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Abstract

These notes present an introduction to the method of geometric quantization. We discuss
the main theorems in a style suitable for a theoretical physicist with an eye towards the physical
motivation and the interpretation of the geometric construction as providing a solution to Dirac’s
axioms of quantization. We provide in detail the examples of free relativistic particles, their
corresponding quantum fields, and the bosonic string using formalism of double field theory.

Based on lectures written by Gabriel Cardoso.

1 Introduction

Twentieth century physics is remarkable for its use of geometric methods. The most impressive
examples are Riemannian geometry in the theory of general relativity and the description of the
fundamental forces of nature as fibre bundles. Wigner famously spoke of the unreasonable ef-
fectiveness of mathematics in the natural sciences. He might have just as well as discussed the
the unreasonable effectiveness of geometry. But where does quantum theory fit into a geometric
description of nature? Geometry and quantum theory have often given the impression of being
distinct, maybe even (as suggested by quantum gravity) as being incompatible. Rather than try-
ing to tackle the difficult topic of making quantizing geometry we will examine how we can make
quantizing geometric.

Historically, the origin of what we mean by quantization is the canonical quantization procee-

dure, which provided the derivation of the Schrodinger equation from classical mechanics through
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a prescription for replacing the canonical position and momentum variables by quantum operators.
Later, this replacement was understood as a realization of Heisenberg’s canonical commutation
relations. The commutation relations of operators implied the quantum uncertainty principle of
observables while also suggested the relationship between the algebra of quantum observables and
the Poisson brackets of classical observables.

It was then Dirac [1] who first proposed thinking of the quantization prescription in a more
general sense: given a classical system, which in practice means a phase space and the relevant
classical observables, how to construct the analogue quantum system, ie the Hilbert space and
relevant quantum operators? In particular, the association Q : f +— f from functions on the

classical space of states to operators on the quantum space of states should be such that

e Q: [ fis Re-linear

*[Q(f), Q9)] = —ihQ({f,9}) : (1)

e f is a constant function = Q(f) = f1 acts by multiplication by f

where [+, -] denotes the commutator of linear maps and {-, -} is the Poisson bracket. It was realised
early on that such a map cannot be extended to all the classical observables, so one should also
have some criteria to select a subalgebra of the observables to be quantized. Finally, one also
expects that, if the action of some symmetry group on the classical phase space by canonical
transformations reveals important physical properties of the system, this group should also act on
the quantum space of states by (protectively) unitary transformations. Note that it is the quantum
system which is thought of to be more fundamental, so that in principle there is no guarantee
that reconstructing it through quantization is even possible. Surprisingly, however, it has been
successfully applied to a wide class of problems, and is in practice the only way quantum theories
are effectively constructed, from field theory to condensed matter physics.

Besides its practical importance in physics, quantization has sparked the interest of both the
mathematics and the mathematical physics communities, because it leads to interesting technical
questions. For example, it is common for physics problems to have symmetries, which typically
appear as group actions. For such systems, quantization naturally relates to the theory of unitary
representations. Thus there are now various “methods” of quantization, which attempt to solving
the demands of quantization, reveal their mathematical structure, and explain obstructions and
subtleties related to this procedure, like deformation quantization, BV formalism and, the subject
of these notes, geometric quantization.

Geometric quantization uses the geometry of phase space to construct the quantum states and

the operators coresponding to observables. The underlying geometry of the Hamiltonian formalism



of mechanics is symplectic geometry. It is natural to ask how the quantization proceedure fits
into this symplectic geometric picture of classical mechanics as a geoemtric construction. This was
the question most notably spearheaded by Kostant [2] and Souriau [3], but it was later developed
further by many others.

The method of consists in three parts: prequantization, which relies on the geometry of complex
line bundles with connection and hermitian strucutre; quantization, which uses polarizations, a
special type of integrable distribution present in symplectic manifolds; and finally the metaplectic
correction, which involves extending the symplectic group of classical mechanics to its double cover
(just as a spinor extends the rotation group to its double cover). As we will see, the quantization
process brings all these geometric ingredients together to produce a general solution to Dirac’s
axioms of quantization.

The notes will follow the logical structure beginning with classical symplectirc geometry and
then using the geometry of complex line bundles to construct the prequantum bundle before in-
troducing full quantization and the role of polarizations and finally the metaplectic correction.
Along the way we will give a few with applications to a physically significant problems, namely the
derivation of the wave equations of relativistic quantum mechanics, the corresponding free quantum
fields, and the quantum string.

A general familiarity with manifolds, Lie derivatives, Lie groups and Lie algebras, connections
on fibre bundles etc. at the level of [4] is desirable, but we tried to include some of the main
definitions and use similar notations so it should be possible to look up the necessary concepts as
they appear. For those interested in carrying on into more technical details of the quantization
procedure, we strongly recommend |[5, |6, 13, (7, I§], which served as the main references for these

notes.



2 Mechanics and Symplectic Geometry

From the perspective of geometric quantization a classical system is simply a symplectic manifold
equipped with a Hamiltonian flow. We will now review how this notion arises naturally from a
geometrization of classical mechanics. A couple of standard references for the topics in this section
are [9, 4, [10, 11, [12]. (In the whole text, we assume that all manifolds are smooth and make use of

the Einstein summation convention unless otherwise stated.)

2.1 Manifolds

Definition 2.1.1. An m-dimensional smooth manifold is a second-countable Hausdorff topological

space M with a smooth atlas, ie. a family {(U;, ¢;)} of charts (Us, ¢;) such that

(1) {Ui} is a family of open sets which covers M, that is, JU; = M ;

(ii) for each i, ¢; : Uy — R™ is a homeomorphism;

(iii) whenever U;NU; # @, the map ¢; o¢j_1 1 0;(U;NU;) — ¢i(U;NU;) is infinitely differentiable.

This is a definition that is intuitive for the physicist to understand: a smooth manifold is a
space which admits local coordinates, and the transition functions between such local coordinates
are smooth. It generalises R" in that not necessarily there is any global coordinate system which
covers the entire manifold. One can then use the coordinates to define differentiability of functions

between manifolds, vector fields and so on. Particularly, one can define the Lie derivative.

Definition 2.1.2. Let T denote a smooth tensor field in M and X be a smooth vector field in M.
If p: M xR — M denotes the flow of X, then the Lie derivative of T along X is the tensor field
LxT defined at each point by

d . (p=t(@)sTpiq) — Tlg
EXT|q = a(ﬂft)*zwpt(q) 0 = }g% ¢ :

where pi(q) = p(g,t) and py is the associated differential map.

The restriction of this operation to the linear space V(M) of vector fields on M gives it the

structure of a Lie algebra.

Proposition 2.1.3. Let X, Y € V(M). The Lie bracket [X,Y] € V(M) defined by [X,Y] = LxY

has the following properties:

(i) (Linearity)
[aX +bY, Z] = a[X, Z] + b]Y, Z],



(ii) (Antisymmetry)
(X, Y] =-[Y, X],

(iii) (Jacobi identity)
[[X’ Y]’ Z] + [[Y’ Z]’X] + [[Z’ X]’Y] =0,

Va,b € R,VX,Y € V(M).

Proof. This is a good example of how local coordinates can come in handy. In a local chart z*, the

flow of p of X solves dpﬂdi(f’t) = X*(p(z,t)) and therefore

Pt (q) = p"(q,€) = ¢" + eX"(q) + O(€%)
Thus to first order in €

Ylpq) = Y(q + €X(9)Oulgrex
= [Y*(q) + eX"(9)0,Y"(9)]Oulg+ex

Pushing this vector forward to ¢ gives

(P—)«Y |pe(q) = [Y(@) + X" ()0, Y ()] (p—e)«Oulgrex

= [Y"(q) + eX"(¢)0,Y*()]0u[2" — X" (q)]00]q

(
( (
= [Y*(q) + eX"(¢)0,Y"(9)][6, — €0, X" (9)I0s 4
) )~

=Y +e(X*(9)0,Y"(0) = Y*(9) 0, X" (0)]0v g

up to terms O(e?). Substituting this in Definition we get the coordinate expression
(X,Y] = (X"0,Y" -=Y"0,X")0,,

from which (i) and (ii) follow immediately while (iii) is a straightforward application of the Leibnitz

rule. O

2.2 Mechanics in R?"

The phase space of a classical mechanics system has more than just a differentiable structure and
this can be motivated by the fact that it comes with a special class of canonical coordinates.
Their significance appears in the Hamiltonian formulation in the following way. Take R?" with
coordinates (p1, ..., pn,q"...,q") (the convention of the position of the indices will be clear later), as

the phase space. To write the expressions more compactly, we define ¢ = (pq, ¢°), so that

of _(of of of of\"
¢ \9p1" " Op,’ 9t O
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for any function f(p,,q®) and let

0 1
J =
-1 0
where 0 and 1 are, respectively, the zero and the identity n x n matrices. Then the Poisson bracket

{f,g}¢ between the functions f,g: R*™ — R in the coordinates (p,, q%) is defined as

Notice that the coordinates ¢ = (pq, ¢®) satisfy the fundamental Poisson brackets: {q°, qb}c =0=

{Pa, v }¢ and {pq, qb}g = 0%, which we summarize as

{6 Che=J.

Then, given an expression for the Hamiltonian function H(p, ¢) in these coordinates, the dynamics

of the system is given by the curve (p,q)(t) which solves Hamilton’s equations

dpa dg’ b
—(t) ={H — @) ={H
dt (t) { 7pa}C7 dt (t) { ,q }C7
or, equivalently,
d¢
E(t):{H,C}C- 3)

In fact, the Hamiltonian generates the time evolution of all observable through the Poisson

bracket:

Proposition 2.2.1. Let f : R?® — R be a function in phase space (a classical observable). Then

its restriction f(¢(t)) to the trajectory of the mechanical system of Hamiltonian H({) is given by

af B
2 (C@) =1{H, f}c. (4)

Proof.
af by = OF dpa  OF dd® _ Of O cyp b
of OH n of OH

=L L2 —(H, fle.
Opa 0q* ~ 0q® Opy U, T

O

The condition for a second coordinate system n = (pfl,q’b) to be such that the Hamiltonian

dynamics is still expressed in terms of equations [B]) and () is the following.

We consider observables given by a function f : R*® — R, whose only time-dependence comes from evaluation

on the phase space trajectory traced out by the system.



Proposition 2.2.2. Two coordinate systems ¢ = (pa, qb) andn = (pl, q’b) are such that the Poisson

brackets of any two arbitrary functions f,g : R*® — R are equal, i.e.,

{fag}C:{f7g}"lv vfaga (5)

if, and only if, the Jacobian matrix

9% _
on

apg aq/b

is an element of the symplectic group SP(n,R), where
SP(n,R) = {A € GL(2n,R)|ATJA = J}.

Proof. Clearly the Jacobian matrix should be invertible for the coordinate transformation to not

be singular. Also, substituting (2]) in (&), we have
af\" . (9g\ _ B NG LY
(5¢) 2(a) = o= = (5) 1 (5)
(AN [(9N 5 (96N | (29
- (5) [(%) "(%)] (5¢) vro
and the claim follows. U

In particular, this shows that if the Jacobian matrix is symplectic then also in the n = (pl, q"®)

coordinates we have

)= (. Hby: L (n(t)) = {F. H

dn

—J
{n.n}n=1J, 0

where the two last refer to the trajectory of the system. It follows that the new coordinate system
is just as good as the old one to formulate classical mechanics. In fact, it can be better, in the sense
that the equations of motion can be simpler in the new coordinates H Thus one says that both
coordinate systems are canonical and the transformation relating them is said to be a canonical

transformation.

2.3 Mechanics in a manifold

A manifold generalizes R™ in that it admits local coordinates which are consistently related by
smooth diffeomorphisms. Similarly, a symplectic manifold generalizes R?" in that it admits a special

class of local coordinate systems which are related to one another by canonical transformations.

2 An example is given by the Hamilton-Jacobi theory, where one uses this fact to bring Hamilton’s equations into

a trivial form (cf. chapter 10 of [10])



As a byproduct, a symplectic manifold comes with a coordinate-free generalization of classical
mechanics, including geometrical definitions of canonical coordinates, Hamilton’s equations, and

Poisson brackets.

