p =)
kJykJy kJs ) 5 A8k V TI(v;) v

_%[hj1+hj2+hj3+h‘]1+h(]2+h(]3}_%[hjz_hjgl

X e

X { {2H(vi)[v+v’ —ﬁ—ﬁ’]—i—B[ﬁﬁ’—vv’]} cos(g—i-cpzﬁ)—i-%ﬂ/[ﬁﬁ’—vv’] sin(%—i—cpzﬁ)}. @42)

Factor %f)y is compensatory, i.e. %by term vanishes whereas %by becomes by .
B B B
Unfortunately this evidence will be more or less lost in the general formulas we try to explicit
below. ber b
Computation of e 5 5 yields

=) =" (@' =) (7' =v") (p=7) (p—7") v ¥ }

* —):x 1
eb% b7 S Rty oM Y e oy ey Ty

(Bl43)
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whence

— 3l byl _ <L/ (p—0)(p = )P —0)B ' F —v)F —v)vv
P2 -)F —0)F -~ ) - 0)p-7)o7

Besides from eqgs. (8-9-11) in [10] we can write

(p] v;)

e_ﬁ(i,J) _ e—%Z?:l(hjj-l-hJj) —e lnHzJ

_\/HJ — ;)]

We conclude that

NS o —
{ kj1 kjo kjs } ~ (=) =P) f(p—v)(p— )
kJi kJy kJ3 VASTEV T1(v;) v

o —v(p—v JB—v)P V'@ —v)@ —v)vv
X Vgl i) \/(p 770 0@ — 7)o -0 —7)o7

{{21] (vi)[v+v' —p—D'|+B[pp —vv ]} cos( +<pk V424V [pp —vv'] sin(%—i-cpzﬁ)}

(1)
\/487T]{7V %/H',j pj — Ui)’L)i]
/ (p— v)(p v') 4 p v) (p—v") B—v) (B—v' (B’ —v) (@' —v') v v’
Ekcl —)(p—7") (0’ =) (@' —7") (p—) (p—70') v ¥’

X { {2H(vi)[v—l—v’—ﬁ—ﬁ’]—l—B[ﬁﬁ’—vv’]} cos(%+<p26)+24\/[ﬁﬁ’—vv’] sin(%—l—apgﬁ)}.

(Gl44)

(Gl45)

(Bl46)

Note that denominator {*/ IL; ;[(pj — vi)vi] has the dimension of an area like y/ITv; in the formula
BIR) for approximating the supersymmetric symbol 655. The following line with i and Vs

dimensionless.

6 Results for the supersymmetric limits

Prior to properly present results as similar as possible with standard 65 symbols we will use a

formula to shift the angular arguments, namely:
acos(z) + bsin(z) = Neos(x — ),

where

N =+va?+b? and tan(y) = S.

Then for each parity a, ~v, 3, we get

Ny = /B2 + (24V)2, 4, = arctan (%),
N’Y = Na, ¢fy = _¢a7

Np = V@) vrv 512+ 24V [ —ov'])?,

_ 24V 57 —vv']
g = arctan <2H(Ui)[v+v’*ﬁ*ﬁ’]>'
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We recall that V' is the tetrahedron volume and B which also has the dimension of a volume is

given by
3 3

B = (325003 py) + 2t + 1 Jads + Gy + s Jo). @7)
=1 j=1

Parity o, :
Under a rescaling of all its arguments by a large k a supersymmetric 655 symbol behaves like

{kjl kjo kjs

kJi kJy kJs } \/W\/H—Uz[ Ccos ( + ‘:Dk %) ]7 [@.8)

where the angle 4,02 is defined by

o) = (kj.+ )9]L+(kx]+ )eJL [©9)

6;,, 0, are the exterior dihedral angles of the tetrahedron corresponding to the edges j, and J,
respectively.
Parity ~: [If k is even, refer to formula (6I8])]

Under a rescaling of all its arguments by a large k (odd) a supersymmetric 6]5 behaves like

{kjl kj2 kjs }S _ (i)

ki ks ks T [Nacos (T + ¢, +va) |- ©10)

where
=3

o = k(5ib;, + Ji6,,). @11)

=1
Parity (3: [If k is even, refer to formula (GLS])]
Under a rescaling of all its arguments by a large k (odd) a supersymmetric 6]5 behaves like

. . X S v4v’ —
{kyl kjy kjs } B (=1)tv'=p) (p—v)(p—7)
KTy ko ks VASTEY /T, [(p; — vi)vi] v
v v/ v v/ v Nwvw 9
x \/((5 w)((: v'))((: v))((z; u(f))(p 3}()@ v’))w’ [Nﬁ 003(4 +(’Dkﬁ —1/1/3)]7 ©12)

where a new angle depending on ng is defined as
=3
) 1 1
Pl = > (ki + )05 + (k] + 5 )GJL] 2% ©113)

=1

This means that only one term among the six (kj,+3)6;,, (k.J,+1)6,, transforms into (ks +1)05.

Denominator in Y has the dimension of an area like y/Ilv;.

7 Conclusion

Compared to a standard 65 symbol [SU(2)] a major difference with the supersymmetric 652
[OSP(1|2)] lies in a slower decay as a function of the scaling parameter k. Indeed it becomes
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1
=N
the six tetrahedral angles 6;,,0;,. However all the angles are shifted from their standard values
by an angle different according to each parity .

For parity « the usual expressions like (kj, + %)HjL are unchanged. For parity v (and k odd) the
terms in % vanish so that it remains (kj,)¢;, and so on. For parity 8 (and k odd) the angular

dependence takes a form where a special angle 9,; modifies the standard formula into
(kg + Dby, + 3, (ko + 5)05, + (kju + 3)0,

\/% instead of The standard term in cos contains always angular arguments depending on

AT
If k£ is even all supersymmetric 6j7§ have the same asymptotic behaviour, ie that of parity a.
Pertinent interpretations are clearly within the Quantum Supergravity framework.

Appendix: Expression of supersymmetric prefactors

=3 11i=4
S _H;’:l ;:1(% —v;)!

; ) Al
T T o
s IS —vi = 3)!
S T T T, (A2
RS =0~ 0)lp —Np ~ T~ )p ~ 7 — 5)!
X (B~ T)(P—v— B~/ ~ 3!
X (7 =P~ TN v - DN o )
X (v!v/!)_l((v—l—%)!(ﬁ/—l—%)!)_l (A.3)
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