Definition 2.3.1. A symplectic manifold is a pair (M,w) in which M is a smooth manifold and

w is a closed nondegenerate two-form on M. In other words,
we (M), dw=0,

and the map
ToM —TrM: X — X w

1$ a linear isomorphism at each m € M, where the contraction 1 is the generalization to tensor
fields of the map V(M) x QY (M) :— C>®°(M) : (X,0) — X0 = 6(X).

The two-form w is called the symplectic structure of (M,w).

In particular, any (even-dimensional) vector space with a specified antisymmetric nondegener-
ate bilinear form is a symplectic manifold if we think of the components in some basis as chart

coordinates. Hence the definition

Definition 2.3.2. A symplectic vector space is a pair (V,w), where V is a vector SpaCfH and w s
an antisymmetric, nondegenerate bilinear form on V. That is w(X,Y) = —w(Y, X), VX, Y € V
and X w=0& X =0.

These will appear both as phase spaces of linear systems as well as the tangent spaces of general
symplectic manifolds.

It will be useful to define the symplectic complement F*- of a given subspace F C V by
FL={X eV|w(X,Y)=0, VY € F},
which is also a subspace. The symplectic complement has the simple properties
Lemma 2.3.3. If F,G C V are subspaces of V' then
(i) FCG=F+>G+
(i) (FY-=F

(iii) (F+G)t =F+tnG+

3In this subsection we will mainly refer to real vector spaces, but one should bear in mind the obvious generalization

to the complex case.



(iv) (FNG)*t =F++G+
(v) dim(V) = dim(F) + dim(F*)
Proof. (i) and (ii) follow directly from the definition. For (iii),
Xe(F+O)t e 0=wX,aY +b2) = aw(X,Y) + bw(X, Z), ¥(a,b) e RLVY € F,VZ € G
cwX,)Y)=w(X,Z)=0,VY e FVZeG < XeFinGt,
and analogously for (iv). Finally, (v) follows from the nondegeneracy of w. O

We will make use of the following classification of subspaces with respect to the operation of

symplectic complement:

Definition 2.3.4. A subspace F C V is defined to be
(i) isotropic & F C Ft

(ii) coisotropic < F D F*

(iii) symplectic < FNF+ =0

(iv) Lagrangian < F is mazimal isotropic, that is, F is isotropic and }G D F such that G is an

isotropic subspace of V.

It follows that, if V is finite dimensional, a subspace F' C V is Lagrangian if, and only if, it is

isotropic and dim(F) = § dim(V') or, equivalently, F' = FX. We also find the following

Lemma 2.3.5. If (V,w) is a finite-dimensional symplectic vector space, then V is even-dimensional

and contains a Lagrangian subspace.

Proof. Take a one-dimensional subspace F' of V. Since w is nondegenerate and antisymmetric:
F Cc F! = dim(F) < dim(F*) = dim(V) — dim(F) = dim(F) < 3 dim(V). If the equality is
satisfied, we have the claim. Otherwise, substitute F' by the two-dimensional subspace spanned by
FU{X}, where X is a vector in F’ L — F, which is also isotropic, and repeat the process recursively.
This has to terminate, since V is finite-dimensional, at which point we have an isotropic subspace

of dimension 3 dim(V). O

Notice that R?", with coordinates (p1,...,pn,q",...,q"), is a symplectic vector space with the
symplectic structure w((pa, ¢®), (pe, ¢%)) = %(paq'“ — p}q®). It turns out that, up to the choice of a

basis, this is the most general finite-dimensional symplectic vector space:



Proposition 2.3.6. Let (V,w) be a 2n-dimensional symplectic vector space. Then V has a basis

(called a symplectic frame) {X!, X2 ... X" Y1,Ya,...,Y,} such that
w(X% Xb) =0, 2w(X%Y) =62, w(Y,,Y,) =0, Ya,be {1,...,n}.

Proof. Let F be a Lagrangian subspace of V' and let G be some other n-dimensional subspace such
that V.= G @ F. Then the map G — F* : Z — 2w(Z,-) is linear and injective since, if Z € G and
20(Z,Y) =0,YY € F= X € GNF+ = GNF = {0}. Therefore this identifies isomorphically
G = F*. Take a basis {Y1,...,Y,} in F and let {Z!,...,Z"} be the dual basis in G = F*. Then
w(Yy, Ys) = 0 (F is Lagrangian) and 2w(Z%,Y;) = 6¢. Let A% = w(Z%, Z%) and X = Z% + \?Y,,.
Thus A% = —\% and

1 1
w(Xa,Xb) — W(Za + )\acY'C’Zb + )\ded) — )\ab _ §>\ab + 5)\ba =0,
2w(X4Yy) = 2w(Z% + \*°Y., ) = 6y,

so that {X“ Y} is a symplectic frame. O

If we parametrize V by writing an element X € V as X = p,X® + ¢°Y}, then V is identified
with R?" and w(X, X') = w(paX® + ¢°Ys, pL X + ¢Yy = 3(paq"® — p}q°). The convention of upper
and lower indices is useful to remind of the identification V = Q* & @ which was used in the proof.
We call the coordinates in a symplectic frame canonical coordinates.

The nonlinear analogue of proposition is that any symplectic manifold is covered by charts
of local canonical coordinates. The basic example here is the cotangent bundle M = T*Q of some
manifold @ (the configuration space). It has a natural symplectic structure, the canonical two-form,

which can be defined in a coordinate-free way by w = df, where the canonical one-form 6 is given,

at each m = (p,q), p € T;Q, q € Q by
X0 = (mX)ap, X €T, M,

where 7 is the bundle projection T*Q) — Q. Then, as m varies, this defines a smooth 1-form on
M. If we choose coordinates ¢',...,q¢" in Q, then M has the chart pi,...,pn,q',...,¢" given by
expressing each p € T;Q) as p = p,dq®. In these coordinates, we see that 6 and w have the simple
forms

0 = padq”®, w =dp, Ndq".

Analogously, for an arbitrary manifold (M,w), we will call local canonical coordinates on the open
neighbourhood U € M a chart p,, ¢® in which w = dp, A dg®. As we have just seen, if M = T*Q
then such coordinates exist by construction. That these always exist locally is a consequence of the

Darboux-Weinstein theorem.
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Theorem 2.3.7. Let N be a submanifold of M and let wy and wy be two non-degenerate closed
two-forms on M such that wo|ny = wi|n. Then there exists a neighbourhood U of N and a diffeo-

morphism f:U — M such that f(n) =n,¥n € N and f*w; = wp

It follows that, if we take N to be a point m in the symplectic manifold (M,w), it is possible, by
proposition 2.3.6] to choose coordinates {74, s’} in a neighbourhood of N such that w = dr, A ds®
at m = N. Application of theorem 2.3.7 with wy = w and wy = dr, A ds® gives a diffeomorphism f
in a neighbourhood of m which we use to define the local coordinates p, =74 0 f, ¢® = s® o f and

the theorem guarantees that
w=wy= w1 = ffdry Nds® =d(rqo f) Nd(s” o ) = dp, N dg®,

in a neighbourhood of m.
To see how this definition of local canonical coordinates relates to the one given in section 2.2,
suppose U,V C M are intersecting open subsets of the 2n-dimensional symplectic manifold (M, w)

which admit local canonical coordinates ¢ = (pq, ¢°) and n = (p,, ¢’*), respectively. Then, on UNV,

1 1
5dcT AJd¢ = dp, A dg® = w = dpl, Adq'® = 5dnT A Jdn

1.7 on\" . (on on
e [(2) s (22) - (%) <srnm

where we used the notation a’’ Ab = a; Ab*. So introducing the symplectic form induces a preferred
choice of charts which cover the manifold M in such a way that the transition functions are canonical
transformations.

The natural symmetries of symplectic manifolds are diffeomorphisms which preserve the sym-

plectic structure.

Definition 2.3.8. A symplectomorphism between two symplectic manifolds (M,w) and (N,o) is

a diffeomorphism p: M — N that preserves the symplectic structure, i.e., p*o = w.

Also, we call symplectic automorphism or canonical transformation of (M,w) a symplecto-
morphism from (M,w) to itself. These form a group and its infinitesimal generators form a Lie

subalgebra of the one in proposition 2.T.3]

Proposition 2.3.9. Locally Hamiltonian vector fields in M, which we denote by, V| are defined

by
X eV (M) e Lxw=0,

“For a proof of this formulation of the Darboux-Weinstein theorem, see chapter 4 of [d].
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form a Lie algebra with respect to [X,Y] = LxY. The Hamiltonian vector fields V¥ (M), defined

through Hamilton’s equation as
Xy, e V(M) & 3h € C°(M) such that X,w + dh =0, (6)

form a Lie subalgebra of VFH (M), and the derived algebra [VEH (M), VI (M)] is contained in
VH(M).

Proof. If X,Y € VEH (M), then

ﬁaXeryw = aﬁxw + bﬁyw =0
E[X,y}w = ﬁxﬁyw — ﬁyﬁxw =0
so that V(M) is a subalgebra of V(M). Also, if X,Y € VEH (M), then Lyw = 0 = Lyw =

d(Y _w), so that

[X, Y]Jw = (ﬁxy)Jw = £X(YJ(AJ) —Y . Lxw= XJd(YJC«)) + d(XJ(YJC«))) ( )
7
=—df, f=2w(X,Y),
and hence, from the linearity of (@), [V 2 (M), VIH (M) c VH(M). That VH (M) is a subalgebra

follows from the next result, proposition 2.3.10 O
Note that, if M is simply connected (H'(M) = {0}), VEH (M) = VH (M) since in this case
XeVH (M) e 0= Lxw=d(Xw) < X.w=—dh, for some h € C®(M).

Secondly, we remark that, in local canonical coordinates, w = dp, A dg® and dh = g—;‘adpa + g—;ﬁ,dqb,
so that, if the tangent vector to a curve (p(t),q(t)) in M satisfies (@), then

_Oh . oh

1°(t) = )= ——
q*(t) e’ po(t) o

which is the standard form of Hamilton’s equations.
A further consequence of the existence of a symplectic structure is that one can define the

Poisson bracket in a natural, coordinate-independent way.

Proposition 2.3.10. The functions on a symplectic manifold (M,w) form a Lie algebra with
respect to the Poisson bracket, defined by

fr9€ C=(M) = {f,9} = X4(9),
where Xy w + df = 0. Furthermore, Hamilton’s equation provides a Lie algebra isomorphism
VI ()= C(0) /R, (®)

where R represents the constant functions on M.

®We shall use very often that Lxa = X.da + d(X.a), VX € V(M), Ya € QP(M).
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Proof. Since 2w(Xy, Xy) = —Xpu(Xyw) = Xyudg = {f, g}, equation (@) shows that Xis . =
(X, X4]. Also,

{fa g} = Xf—‘dg = _Xf—‘(Xg—‘W) = Xg—'(Xf—'W) = - g—'df = _{gaf}a
{f,ag +bh} = X¢.d(ag + bh) = aX;.dg + bX s dh
=a{f, g} +b{f,h},

with a,b € R. For the Jacobi identity, note that

(f, {9, 1Y} = Xjod(Xgodh) = —Lx, [Xyo(Xp )]
= —[X7, Xg]s(Xpw) + [X g, Xp]a(Xgow) = X5 gy adh — X1 pyodg
= {{f,gth} —{{f h}g}

Finally, note that the kernel of the homomorphism f ~ X is given by the constants. O

As expected, in local canonical coordinates,

_o0f 0 _9f 9
I Opadg® 0 Opy

~0f 9g  Of Og

= {f.9} = Xs(9) = Bp 00" g oy

Finally, we note that, because the time evolution of the system is given by the integral lines of X},

for h the energy Hamiltonian, the measured value of an obsearvable f € C'°°(M) satisfies
df

which is the original expression (), but without any reference to a particular choice of coordinates.
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3 Free Elementary Particles

In this section we present the quantization of free elementary relativistic particles. We use this
example both to motivate the general ideas of geometric quantization as well as to show how they
are explicitly applied. The goal is simple: to find the Hilbert spaces of states of free relativistic
particles, a problem which is typically presented in terms of representation theory. Geometric
quantization however uses as an input a symplectic manifold associated to a classical system and
so one is now led to ask, what is an elementary relativistic particle at the classical level? The
necessary concept is that of an elementary system consisting of a symplectic manifold equipped
with a transitive action of a symmetry group given by symplectic diffeomorphisms. The connection
to representation theory is through Kirillov’s orbit method [13, [14]. The physical interpretation
and subsequent generalizations served as one of the key results for geometric quantization [2]. We
also refer to the standard references [11, 12, 13, [15, 15, |8] from which we drew most of the material

of this section.

3.1 Elementary systems

We saw in the previous section that many of the main tools of classical mechanics could be cast
into the language of symplectic geometry. In particular, the symmetries of classical mechanics,
canonical transformations, correspond to symplectic diffeomorphisms of phase space. We now look
at actions of a Lie algebra (and eventually Lie groups) on the phase space manifold as generators

of such symmetries.

Definition 3.1.1. Let (M,w) be a symplectic manifold and g a real Lie Algebra. A canonical action
of g on (M,w) is a Lie algebra homomorphism g — VI (M).

Where VEH are locally Hamiltonian vecotr fields as defined in the previous chapter. This
definition says that it is possible to find a subset of the infinitesimal canonical transformations
which comes with the algebraic structure of a certain Lie algebra. A further step is to consider
whether there are Hamiltonians which generate these particular transformations, ie. whether one

can lift the homomorphism g — V*# to the Poisson algebra C>°(M).

Definition 3.1.2. If, for the canonical action g — V(M) : A X4, it is possible to construct

a linear map g — C°(M) : A hy such that, VA, B € g,
(i) Xaaw~+dhy =0,

(ii) hiap = {ha, hs},

14



then the map A — ha is said to be a Hamiltonian for the action A — X 4, and the dual map
w:M—g"im— f,
where fm(A) = ha(m), is called a moment for the action.

An action which admits a Hamiltonian is often called a Hamiltonian action or a moment map.

One of the reasons why the moment map is interesting is Noether’s theorem:

Theorem 3.1.3. Let g — V(M) : A — X4 be a Hamiltonian action of g on (M,w) and
WM — g*:m— fn, its moment map. If, additionally, the action preserves the Hamiltonian of

the system, then the moments are constant. In other words,
Xa(h)=0,VAeg = pop =pu, VtER,
where py is the flow of Xp,.

Proof. At any point m € M, the linear functional u o p; is given by

(1o pt)(m)(A) = [u(pt(m))I(A) = fo(m)(A) = ha(pi(m)), A € g,

which is constant since the flow of X}, preserves the h4’s. Indeed,

1o p)m)(A)] = S 1(ha(pum))] = Xu(ha)l(pe(m) = —{ha, b} (pe(m))

— —[Xa(h)](pe(m)) =0, VA € g, Ym € M, Vt € R,

Finally, since p o pg = u, solving the above first-order ODE gives p o p; = p, Vt. O

In the cases we will be interested in, the canonical action of the Lie algebra is the infinitesimal
form of an action of the corresponding Lie group where that Lie group is generated by finite
canonical transformations. Now we can make precise what we mean by a classical elementary
system: a phase space with the action of the symmetry group G given by canonical transformations

under which all states are equivalent.

Definition 3.1.4. Let G be a Lie group with Lie algebra g which acts (on the right) on a symplectic
manifold (M,w) by symplectomorphisms. In other words, each g € G determines a diffeomorphism

g: M — M :m — mg such that
g'w=w, (mg)g =m(gq), V9.9’ € G, Ym € M.

We then call the action Hamiltonian whenever the corresponding infinitesimal action of g is Hamil-
tonian and, in this case, the corresponding moment map u : M — g* is said to be a moment for
the action of G. If, in addition, the action of G is transitive, (M,w) is an elementary system with

symmetry G.
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We first show that elementary systems with Lie group symmetry exist by giving a concrete
realization of them as orbits of the coadjoint action of the Lie group in the dual of its Lie algebra.
From now on, we will always assume that the Lie group G is connected unless explicitly stated

otherwise. Consider the adjoint action of G on itself, given by
Ad: G x G — G : (g, h) — Ady(h) := ghg™".
Notice that, for any g € G, the action Ad, fixes the identity e. Hence its derivative at e,

d
ad:Gxg—g:(g,A) — adyA = —(ge!tg™1)

pm 9)

t=0’
is a linear representation of the group on the vector space of its Lie algebra, which we will also refer
to as the adjoint action. Here, e4 denotes the exponential map in the group manifold. Indeed,
neglecting terms of order higher than one in ¢ on the Baker-Campbell-Hausdorff formula (which

cancel on evaluation at t=0),

d d d
do (X V) = & (getrX g1ty o1 _ tX —1 -1
a g(x +y ) dt(ge g9 €7 g ) o xdt(‘qe g ) 0 +y_dt(9€ g ) 0

= vady X + yadyY.

The coadjoint action is the dual representation
ad" : G x g* —g": (g, f) = ad,f, where ad,f(A) = f(ad,A). (10)

This action splits g* in orbits of the form M = {ad}f|g € G}. On each one, the action of G is
obviously transitive. Moreover, since we assume that G is connected, each orbit is also connected
and, because all the elements of M are related by the action of G, the tangent space at any f,
Ty M, is spanned by the generators of the coadjoint action in M. The explicit form of these vectors

is given by the infinitesimal form of equations (@) and (I0):

o

d d
oreo Tlgrgste e e

[ad:zAf](B) = f(adetAB) - f [%(etAGSBe_tA)

— f [di(etAGSBetA)
S

s=t=0 + O(t2):|
= f(B+1[A,B]+ O(t*)) = [f + tXalf + O(*)](B), VB € g,

where in the last line we have used that g* is a vector space identify Ty g* ~ g* such that X4|s(B) =
f([A, B]). We can therefore fully define a differential form on M by giving its values on the vectors
X 4|y at each point f € M.

Proposition 3.1.5. The two-form w which, at each f € M, is given by
1
w(Xaly, X5ly) = 5 f([4, B)), (11)
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is a well-defined symplectic structure on M = {ad; f|g € G} and it is invariant under the coadjoint

action of G.

Proof. That the definition gives a well-defined two-form on M, in the sense that w(Xa, Xp)|y

depends only on the value of the X 4 fields at the point f, is seen from
1 1
Xaly = Xuly = w(Xa, Xp)ly —w(Xa, Xp)ls = 5/ ([A B) - 5 f([4, B])
1

To prove that it is also invariant under the coadjoint action, we define, for each A € g, the function

ha:M —R: f— ha(f):= f(A). Then

(Xasdhs) (1) = Sl (7 +Xalpl| = S+ Xl B = FOAB) = hia sy (1)

=  Xaadhp = hs g
and, since 2w(Xp, Xa)(f) = —f([4, B]) = —hja,p)(f), Vf, this gives
Xaa(Xpaw +dhp) =2w(Xp, Xa) + hap =0, VA, Beg = Xpw+dhg=0, VB €y,
where the last implication comes from using once again that the X 4|;’s span TyM. Hence
0=Lx,(Xpw+dhp) =XpiLx,w+ [Xa, Xp|lw+d(Xasdhp) = XpiLx,w, VA, B € g,

since [X 4, Xp] = X4 5 It follows that w is invariant under the flows of the X 4’s and thus under
the coadjoint action.

To show that this form is a symplectic structure, we point out that
w(Xa, Xp)lf =0, VXgly < [f([A,B])=0,VBeg & Xulf=0,
so it is nondegenerate. Finally, closure comes from
0=Ly,w=dXaw)+ Xaadw = —d’hs + Xaadw = Xaodw, VA € g.
O

Notice that actually the map g — C°°(M) : A — hy used in the proof is itself a Hamiltonian

for the action. In summary, we have that

Proposition 3.1.6. Fach orbit M of the coadjoint action of a Lie group G on the dual of its Lie
algebra g is an elementary system with symmetry G and with moment map given by the inclusion

M — g*.
In fact, in the cases we will be interested in, these are the only elementary systems.
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Proposition 3.1.7. Let (M’ ') be an elementary system with symmetry G and let p: M' — g*
be a moment. Then p is a surjective local symplectomorphism from (M’ ") onto a coadjoint orbit

(M,w) C g*.

Proof. Let A — X' and A — X4 denote the actions in M’ and M, respectivelly, and likewise for
the Hamiltonians hy and h/y = hy o p.

Since y is a moment, X'y dhly = hEA B VA, B € g. Taking this into account, we have

(X (m)](B) = Sy’ 60| = (X bl o) = By )

= fya gy (w(m”)) = [(m"]([A, B]) = [Xalum)](B)
= [(Xa 0 p)(m")](B), ¥m' € M', VB € g

=  Xyadp=Xaopu,

so that we have, at any m’ € M’,

d
pe(Klgl) = eplm +£X0)| = (Xaodm) (') = Xl

One sees that (. X)) = Xa, VA € g and thus, since G' is connected, pu(m'g) = ad;u(m’), ¥Ym' €
M' Vg e G.

Furthermore, the action of G on M’ is transitive, so u(M') = u({m'glg € G}) = {ad;u(m’)|g €
G}, which is a coadjoint orbit. Also because the action on M’ is transitive, the vector fields X

span the tangent spaces at each point of M’, and hence
20" (X', Xp) = My g = hjap o = 2w(Xa, Xp) o

implies that w’ = p*w. Now both w and w’ are nondegenerate, so ju is injective at each point and
therefore a surjective local symplectic diffeomorphism, as claimed.

O

This gives a correspondence between elementary systems with a momentum map and coadjoint
orbits. It turns out that for some Lie algebras of central interest to physics the momentum map

for a given elementary system is unique.

Proposition 3.1.8. Let g be a Lie algebra such that [g,g] = g and H?>g = 0. Then every canonical

action of g is Hamiltonian and has a unique moment.

To avoid a digression into the cohomology of Lie algebras [16] we refer to [5] for a proof of
this result. In particular, in the case of semisimple Lie algebras, Whitehead’s lemmas imply that

the above conditions hold [17]. We see therefore that in cases like that of SO(3) or Lorentz
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symmetry, there exists a unique way of assigning classical observables to the generators of the
symmetry transformations. The moment map thus recovers the classical and relativistic angular
momenta unambiguously. More than that, the constructed moment map associates in a unique
way a coadjoint orbit to each elementary system with SO(3) or Lorentz symmetry. This is a
classification of the classical phase space analogues of elementary particles.

Aside from knowing that the phase spaces of elementary particles are coadjoint orbits, we want

to explicitly construct them. A useful result is the following reduction procedure [18].

Definition 3.1.9. Let C' be a smooth manifold and let o be a closed two-form of constant rank on

C, that is, such that the dimension of
K, ={X|X.0 =0} CT,C

1s constant as m varies over C. Then K is a distm'butiorH on C, which we will call the characteristic

distribution of o and (C,0) is said to be a presymplectic manifold.
Note now that the identity

da (X, Xy ooy Xom) = Xa(( X, Xy ooey Xnp) — ga([x[i,xj],xk, s Xom), )
Va € QP(M)’ VXZ',XJ‘, .. € V(M)

(square-bracketed indices are antisymmetrized) implies that, for X, Y € Vi (C) and any Z € V(C),
o([X,Y],Z) = —3do(X,Y,Z) =0 = [X,Y]e Vk(C),

since o is closed. Therefore K is an integrable distributionH. We will call the presymplectic manifold
(C,0) reducible if its characteristic foliation K is reducibleH. In this case, the space of leaves C'/K
is a Hausdorff manifold and o projects to a well defined symplectic structure w on C'/K. Indeed,
closure follows from the closure of o and nondegeneracy from the definition of C'/K. Finally, for
any X € Vi (C),

Xio=0= X_do.

We call the symplectic manifold (C/K,w) the reduction of (C,o). In our discussion, this construc-

tion will enter through the following proposition.

A real distribution on M is a sub-bundle of TM.
"This is Frobenius’ theorem: if a distribution K satisfies [X,Y] € K, VX,Y € K, then it is integrable. An

integrable distribution is also called a foliation.
8If K is a foliation on C, there are sumanifolds on C (the leaves of K) whose tangent bundles are given by K.

C/K is the space of leaves. If this is Hausdorff, the foliation is said to be reducible.
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Proposition 3.1.10. Let (M,w) be a coadjoint orbit in the Lie algebra g* of some Lie group and
let C be a manifold with: an action g — V(C) : A — X/, a surjection 7 : C — M and a 1-form

0" € QY(C) such that

(i) 7—1(m) is connected for each m € M

(ii) m Xy =Xy

(iii) for each m' € C, X/, .0’ (m') = [x(m/)](A) (remember that m(m') € M C g*)

Then there is a symplectic diffeomorphism between (M,w) and the reduction of (C,df").

Proof. Let ¢ : C — C/K denote the reduction map, i.e., ¢ maps m’ € C to the leaf of K through
m’, where K is the characteristic foliation of df’. We know that (C/K,w), where w is the projection
of df’, is a symplectic manifold. We first show that the action of g on C projects to a Hamiltonian
action on (C'/K,w). For this, recall the definition of the symplectic structure on M from (II). We
have
[Xpo(Xad)|(m') = [Xpa(Lx, 0 — d(X00")))(m)

= [X(Xpt")](m") — ([X}, Xp]6")(m) — [Xp(X420")](m)

= X([r(m")](B)) = [r(m")]([4, B]) = Xp([x(m)](A))

= [r(m")]([A, B]) = [Xpa(Xa-w)](7(m"))

= df = n*w

on span{X/ }. It follows that 6’ is invariant under the action of g:
(Lx1,0')(m") = (X742d")(m) + [d(X 4 20")] (") = [7*(Xaw)](m) + d(halm(m")])
= [m"(X4q0w + dhA)](m') =0,
where hy4 is the Hamiltonian in M. Now, for any Y € Vi (C) and any A € g,

(X', Y'|.d0" = EX:A(Y’JdH’) - Y’Jd(ﬁqué?') =0 = [X},Y]e€Vkg(O),

so that X projects to a well defined X4 = ¢ Xy € V(C/K). Clearly [X4, Xp] = X}4 ). Consider
now the function by = X/, .0’ € C*°(C). For any Y' € Vi (C),

Y'(By) = Y 2d(Xy0) = =Y 4(X'y0df) = 0,

since Y'.d#" = 0. Therefore, b’y = ha o ¢ for some well-defined hy € C*°(C/K). Moreover, ha
generates X 4:

0= Ly, 0 = X)y2db + d(X}y0') = 6" (Xaw + dha), (13)
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and,
hahsl o6 = 6" Xa(h)] = XpoLn 8 + (X, Xp10' = Wy gy =hiamod,  (14)
so hy is a Hamiltonian. Hence there is a moment p : C/K — g*. To complete the proof, note that,
by (iii),
(60 )I(A) = ha(d(m')) =Ha(m') = (X30) () = [x(m)](4), VA € g, V' € C
= po¢=nr.

In other words, the diagram

(C/K,w) (M, w)

commutes. Finally, p is a symplectic diffeomorphism as a consequence of (i), of ker(¢u|m/) =

ker(my|m), Ym' € C, and of

'w=db =71'w=(po¢)w=9¢"(pw) = w=p‘w.

Example 3.1.11. (Rotational symmetry)

We finally apply these results to some examples. Before jumping into the case of Poincaré
symmetry, however, it is instructive to see how the above strategy works in the case of rotational
symmetry.

To start with, note that proposition B.I.8 implies that any canonical action of so(3) has as-
sociated a unique moment. Let us check what this moment is for the action of the group SO(3)
on (T*R3 ~ RS dh) by rotations, where 6 is the canonical one-form. First let (pq,¢?) be coordi-
nates on a symplectic frame. Then an element g € SO(3) acts by q = (¢%) — gq = (9%¢°) and
p = () — gp = (¢%p°), where q and p are column vectors (we raise and lower indices with
the identity and employ the Einstein summation convention). Note that this leaves the canonical

one-form @ invariant:
p’dq — (gp)’d(ga) = p' g’ gdq = p’ dq.

Then, because 6 is also a symplectic potential potential (i.e., w = df), calculations analogous to
([@3) and (I4) show that hy = X440, VA € so(3) is the Hamiltonian. The Lie algebra so(3) is
spanned by the 3 x 3 matrices L?, i € {1,2,3}, where (L)7* = —¢* [19]. Notice that this basis
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satisfies [L?, L7] = e oL*. To find the explicit form of the vectors X4, note that the action of

SO(3) 3 e, A € s0(3) in the ((p7)q, (q)?) coordinates can be written as
") = (Pp)T e a) = (. @) + t(~(p)" A, Aq) + O(#*),
which we recognise as the flow of
0 0
X4 =—ppAl, — + A% " —.
A Db aapa + »q aqa

Hence,

a a 8 C a
ha = <_pbAba% + A bqba—qa> 1pedq® = A%q"pq.

In particular,
hiriy = (L)%¢"pa = €iapa”p” = (a x P)i,
thus the momentum map, in the specific case of rotational symmetry in 7R3, recovers uniquely
the familiar expression for the angular momentum.
We turn now to the construction of the elementary systems with symmetry SO(3). First notice

that, for any g € SO(3), det(g) = 1 and g’'g = 1 imply, by Cramer’s formula for the inverse,

1

(g)kl = (g_l)lk - mﬁkigigelj2j3gi2- gigjs

J2

kmn 1 1 kmn lj2j3 42 43 _ ljajs ,m .n
S€ " epigig€ 720 g 329 43 =259, 9",

We employ this in the following: let us map so(3) 3 A = a;L* ~ (a;) € R3. Then, under this
identification, the adjoint action looks like
. d ; ik . . . .
(adylar W = (Glae g ) = (et )"V = g™,
= —a;e’"g" = ((ga)L')’*
= ady(a;L") = (ga);L’,

so that this choice of basis identifies the adjoint action on so(3) with the action on R3 by rotations
that we have just discussed. By introducing a dual basis in so(3)*, we see that the coadjoint action
can be pictured in the same way. It becomes clear that this mapping sends the coadjoint orbits
in s0(3)* to spheres centered at the origin in R3. Indeed, the sphere is a standard example of a
symplectic manifold, the symplectic form given by the volume form divided by its radius, and the
SO(3)-action is canonical and transitive over it.

From the physical point of view, we will see shortly that the sphere of radius s is the classical
phase space for the rotational degrees of freedom of an elementary particle of spin s. It will then

be instructive to first apply geometric quantization to the sphere. With this goal in mind, we
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now use its interpretation as a coadjoint orbit in so(3)* to reconstruct it as a reduction by using
proposition B.I.T0l The reason to do this is that we will end up with a parametrization of the sphere
in complex coordinates which provides a natural choice of a polarization, a necessary ingredient for
quantization (see subsection [3.3]).

First we point out that the coadjoint orbits of the action of G on g* are completely determined
by the corresponding Hamiltonian action of g on g*, as far as our definitions go. This was already
hinted at, for example, by the way in which we defined the symplectic structure on the orbits in
equation (II). An implication is that, if two Lie groups have isomorphic Lie algebras, the coadjoint
orbits are the same, even though the groups themselves might not be isomorphic. Therefore, recall
that the Lie algebra of SU(2), which is given by the 2 x 2 anti—hermitianH matrices, is generated

by {ic’}, where ¢/ are the Pauli matrices

It is straightforward to verify that

o - . —_iot —iod gk
olo? =61+ ie”kak and hence that [ ;U , 120 } =€, < 220 > , (15)
so that the linear map ¢ : so(3) — su(2) which satisfies ¢(L/) = —io’/2 is a Lie algebra iso-

morphism. We conclude that the coadjoint orbits of SO(3) are equal to those of SU(2). Then
proposition B.I.10] allows one to construct the coadjoint orbits as the reduction of the group mani-
fold SU(2) itself.

For any Lie group G, each g € G determines two diffeomorphisms G — G, given by
pg g — ¢'g (right translation) and X, : ¢’ — gg' (left translation).
One can then define the left-invariant vector fields by
Ly(e) = A, Ag«(La) =La, VAecg=T.G, Vgeq,

where e is the group identity. Then the flow of each L 4 is the one-parameter subgroup (g,t) — gett.
In the case of a matrix Lie group this can be seen from

d

a(gem) = ge!tA = Agetay A = La(Agerae) = La(gett).

If we make use of the relation

esAetB ~ est[A,B} etBGSA,

9We use the mathematicians’ convention that the exponential map from Lie(G) to G is e'*. If we used the

physicists convention e, the Lie algebra of SU(2) would consist of hermitian matrices.
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which holds up to second order in s and ¢ as a consequence of the Baker-Campbell-Hausdorff

formula, we may evaluate [L 4, Lp|. Let g € G and f: G — R. Then

(124, L5)(1))(o) = o 7 (g WP o) - gePe ]| = Lpigertam)|
= (L1a,5/())(9)-

As this holds for any f and g, we conclude that g acts on G by A — L 4. Pick an element f € g*.

It determines a right-invariant one-form 6; € QY(G) by

bp(e) = f.  p(0) =0y VgeG.

The claim is that the coadjoint orbit through f € su(2)* is the reduction of (SU(2),dfs). To see
how this follows from proposition B.I.I0, consider the map 7 : SU(2) — (My,wy) : g = adf,
where (My,wy) is the coadjoint orbit through f € su(2)*. This is clearly surjective and, for any
B € su(2)*,

d, . d
= Zlads s f)|_ (B) = 2 fladyen(B)]

= (914, Bly™) = lady (A B) = Xa| _ (B),

(meLalg)(B) = ([m o Ag]«A)(B) t=0

so that the action of su(2) on SU(2) does project to the coadjoint action on the orbits. Here we

have used again the identification of Tysu(2)* with su(2)*. To verify item (iii), note that
Lalg=AgA = (pgo Pg—1)xAgxA = pgs(pg—1 0 Ag)x A = pgradg A,

so that
(Laabr)(g) = fladgA) = (ady f)(A) = [r(9)](A), VAE su(2), Vgeq.

To summarize, this shows that the spheres centered at the origin are symplectic diffeomorphic to
the reductions of (SU(2),dfy), for f € su(2)*. To make the correspondence more explicit, recall

that we have chosen bases in so(3) and su(2) such that

—2a.0)
1a;o

3 Ti
i :
R’ 3> aw q;L' — € su(2) (16)

We then see the dual space of R? as R3, with the pairing given by (a,b) = a’b, and map this to
su(2)*. Now, the manifold SU(2) can be embeded in C? as the 3-sphere by taking (z°, z!) in

AN

SU>2)>g= , 20427 =1

—zt 3z
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as holomorphic coordinates. Combining this with (I6]), we send R? to the tangent to the sphere at
(1,0) € C2. Explicitly,

—ita;o! t|al i . (tla] ;
e 2 =cos| — |1——sin| — )ajo
2 |al 2
tlal ias i ( tal _ (ag+iar) . (tla]
COS (T) — W Sin (T ‘a‘ Sin 2
- o [ tal tla| iag i (Hal ’
al sm( 5 > cos( 5 + lal sin | =5

which we see as a curve (2°(t), 2}(t)) through (1,0). Taking the derivative, we find the vector
corresponding to a. The 2-sphere of radius s is the orbit in R3 of the vector (0,0, —s). Thus it
is the reduction of (SU(2),df), where the value of 6 at (1,0) (the identity in SU(2)) is fixed by

demanding that it be a real one-form such that the diagram

R3>ar— =laa 8, 4 is 0 (dio) & (wim) 8 o83

2 029 2 9z 2 oz1 2 ozl
(0707_5)\[ /
Jef‘

commutes. This gives ¢, = is(dz’ — dz"), and we determine its value on the rest of 5% by
remembering that it is right-invariant, so that 0¢|,csy(2) = P29f|eeSU(2)- In the defined complex

coordinates, multiplication on the right by the element of SU(2) with coordinates (2", z!) acts by

0

(w ,wl)H(ZO 0 1,1 1w0+—0 1),

w —Zw,z zZ7w

and thus, transforming the components of 6 by the inverse of the Jacobian, we find that, at any

(2°,2") € 87,

0r = is(2%dz° + 2'dz! — 20420 — F'd2!
f

(17)
= df; = 2is(dz" A dz" + d2' A dZY).
Finally, we have that the sphere of radius s is the reduction of the presymplectic manifold
(83,2is(d2" A dz° + d2t A dEY)). (18)

This $3 — 52 is the famous Hopf fibration [20)].

Example 3.1.12. (Poincaré symmetry)

Free relativistic particles correspond to the elementary systems with Poincaré symmetry P.
Although it can also be seen as a matrix group, we will follow the approach in 5] and parametrize
the Poincaré group by isometries p : M — M of Minkowski space (M, 7), where 7 is the constant

metric of signature + — —— and we take the group composition to be such that P acts on M on
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the righ. Thus one can think of its Lie algebra as the n-preserving vector fields, ie,
p={X e€TM|Lxg =0}. (19)
For a coordinate expression, notice that
0=Lxgwp = VaXp — Vs Xo = X*=¢"L,+T°

where L and T are constants and Ly, = —Lg,. We have used the flatness of the metric. Then, if

X =(¢"L,"+ T, and Y = (¢"M,* + N*)d,,

rX +sY = [ (rLy® + sM,*) + (rT* + sN*)|0, € p, Vr,s €R
(X,Y] = LxY = (X°0,Y? — Y°0,X)0, = [¢°(LM,* — M.°L,*) + (T°M,* — N°L,*)]0, € p,

and these vectors form a Lie subalgebra of V(M) (see 21.3). Furthermore, the second equation
implies that [p,p] = p, because every antisymmetric matrix is the bracket of two antisymmetric
matrices of the same order and every vector (P*) € R™ can be writen as MT — LN for fixed
antisymmetric matrices M and L by choosing suitable vectors (T'?), (N?) € R™. Although p is
not semisimple, it is still true that H?p = 0 (for a proof, see [5]) and, by B.L8] there is always
one and only one way of associating a moment to a given canonical action of the Poincaré algebra
on a symplectic manifold. Moreover, if the action is transitive, there is a unique canonical map
of this symplectic manifold to one of the coadjoint orbits. Hence the coadjoint orbits give all of
the elementary systems with Poincaré symmetry. The physical interpretation of a classical system
having such a transitive action of the group of spacetime isometries is that it does not have any
structure other than its spacetime structure [3]. These are the elementary relativistic particles.

The most general linear funcional acting on p can be written as
br a a 1 ab a
f(q"Ly +T):—§M Loy — paT

for some constants M = —M®* and p,. If we recquire that this pairing be invariant under Lorentz
transformations and translations of the origin in M (under which L and T transform in the obvious
way), i.e.,

L —ab7 o ma Lo a

M Lap + paT™ = 5 M™ Lap + paT™,
then we discover that the components of M and p transform as tensors under Lorentz transforma-
tions, in the way suggested by their indices, but under a change of origin z — x + K one must
take

(M, pe) = (M + p*K® — Kp°, p.), (20)

198ee also |4, (21, 122, [23)].
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where we recognize the transformation law for the components of the total angular momentum M if
we take p to be the four momentum. Furthermore, this shows that we may adopt a characterisation

of f € p which is independent of the choice of origin in M if we trade M and T for the tensor
fab _ Mab _i_paxb _ .%'apb, (21)

so that its value at x € M gives the total angular momentum about x. This aligns well with our
intuition about what the moment map should be in this case. One sees that no information is lost
since

f(0)=M

1 1
SVl = S (0" Vo’ = p'Via) =",
so we might just as well start from f and recover M and p. Thus we think of p as the vector fields

of the form (I9) and p* as the tensor fields of the form (2I]) on M, with the pairing given by

FX) =~ 37"V Xs — X,V (22)

avoiding explicit reference to the origin in M (as this expression for the pairing is constant through-
out M). In this approach, one can find the coadjoint action in the following way. Let p; be the
flow generated by X € p. Then vector field X is invariant under the isometry p; for each ¢ since,
for any m € M,

= %ps(pt(m)) o = X(pe(m)),

pX(m) = L pu(pa(m))|

ie., pix X = X. Now the adjoint action of P on itself acts on this isometry by p; — ppip~ !, Vp € P.
This is true for any real ¢, so one may speak of the flow pp;p~!, which is generated by the vector

field (p;1)(X). Indeed, this vector field is invariant under the flow, as

(oo™ )alp ' X) = i prapepi ' X = ' X.

The inversion on the order of composition of maps arises because we assumed from the begining
that P acts on M on the right. We conclude that the derivative of the adjoint action in the group

is given by ad, X = p 1X. Hence by (22) the coadjoint action should be given simply by

adyf = p«f.

Here, the * symbol means dual map on the LHS while it means the differential map on the RHS. We
shall consider first the coadjoint orbits with respect to the identity component Py of the Poincaré
group, leaving the discrete transformations of parity and time-reversal to be implemented later.

Thus at this stage the coajoint orbits are seen to be of the form {p.f|p € P}.
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Because of the tensor character of the coefficients of f under the coadjoint action, we see that
m? 1= pap® is constant throughout each orbit. Consider the case m? > 0 (massive particles). Then

the Pauli-Lubanski vector,

S — leabcd

2 Py Mg

is orthogonal to p (e denotes the Levi-Civita symbol). Again, because of the way in which the
group acts on f € p*, the length of S is invariant (the antisymmetrization of indices of M in the
definition of S guarantees that this also holds for translations (20)). This implies that the spin
s, defined through m?s?> = —5,5%, is also a constant on each orbit. The simplest situation is
when s = 0 (scalar particle), which happens when the Pauli-Lubanski vector vanishes (S can’t be
light-like since p,p® > 0). This means that ple o = 0 on all of M. Since M has trivial topology,

this implies f® = 2plaw? for some four-vector field w. Thus we have
M 4 oploghl — fab — gplagbl — 2p[“(w — CC)b} = M® = constant,

which is solved if there exists a constant four-vector ¢* such that w —x + ¢ = A(z)p, Vz, since then
2l (w — )% = —2plogh). Thus there is a unique timelike geodesic, namely {z = ¢+ A\p| A € R},
where f = 0:

FPloeqinp = 200 |ogirp = 2012 — ¢+ Ap) |o—giap = 0.

We call this the centre-of-mass world-line, since it is the locus of vanishing total angular momentum.
Notice that, given m? > 0 and the centre-of-mass worldline, p can be recovered as the tangent four-
vector normalized so that p,p® = m? and f can be recovered as f% = oplagtl — 2plaghl where ¢ is
an arbitrary point on the centre-of-mass worldline. However, this fixes only the direction of p, but
not its orientation (whether it is future- or past-pointing), so there is a two-to-one relation between
the coadjoint orbits in p* with positive m? and zero spin and the timelike geodesics in M. The
action of Py on the coadjoint orbits becomes its natural action on M, and we see that any timelike
geodesic can be related to any other through one of its elements, but the causality of p cannot be
changed. Thus there are two orbits with spin zero for each m? > 0. We denote them by Mg'm (pis
future-pointing) and M, (p is past-pointing).

Finally, we employ proposition B.I.I0l just as in the example of the sphere. First, each centre-
of-mass worldline allows for a parametrization (p, qb) subject to the equivalence relation (p,, qb) ~

(Pa,q® + Ap®), YA € R. Hence consider the projection
7 : Com = {(p,q) € T*M|pap” = m*} — Com/ ~ .

Because of the above discussion, the 7-dimensional hypersurface Cy,, has two components depending

on the time orientation of p. The restriction of 7 to one of the components gives the surjection of

28



proposition B.I.10] onto one of the orbits. To see how this works, note that we defined Py by its
action on M: ¢ — p(q) so that it acts naturally on T*M by (p, q) — (ps«p, p(q)). But this agrees with
how Py acts on p* when p* is parametrized by (p,q) as above. Thus the infinitesimal generators
X € p lift to

0

9
X' = X°— — VX"
8qa pb a apa

on T*M, as is clear from remembering that V,X? = Lab, and this is tangent to Cp,, since eX € Py

preserves the length of p. Therefore p acts on Cp,, by X — X’ and 7, X’ gives the correct action
in the coadjoint orbit. Finally, let us evaluate the pairing f(X) at a point in the centre-of-mass

worldline. There f® =0, %be“b = p® and thus, by ([22),
f(X) = —pX*=X',0,

where ' = —p,dq®|cy,,- Thus we conclude that the orbits My and M, are the reductions of the
two components of the presymplectic manifold (Co,,,dg* A dp,). From the physical point of view,
this is the classical phase space of a relativistic massive scalar particle.

2 52 > 0. In this case, there is no geodesic on which

Let us now repeat the procedure when m
f = 0 (which one interprets as meaning that a spinning particle has nonzero angular momentum
around any event). However, one can define the centre-of-mass worldline by z* = m=2M by, 4+ Ap?,

since over it
ab _ Mab a 72Mbc A b b 72Mac A a _
[polenr = M*py + p*(m Pe+ AP )py — p’(m Pe+ Ap")pp = 0,

remembering that p,p® = m?. This means that the orbital component of the angular momentum

vanishes on this geodesic. On this line, f becomes

B Eadepch
Eclefg) - T,

ppeM™ M ppcMII

(Eabcd
m2 m?2 2m?2

fab|CM — Mab_|_

which is a constant. Therefore, after fixed the centre-of-mass worldline, the only freedom left to fix
in order to specify a point f € p* is the direction of S (remember that S,5% = —m?s2). The only
constraint on the direction of 5, is that p,S* = 0, so that S can be any vector in the three-space of
the centre-of-mass rest frame (where p = (m,0,0,0)). Now, since S is transforms as a four-vector
under the coadjoint action, it follows that, even after p is fixed to be in the time direction, there
is always a Lorentz transformation which rotates the direcion of S into any other, so all of the
elements on the dual of the Poincaré Lie algebra which differ only by the direction of S lie in the
same coadjoint orbit. We see that each orbit is specified by the centre-of-mass worldline, by the
sign of pg, and by the direction of S. Therefore there are again two orbits for each value of m,

s, which we denote M (_), which have the structure of bundles over Moté_) with fibre S2. This
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connects with example BTl in that we model the phase space corresponding to the spin degrees
of freedom as a sphere of radius s.

The connection can be made more explicit using a spinor parametrization of the orbits [5]. For
this one uses the following mapping from Minkowski space M to 2 x 2 hermitian matrices, which in

turn are equivalent to S ® S, where S is the space of two-spinors: it takes the four-vector (X u) to

Xo+ X3 Xy—1Xo
Xy +iXy Xo— Xs

This then can be extended to a spinor representation of tensors of any orde. We refer to |24] for

the extensions of this story and proofs of the necessary results. Note that

ab B eabedy, Sy ([ 2pS ab
f |CM = T = *W )

where % is the Hodge dual, (xf)® = %e“b“l fea- Now, it is a result from spinor theory that any

bivector has a spinor equivalent of the form

¢AB€AB + T/JAB AB

)
with ¢4 and ¢¥4P symmetric. In case the bivector is real, ¢AB = QEAB . Moreover, the dual
bivector is then given by
. Z-¢ABEAB + i¢AB€AB

We further note that any n-index symmetric spinor can be written as the symmetrized product of
n one-index spinors. Therefore, we may express the spinor equivalent of the real bivector 2pS/m?

as

— — — 2 —
— s2AB AP _ szAgBAB  with wd = iipAAZA, (23)
m

A

where the sign in the expression for w? is the same as the sign of pg. Since f®|cas is the dual of

this, it is given by

isz(AwP) AP wP) AP (24)

and in particular one can check that equations (23]) and (24]) give the correct normalization S, S =
—m?2s?.  Additionally, note that although w is fixed by (Z3)) there is an additional freedom in
choosing z reflected by the fact that (z,w) and (Az, \~'w) give the same f. We fix this by also
imposing zaw?d = 1.

Hence, a specified orbit with m?,s? > 0 is given by a timelike geodesic (just as in the scalar

case) and a two-component spinor 24, defined up to a phase. Therefore it is the quotient of T*M x S

"The spinor indices A, A transform, respectively, under the SL(2,C) spinor representation of the Lorentz group

and its conjugate representation.
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by the equivalence relation (pa,qb, zc) ~ (pa,qb + ApP, eid’zc), VA, ¢ € R. Again, we consider the

projection
7 Com = {(p,q,2) € T*M x S|pap® = m?, ﬂpAAzAEA =dm} — Copn/ ~. (25)

This time the hypersurface Cy,, is 9-dimensional, and has two components which differ by the
time orientation of p. To apply proposition B.I.I0, we recall that Py has a natural action on
T*M x S by (p,q, z) — (p«p, p(q), p+z). Again, this agrees with the coadjoint action of Py when p*

is parametrized by (p, q, z) as above. The infinitesimal form of this action is given by the generators

0
0q®

1 5 O ile BB O
i ZA§VABXBB3Z—B n ZAivgBXBB_’

)
— VX"
Do £

Xl — Xa
which is clear if one remembers that V,X? = Lab. The action preserves the lengths of both p and
z, so it preserves Cy,, and projects to the coajoint action on the orbits. To obtain the symplectic
structure from proposition B.ILT0L we only need the potential satisfying condition (iii). This is the
restriction to T'Cl,, of

V2is

0 =+ — pfm(z‘éidz‘éI - ZAdzA) — padq®. (26)

To see this, recall that the pairing on p* X p is given by f(X) = —%f“bVaXb — %Xavbf“b. The
second term is given by —p, X = X’ i(—padq®), just as in the scalar case, while the first term is

given, on the centre-of-mass worldline, by

1isv/2

1 _ o _ _
—3 IV Xoloar ~ £5 0 p 4 [#420 Ve XAP — 21209 X AP |

V2is

pAA(ZAdEA - _AdZA) )

1 5 0 il _sp O
= (ZA—VABXBB— —|—ZA—VABXBB@—B>_I
z

using (23)) and (24). Thus we find that the orbits M, =) are the reductions of the two components
of the presymplectic manifold (Cjy,,d¢|c,,,) with 6" given by equation (26). From the physical
point of view, this is the classical phase space of a relativistic massive spinning particle.

Consider now a spining particle at rest, i.e., take the subspace of M in which ¢ is fixed
and (p,) = (m,0,0,0). Substituting this in (25), we see that it should be the reduction of the
submanifold labelled by the z# such that

N

i 1 m 0
mz\/ipAAzAZAZ\/i< 20 2 ) — = 2% +2%2 =1

\/5 0 m 71

N

Similarly, the restriction to this submanifold of d#’ is

V2is

pailde® Adzd — dzd A dz?) = 2is(d2® A dZ° + d2 A dZD).
m
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This connects the phase space of a spinning particle of spin s to the two-sphere of radius s, and
simplifies the ‘reduction’ procedure to that of the previous example.

The third type of orbit we look at is the one in which p,p® = 0 and S* = sp® for some constant s,
which we call helicity of the orbit (note that, although the sign of the spin is non-physical, because
it is s? which parametrizes the orbits, the sign of the helicity is a relevant, labelling distinct orbits).
Once again, we use the same technique as in the cases above. For a fixed value of s, there are again
two orbits depending on the sign of pg. In the one where py > 0, the proportionality of S* and p“
gives a constraint

eelpy Mg = 2sp” (27)

which, in turn, implies that the spinor representation of f® = M + p®zb — pbz? can be written

al
Z'Z(Aﬁ'B)EAB _ Z-Z(AT(_B)EAB

; (28)

A

where T 1 = pyz and 24 = wA —izA47 5, with w? a constant spinor. Finally, relation (27)) implies

the normalization 247 4 + 247 1 = 2s. Hence the two spinors w? and 74 specify the tensor field fo.
Conversely, equation (28] specifies (w?, 7 1) up to the equivalence (w?,74) ~ (w4, e y), ¢ €

R. So we want to use the projection
7: Cso = {(w,m) €S x S|wiiy +JJAWA =2s} = Cy/ ~ .

Again we apply proposition B.I.I0} the adjoint action of Py on the orbits, which is given by
p«f, becomes, in the parametrization chosen, ad;‘)(wA,ﬂ'A) = (p.w?, pom5). Notice, however, that
although under Lorentz transformations it is given by L, = V,X°? X € p just as before, when

4 is invariant, while the definition of w gives

considering translations by some four-vector V¢, z
wA = 24 +i(x —i—T)AAWA = w4 —i—iTAAWA. Therefore, the infinitesimal form of this action on S x S
is given by

le BB O | aa_ 0O
—7TA§VABX aTB+ZT WA&JJ—A s

1 5 O
r_ A _ BB
X' =2R <w §VABX BN
where T = X%(0) is the translation part of X € p. Again, these induce flows preserving Cyy and

1 1 1 _ -
fX) = _gfabvaXb - gXabeab ~ —iwAﬁ'BivABXBB + i P

which is given by X', for

0" = impdw? — im zdo? — iwdi 4 + i dr 5.

12See chapter 6 of [24].
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Thus we conclude that this orbit, denoted M ;B, is the symplectic reduction of
(Coo, —idw™ A dit g + id™ A drz]c,).

There are other coadjoint orbits in p* which do not fit in any of the types investigated. These
describe particle dymanics of types not observed in nature, some of them having, for example,
negative m? and thus moving faster than light.

In order to obtain elementary systems with respect to the full Poincaré group P, it is necessary
to implement the discrete symmetries of time reversal and spatial reflection. In doing this, we
choose the action so as to make it agree at the quantum level with the usual conventions from
quantum field theory. In particular, it should happen that some of these transformations should
become anti-unitary operators, which is the case if we take the classical action to be anti-canonical,
ie., such that p*w = —w. In light of this, we update the definition of elementary systems to mean a
transitive action of the symmetry group by either canonical or anti-canonical transformations. For

the case of the elementary particles, we then adopt the definition

where € = 1 if p preserves the arrow of time and ¢ = —1 if it reverses. In the case of massive

particles of arbitrary spin (scalar particles included), this is preserves both M and M, with
the transformations that reverse time acting anti-canonically. An additional symmetry, however,
is also preserved by quantization: consider the symplectic manifold obtaining by changing the sign

of the symplectic structure on M_ ., so that this orbit is given by the reduction of the component

sm)

on which py < 0 of (Cgp, —db'|c,,,). In this case,
C:M} — M, :f——f

is a symplectic diffeomorphism. Upon quantization, this is recognized as the charge quantization
symmetry, so that Mg and M, are seen to describe the phase spaces of a massive spinning
relativistic particle and its associated antiparticle, respectively, the two being canonically equivalent
and interchanged by charge conjugation. Therefore we shall consider the total symplectic manifold
Mgy, given by the two-component reduction of the presymplectic manifold (Cj;,,w’), where

49’ . if po>0
w' = ) (30)

—d0 | if py <0

in both the massive scalar and spinning cases, which is an elementary system with respect to P x Zo,

the group generated by the isometries of flat space-time and charge conjugation.
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In the massless case, we again define the action of the whole of P by equation (29). However,
charge conjugation does not give rise to an independent quantum symmetry, so the actual total
phase space should be taken to be the two-component symplectic manifold Mgy = M :6 U Mfso,
on which again the elements of P act transitively by canonical or anti-canonical transformations
as determined by whether or not they preserve time-orientation, the transformations that reverse
only space orientation exchanging the two components. Physically, the two components are given

by the two helicity states of the particle differing by the sign of s.
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3.2 Prequantization

Given the classical phase space and the functions which make up the observables of interest, how
do we construct the Hilbert space of quantum states and the operators which are the quantum
counterparts of the relevant physical observables? This is the question of quantization, and it was
Dirac who first laid out the rules which provide the guidelines for possible answers to this question.
[1]. A geometrical interpretation of his axioms is the following. One starts with a symplectic
manifold (M,w), where the symplectic structure endows the smooth functions on M with the
structure of a Lie algebra (the Poisson bracket, proposition 2.3.10), which we denote by C*°(M).
Hamilton’s equation then provides a morphism from this to the algebra of Hamiltonian vector fields,
VH (M) which generate symplectomorphisms of phase space. We can then recast equation () as

describing the exact sequence
0 — R — C®°(M) — VE(M) — 0, (31)

where R is seen as the abelian Lie algebra of constant functions. In this way classical observables
generate classical symmetries: flows on M which preserve the symplectic structure. Conversely, in
the quantum system the states are normalised vectors in a Hilbert space, H and the observables
form a subalgebra O of gl(H), consisting of operators which generate quantum symmetries: flows on

H preserving the Hermitian structure. One then asks that there be an association Q : C*°(M) — O

such that
e Q:C*(M) — O is R-linear.
*[Q()), Q9)] = —ihQ({ [, 9}) (32)
e f is a constant function = Q(f) = f1y acts by multiplication by f,

where |-, -] denotes the commutator of linear maps. We will very often use the notation f := Q(f).

Note that, even though the classical dynamics is essentially governed by V(M) = C(M)/R, it
is not enough to ‘quantize’ this algebra, as the action of the constants is relevant at the quantum
level (for example, to implement the uncertainty principle).

As we will briefly discuss, Dirac’s quantization rules cannot be fully realized for all classical
observables and there are a number of subtleties involved, but in geometric quantization the pro-
cedure of prequantization gives a first step towards the solution. It starts by constructing a line
bundle with hermitian structure and compatible connection over the symplectic manifold (M, w),
whose curvature form is given by w. Then sections of this bundle will work as wavefunctions, giving

the quantum states, and the action of the quantum observables on such states can be guessed from
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the action of the classical observables on the base manifold. This subsection will discuss how this
prescription solves a few of Dirac’s requirements.

Notice, however, that the so-constructed wavefunctions depend on all coordinates of phase space
(both position and momentum, for example). This is at odds with our experience of quantum me-
chanics where the wavefunction depends only on position of momentum. This choice of determining
sections which depend on half of the coordinates is the next step of quantization, and will be taken
up in subsection 3.3l

We start from a few properties of Hermitian line bundles with connection. For simplicity we will
often restrict the discussion to the case when the base manifold is connected and simply connected.
For generalisations of the procedure we refer to [2]. Let 7 : B — M be a complex line bundle with
connection V and Hermitian structure (-,-). For X € V(M) and s : M — B a smooth section, we
will often think of the connection as Vxs = X.1Ds, where D : C*(B) — C*(T*M ® B) is such
that

D(s+s')=Ds+ Ds
D(fs)=df ® s+ fDs
for any f € C®°(M), s, € C*®(B). Given a local section s € C°(B|y), we can define a local

potential one-form I'y by Ds = I'y ® s. We also require that the connection should preserve the

Hermitian structure, meaning that
Vx(s,8") = (Vxs,s')+ (s,Vxs), VX € V(M), Vs,s' € C®(B).

This implies that, for s a section of modulus one, the potential is pure imaginary,

0
I, = —i2
"7

for some 05 € T*M. Even though the conection potentials are only defined locally, the curvature

form —iw/h, where w = df, is independent of the local section s.

Definition 3.2.1. Let B — M, L — N be line bundles with connection and compatible Hermitian
structure. A morphism between B and L is a pair (f,r), where f : M — N is differentiable and
r:m = r(m) € Hom(L (), Bm) depends smoothly on m € M. If s is a section of L, then the
pullback f*s is the section of B defined by

The morphism is said to preserve the connection if
(Vx f7s)(m) = r(m)(Vy.xs)(f(m)), Vm € M,
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and to preserve the Hermitian structure if

(s, f7s")(m) = (s,5")(f(m)), Vm € M,

for any X € V(M) and s,s" € C°°(L). Note that if f : B — B is a fibre-preserving diffeomorphism
and on each fibre f : By, — By(y) is a linear isomorphism (in local charts, multiplication by a
nonzero complex number) then f determines a bundle morphism (f,r) by f(m) = 7 f(s(m)) for

some section s and 7(m) = (f|) . In this case, f is called an automorphism of B.

Obviously, any automorphism preserving the connection also preserves the curvature form.
In the case of interest, when w is nondegenerate, it defines a symplectic structure on the base
manifold M and hence we see that the automorphisms of B preserving the connection give rise to
symplectomorphisms of the base (M,w). Physically, it determines a canonical transformation of

the classical system. In fact, the following holds:

Proposition 3.2.2. Let 7 : B — M be a Hermitian line bundle with compatible connection and
nondegenerate curvature form over a connected, simply connected base M, H be the group of
symplectomorphisms of the base (M,w) and P the group of automorphisms of B preserving the

connection and the Hermitian structure. Then there is an exact sequence of group morphisms
1—S8'—P—H—1. (33)

Proof. This result means that, as we said above, each automorphism of the line bundle with con-
nection and Hermitian structure gives a symplectomorphism of the base manifold and, moreover,
each automorphism is uniquely determined by a choice of one such symplectomorphism plus a
complex number of modulus one. Because the bundle automorphisms will correspond to quantum
symmetries and the base symplectomorphisms will correspond to classical symmetries, this is an
important result for quantization.

The idea of the proof is to use the fact that an automorphism should preserve parallel transport
to show how it is determined by the canonical transformation of the base and a complex number.
First, recall the concept of parallel transport: let v : (—1,1) — M be a smooth path on M. Then
~*B is a line bundle over (—1, 1) with the connection defined by: if s is a local section over an open
U C M with connection potential I'g, then we take the connection potential associated to v*s to
be I'y+s = v*T's. Note that, since (—1,1) is one-dimensional, I'«s = A«dt for some function A«
of the standard coordinate t on (—1,1). We then say that a section s’ = s is parallel along ~ if

Vajars' =0,

0 d
0= Va/at(i/fs) = EJ[d(d} o '7) ® 7*3 + (1/} o ’Y)Aﬂ/*sdt & ’Y*S] = [%w + A'y*sw:| 7*37
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So that giving ¢(v(0)) and asking for 1(v(t))7*s to define a section parallel along 7 is equivalent

to an initial value problem whose only solution is

$6(0) = v6O)ew (- [ Avt)ar) = vi0) e (— / " n)

(0)
(@
= (7(0)) exp (% /. as>.
0l

The relevant fact for the moment is that the solution is unique.

Now, let (f,r) be an automorphism of B, v : (—1,1) — M be a smooth curve on M and f o~y
its image curve. Since the map preserves the connection, it should take parallel transport along
7 to parallel transport along f o~. Hence, if 11(t) € Bjoyy) is the image of 11(0) € Bjoy (o) by

parallel transport along f o, than

Pa(t) = r(y(0)¥1(t) € By (34)

is the image of v2(0) € B, by parallel transport along . Hence the requirement that the
connection is preserved fixes r(y(¢)) uniquely up to the choice of a nonzero scalar ro = r(v(0)).
Since M is connected, we can use this to define r by giving its value on any one particular point
mo € M: for any other m € M, we join mg to m by a curve « and define r(m) by equation (34]). To
do this consistently, one has to verify that the value r(m) thus defined is independent of the path
~ chosen. Equivalently, for s some local unit section and any closed curve « based at v(0) = my,

one must have the consistency condition

exp (5 01 ) rlmo)its 0900 = rmo)exp (5 4,0, vs 09000,

for arbitrary ¥. The way this condition is stated, it depends on the local trivialization s. A way
to fix this is to take a surface o spanning vy (0o = 7y), which exists since M is simply connected, so

that applying Stokes’ theorem one gets the condition

i f) ) emifr) e

Since the surface o is arbitrary and f is continuous, it implies f*w = w, ie., f defines a symplecto-
morphism of the base (M,w).

Finally, note that the requirement that (f,r) should preserve the hermitian structure implies
that the scalar 7o = r(mg) be of unit-modulus. Hence every automorphism of B determines
a canonical transformation of the base (M,w) and any two automorphisms defining the same

canonical transformation differ by a multiplication by a unit-modulus complex number. O
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The main idea of prequantization is to identify the exact sequence (3II) with the ‘infinitesimal
version’ of ([B3)), i.e., with the exact sequence induced between the Lie algebras, which then realizes

the Poisson bracket-commutator correspondence.

Proposition 3.2.3. Let 7 : B — M be a hermitian line bundle with compatible connection such
iso

that its curvature two-form —iw/h is nondegenerate. Then Lie(P) = C°°(M ), where P is the group

of automorphisms of B and C°°(M) is the Poisson algebra on (M,w).

Proof. Let f; be a one-parameter family of automorphisms of B and let s be a local unit section.
Since each f; preserves the hermitian structure, f;'s = e!s. Now, since it also preserves the

connection, we must have
[ft* <—%93>} ® fis = ffDs= D(fs) = D(e"s) = (idat - %93> ® fis
= f{0s=—hday+0s = Lcb,=—hda,
where ¢ is the infinitesimal generator of f; and & = (doy/dt)|i—o. Hence, if one defines ¢ =

hée 4 €40, then
§aw + doe = [£.dBs + d(€405)] + hda = 0,

so that f; projects to the hamiltonian flow generated by ¢¢ on (M,w). Note that ¢¢ is independent

of the unit trivialization s: if we substitute s — e*“s, then 6, — du + 6, while
ft*(eius) _ ei(ft*u—u) eiat (eiu8)7

so that o — a+&,du. One can prove that the map £ — ¢ is bijective [2]. This is the correspondence
between generators of automorphisms of the line bundle and functions on the base symplectic
manifold.

From the perspective of quantization, it is more natural to think of the inverse map: to each

f € C*°(M), one associates the vector

N _ .3_ (Xf—‘as_f)g

where we adopt polar coordinates z = 7e’® on the fibres (once in the trivialization determined by

(36)

s). Compare this with the previous map & — ¢¢ = ha + {20, = ha + Xgpe10s. Linearity is clear

from expression (36]) and that it is also a Lie algebra morphism follows from

Xp(Xgubs —g) — Xg(Xypo0s — 0
7.6 = 17, X) + TLE eI 2 BT ) 2

_ X{f L+ ([Xf7Xg]J08 + XgJﬁXf‘gs —{f,9}) - (Xng(XfJGS) - XQJ(_XdeGS)) g
7g

) 96
Xirgr20s —{f.9} 0
) 96

= Xipgr +

= &{f.9}-

39



O

The construction gives a representation of the Poisson algebra C°°(M) as the generators of
automorphisms of B. Now, denoting by f{ the flow of the vector field {; on B, we may define an

action ﬁ{ on the sections C*°(B) by

&l (p] s(m)) = s(pfm), (36)

where p{ denotes the flow of X in M. Since sections of this line bundle are like wavefunctions,

the infinitesimal action of the flow ,6{ should be identified with the quantum operator f .

Definition 3.2.4. Let B — M be a hermitian line bundle with compatible connection and nonde-
generate curvature form —iw/h. Then we define the Hilbert space H of prequantization to be the

space of square integrable sections s : M — B with inner product

where € = (w/27h)™ is the canonical volume-form on the 2n-dimensional symplectic manifold
(M,w). Given a classical observable f € C°(M), the quantum observable f is defined as the
generator of the action ﬁ{ through
dpl i g,
nla 2R 37
dt hPtf (37)
Proposition 3.2.5. Explicitly, the quantum operators are given by
fs= —ihVx,s+ fs. (38)
The map f — Q(f) = f satisfies the Dirac’s quantization conditions 32).
Proof. Let s’ = s. Then, by the definition (34,
W(p{m)s(pfm) = &' (ofm) = & (5] ' (m))
t
= Wl ws)m) = vipfmyexp (i [ adr ) sm) (39)
f i [ f /
= vlofmyesp (=5 [ (57— Piohma’ ) stm).

Substituting in (B7),

d d

H Fwsm) = Gt s = 5 [otebmyexn (—5 1006, - Defmlar ) s

- [ - 2060, - 0 oty exo (=3 [0, - e ) st
_ %p{ { [—m (Xf(qp) - %Xfﬁsw> + fzb} s} (m)
_ %{ﬁ{ [—ihV x, (¥s) + f(s)]}(m),
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which proves equation (38]).
Let us consider the Dirac rules (32]), linearity is a consequence of the linearity of Hamilton’s

equation and of expression ([B8)); also, if f = ¢ is a constant, then
Xfw=—-df =0 = X;=0 :>fs:fs.

We evaluate the commutator explicitly, as this is the reason for introducing the —i/h factor in the

expressions for the curvature form:

[Q(£), Q(9)]s = fgs — 4fs = —h*[Vx,, Vx,|s — ih[X;(g)s — Xg(f)s + gVx,s — fVx,s]+

+ f[~ihVx,s + gs| — g[~ihV x,s + fs]
2iw(Xy, Xg)

_ 2
=—h <V[Xf,Xg}8 - 5

5) —ih{f,g}s +ih X, df s
= —ih[—ihVx, s — Xga(Xfw + df)s + {f, g}]

—1hQ({f, g})s,

where we wrote the curvature form in terms of w in the second line and used Hamilton’s equation
for f in the last step.
O

Therefore, provided one can construct a prequantum bundle over phase space, the above pro-
cedure gives a solution of Dirac’s axioms on the space of sections of this bundle. However, it is
not true that one can find one such bundle for any given symplectic manifold. One extra necessary
condition is the following. From the discussion preceding equation (BH]), parallel transport along a

closed curve v amounts to a transformation on the fibre given by multiplication by

exXp (% % 65) )
0l

in a local frame s. If there are two surfaces o and ¢’ intersecting only on the common boundary =,

this implies

exp ﬁ/w = exp ﬁj{(gs = exp ﬁ//w = €xp ﬁy{u wl =1,
o ¥ o aUo’

where the bar in & denotes inverting the orientation. Hence it is necessary that the integral of
w on any closed surface in M be an integer multiple of 27h, which is known in Physics as the

Bohr-Sommerfeld quantization rule. The more technical statement is

Proposition 3.2.6. Given a symplectic manifold (M,w), there exists a prequantum bundle over

M, i.e., a Hermitian line bundle with compatible connection whose curvature form is —iw/h, if,
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and only if, (27rh)~'w defines an integer 2nd cohomology class. Moreover, if this is satisfied, then

the inequivalent choices of bundle and connection are parametrized by H'(M, S')

Because many of our examples deal with symplectic reduction, the following test will be more

straightforward to apply:

Proposition 3.2.7. Let (M,w) be the reduction of some presymplectic manifold (M’,d¢’), 8" €
QY(M"). If, for any closed curve 7 contained in a leaf of the characteristic foliation of d¢’,

1
— [0 ez 4
27h )., €& (40)

then (M,w) admits a prequantum bundle. Moreover, if M’ is simply connected, then this is also a

necessary condition.

Proof. A direct proof of the implication can be given by explicitly constructing a prequantum
bundle. Let K,y = {X € T,y M'| X 1df’ = 0} be the characteristic foliation and 7w : M’ — M be the
reduction map. Then we define B — M to be the bundle whose fiber B,, is the space of smooth
complex functions ¢ : 771 (m) — C such that, for any piecewise smooth path v : (—=1,1)x7 =1 (m) —

7=t m) : (¢, m) — ym/,

i [
P(yem') = P(m') exp (ﬁ /m/ 9’) : (41)
Clearly, evaluation at some point in the leaf 7=!(m) provides an isomorphism B,, — C, so the
fibres are one-dimensional. Note how this construction is well-defined because different choices of
the path v differ by a factor of exp(i27n), n € Z by assumption. Therefore sections of this bundle
are given by colections of functions on all of the leaves of K, which then add up to complex functions
¥+ M' — C, such that their restrictions to leaves of K satisfy (4I]). Now, complex functions on
M’ are sections of the trivial bundle M’ x C. Also, let X € Vix(M') be a vector tangent to the
characteristic foliation and let - be its flow. Then, by (@Il),

1

= (X0 y(m).

X @em) = %W%m’) = % [w(m') exp <% /%m 0’)

m/

This means that, if we take V' to be the connection on M x C with potential —if’/h in the
trivialization e : m’ — (m/, 1), then each section of our line bundle B — M is given by a function

1 : M' — C such that

7

Vi (e) = {X(w) h(XJe’)w] e=0, VX € Vg(M).

13 A simple proof can be found in [5].
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We define the connection on B by using V’. Let ¢ : M’ — C be the function corresponding
to a section s € C*°(B). Then Vys is the section corresponding to the function ¢ such that

(pe) = V', (ve), where 7,Z =Y. This is independent of the choice of Z € V(M’) since
mZ=mW = IX e Vg(M|W =Z+X = Vi (ve) =V, xe) =Vy(e),

since 1 should define a section of B. To see that this definition maps sections of B to sections
of B, we use that the curvature of V' is —i(df’)/h, so that, if X € Vx(M'), Z € V(M'), and
Vx((e) =0,VX € VK(M/), then

)
V[V (be)] = V[V (we)] + Vix z(tbe) — T8 (X, Z)e =0,

since X € Vg (M') (= X1d0' =0) and [X, Z] € Vi (M') as K is integrable. Therefore Vz(1e) also
defines a section of B if (1e) does.
To calculate the curvature of V we need only that m.[Z, W] = [m. Z, 7, W]. For Z,W € V(M)

and s the section of B associated with v,
Vi.zVaws = Ve wVe 28 = Ve zr.w)s

should correspond to the function ¢, where

(66) = ViV (6] — Vig [V ()] = Vi () = o' (7, W)e

9
= %W(W*Z, T W)e,

so the curvature is indeed given by the symplectic form on (M, w). Finally, we take the hermitian
structure on B to be the one inherited from the standard one in M’ x C, where (e,e) = 1.
Conversely, if (M,w) admits a prequantum bundle, we have seen that necessarily the integral
of w on a closed surface is an integer multiple of 27h. Let v be a closed curve on a leaf m!(m)
of K. If one assumes that M’ is simply connected, then one can find a surface o C M’ such that

do = v. Now, the image of v C 7=1(m) is m, so n(c) € M is closed. Thus

1 1 1
0 =— | do) = — 7
27h }{/ 2rth J, 271 J r (o) we L,

so equation (40) follows.

Example 3.2.8. Quantization of spin
The existence of a prequantum bundle implies a quantization of spin. Let us first take elementary
systems with rotational symmetry. Recall from equations (I7) and (18], that each coadjoint orbit

can be expressed as a sphere of radius s, which we think of as the symplectic reduction of
(S wp =dby), 0 =is(z°dz" + 21dzt — 2°d2° — Z'dz2?).
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First we find out what is the characteristic foliation K. Let X*° 0,0+ X 2 050+ X Zlazl +x* 0z €

V(C?) be some vector tangent to S3. Then the solution to

d (0% _ (0%
Sa(t) = X°(2(1)

should be a curve in the sphere, ie.,

d =0 v 2° 1 yr2t
dt(z 204+ 212h) = 2Re(2° X7 + 21X7)
= x4 2 X7 =if,

AP0+ AW =1 = 0=

for some real f. Now, let X € K, the characteristic foliation of w¢. This means that (X_wy)|pgs =
0,ie, Y (Xowy) =0, VY €T 53, Taking into account the previous discussion, we may write both

the vectors tangent to the sphere in the form

(%f—Z£) 9 (if+2%) 9

X = § +§ R z! 0zl
(9 8 (ig—2°x) 0  (ig+2"%) 0
Y =v— g T A7 _Ng AT T
X920 +X3 ot Z1 921 21 ozt

with f and g real. Hence the condition for X to be in K translates to

(if =29) 10, G +29)

0=Y.(Xws) =Y 2is |£dz° — £d2° + = )

= 22 R(E — i) — X(E+if2") +ig(0E + 2€)], Y, Vg

which we solve by &€ = ifz. So the vectors in the characteristic foliation are of the form
0 8
X:ifzo——zfo g tifz 1——zf1

Finally, solving %zo‘(t) = X%(z(t)), we find that the leaves of K are the Circle

e (20, / fdt real.

Therefore, since S® is simply connected, there is a prequantum bundle over the reduction of
(53, dfy) if, and only if, fv 07 is an integer multiple of 27h for any closed curve « contained in a

leaf of K. Hence, taking the parametrization v = {e* (20, 21),t € [0, 27]}, this translates to

2mh
; 27
— % [eltZOd(efthO) + eztzld(efltzl) _ efltzod(eztz(]) _ efztzld(eztzl)]
™

Py jé Or = 5 y(zodéo + 2zt — 20420 — zldzt)

2
P20 + 2120 4+ 2020 + 7t = —SGZ,

h( h

1This is a well-known fact about the Hopf fibration.
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so we arrive at the conclusion that only certain spheres can be quantized, the ones with radius an
integer multiple of //2.

Consider now the phase-space of a massive particle of arbitrary spin s. As discussed in example
BI12] this is the reduction of Cy,, with symplectic structure given by equation (B0]). Fortunately,
it is not necessary to make much effort to discover what the reduction map is, since we saw that it

is explicitly given by the quotient
72 Com = {(p,q, 2) € T*M X S|pap® = m?, \/ipAAzAZA =+m} — Csp/ ~

with (pa, q®, 2¢) ~ (pa, @® + ApP, €929), VA, ¢ € R. It turns out that the only closed curves which
pose some restriction on M,, are the circles in spinor space given by {e®zC|t € [0,2n]}, which are
of the same form as the ones in the case of S above if we identify the spinors with C?. As was
showed in example B.I1.12] the restriction of the reduction Cs,, — Mj,, to these directions is the
same as the reduction S® — S2, so the same calculation as above implies that M, is quantizable
if, and only if, s is an integer multiple of A/2. Thus we recover quantization of spin as a topological
obstruction to the construction of a prequantum bundle.

In the massless case, we apply the same criterion to the reduction of (Ci, —idw? Ad7 4 +idw? A

dr zlc.,)- The reduction map was seen to be the quotient

m:Cso = {(w, ) €S x S|w74 + @hr g =25} — Cyo/ ~ (42)

A

by the relation (w?, 1) ~ (e®w?, e®13), ¢ € R. By a similar calculation, one can check whether

the symplectic potential

0" = —iwddr 4 + iwtdr 5

gives an integer multiple of 274 when integrated on a path of the form v = {(ew4, e'n )|t €

[0, 27]}:

1 i [ 4 L -1 3
— ?{ 0" = —Z/ [ethAd(e*”ﬁA) — e*”@Ad(e”WA)] = ?(w“ﬁA +(DA7TA)
¥ 0

by equation (42]). We conclude that the coadjoint orbits corresponding to massless particles which

are quantizable are the ones with helicity s which is an integer multiple of //2.
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3.3 Quantization

Let us reflect on what we have so far. Dirac’s rules ask us to find a representation of the al-
gebra of classical observables C*°(M) as operators in a Hilbert space, with the classical Poisson
bracket mapping to the commutator under this correspondence. Furthermore, there should be some
correspondence between the classical symmetries generated by classical observables and the corre-
sponding quantum symmetries generated by their quantum counterparts. Such a representation is
not guaranteed to exist, and is not guaranteed to be unique. As we saw above, prequantization
partially solves these questions: it gives a topological criterion to diagnose whether a given classical
phase space (and its algebra of observables) can be quantized, and gives an explicit construction of
the Hilbert space as the space of sections of the prequantum bundle, with an explicit definition of
how the quantized operators act on it.

Unfortunately, that’s not enough. Prequantization solves Dirac’s axioms at the cost of making
the Hilbert space too large. For example, the constructed Hilbert space includes sections which, in
local canonical coordinates, depend on all coordinates and momenta, which is not in accordance
with Heisenberg’s uncertainty principle. The next step, called Quantization, introduces a geometric
criterion to restrict the sections to those which depend on half of the canonical coordinates through
the concept of a polarization. This, on the other hand, has the tradeoff of naturally restricting the
observables that can be quantized to the subalgebra of C°°(M) of observables which preserve the
polarization. Such a subtlety is well-known in quantum mechanics: in canonical quantization, for
example, it appears as ordering ambiguities which make it impossible to realize Dirac’s commutator
correspondence for polynomials of arbitrary degree in the canonical variables.

For pedagogical reasons, it is natural to start with real polarizations.

Definition 3.3.1. A real polarizatz’o Vp(M) on a symplectic manifold (M,w) is a smooth

distribution m — P,, which is
(i) Integrable: XY € Vp(M) = [X,Y] € Vp(M) ,
(ii) Lagrangian: Vm € M, P, is a Lagrangian subspace of T, M.

Given a polarization P, we denote by C¥ (M) = {f € C*(M)|X(f) =0,VX € Vp(M)} the set of

polarized functions.

This can be more concisely stated as follows. P is a foliation and that each one of its leaves

is a Lagrangian submanifold of M. The prototype is the vertical foliation of a cotangent bundle:

15Yp(M) denotes vector fields in M which are tangent to the polarization, that is X|m € Pm, ¥m € M.
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let M = T*(Q with the canonical coordinates (pa,qb) and let P be the distribution spanned by
the vector fields 9/0p,. This is obviously integrable, the leaves being the cotangent spaces T,Q.
Each one of the leaves is isotropic since the restriction of the canonical two-form w = dp, A dg®
to any one of the surfaces of constant ¢ vanishes. Because the dimension of the leaves is half the
dimension of M, they are actually Lagrangian submanifolds. Hence this is a polarization. Note
that if one considers only sections of a prequantum bundle which are constant along the leaves of
this polarization, the local representation of the sections will be given by complex wavefunctions
on the space of leaves of P, which is indeed the configuration space ). This additional constraint
is what will be required for quantisation.

Note, the introduction of a real polarization in a general symplectic manifold M can effectivelly
be seen as a splitting of M into position and momentum directions. To show this, we use that any

real polarization comes with a natural flat affine connection on its leaves.

Proposition 3.3.2. Let P be a polarization of a symplectic manifold (M,w). Then the map
V:Vp(M)xVp(M) = Vp(M): (X,Y)— VxY defined by

(VxY)aw = Lx(Y_w)

defines a flat torsionless affine connection on each leaf of P. That is, for every X,Y,Z € Vp(M),

and any f € C°(M),

(1) Vx(fY) = fVxY +X(f)Y,

(ii) VxY — VyX — [X,Y] =0,

(iii) VxVyZ - VyVxZ — Vixy)Z = 0.

Proof. That the definition is unambiguous is due to the fact that w is nondegenerate. Also, if

X,Y,Z € Vp(M), then
W(VxY, Z) = %ZJ(VXYM) _ %Zsz(yJw) _ %{cx[zJ(yM)] L Z (Y )}
= Xdlo(Y, 2)] — (Y, X, Z)) = 0

since both Z and [X, Z] belong to Vp. (M), as P = Pt is integrable. Therefore VxY € Vp(M).

Now, (i)-(iii) follow easily from the definition:
(1) Vx(fY)uw =Lx(fYw)=X(f)Y w+ fLx (Y w) = (X(f) + fVxY)w,

(i) (VxY —-VyX)w=Xd(Yw)—-Yid(Xw) =X 1Lyw—Y Lxw

= [X,Y]ow + 2d[w(X,Y)] = [X,Y]w,
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(iii) (VvaZ — VyVXZ)Jw = (ﬁxﬁy — ﬁyﬁx)(ZJw) = ﬁ[)gy}(ZJW) = V[X7y]ZJw.
U

Proposition 3.3.3. Let P be a polarization of a symplectic manifold (M,w) and m € M. Then
there exists a neighbourhood U of m and a symplectomorphism p : U" — U, where U’ C T*Q is
an open neighbourhood of the zero section in the cotangent bundle of some manifold (), such that

p* P is the vertical foliation of U’ and p~!(m) lies in the zero section in U’.

Proof. By Darboux’s theorem, one can find local canonical coordinates (pg, qb) around m such that
the surface of constant ¢® = ¢®(m) renders a Lagrangian submanifold. Up to a linear canonical
transformation on these coordinates, we may assume that the submanifold thus constructed is
transverse to P at m, which then implies that it is transverse to P in a neighbourhood of m. Let
us denote this submanifold by Q). We further restrict the neighbourhood U of m so that each leaf
of the induced polarization P|y is geodesically convex and intersects ) in a unique point.

Let us denote by ¥, the leaf of P|y which intersects @ at the point ¢. By the last proposition,
there is a flat affine connection on each X, which gives it the structure of an affine space associated
to P,. Together with the definition that the point of intersection g shoud be taken as the origin,
each X, gains a vector space structure and hence may be identified with a neighbourhood of the
origin in F.

Consider the map X — X_w. Since P is Lagrangian, X _w is zero on P,. But w is non-
degenerate, so this should actually give a well-defined one form on the transverse space T,(). Hence
we have an isomorphism P, — (T,Q)* = T;Q. Therefore it is possible to identify ¥, with a
neighbourhood of zero in T7Q. Letting g vary over U gives the map p : U — U, where U’ is
some neighbourhood of the zero section in T*(Q. Note that it follows immediately from the way
we defined p that p*P|y gives the vertical foliation on U’ C T*Q and that the linear structures
coincide. It remains to show that p preserves the symplectic structure.

That the symplectic w coincide with the canonical two-form w’ of T*Q at points of @ follows
again from the linear form of Darboux’s theorem. Now, given a polarized function f € C¥(U),

which means that f is constant in each of the leaves of P|y, we define X; € U and X} e U’ by
Xyaw+df =0, X}Jw/ +d(fop)=0.

Note that X } = p« Xy on Q, since the symplectic structures coincide there. Now, because f is

constant along Py, Xy is parallel to P|y. But this implies that
VyXf_lw = ﬁy(Xf_lw) = Y_:d(—df) =0, VY € VP(U),
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i.e., Xy is covariantly constant along P|y. Similarly, X } is covariantly constant along (p*P)|ys. So

actually X } = p+ Xy everywhere. Furthermore, since X and X} are hamiltonian,

Lx

sw =0, EX}w':O = EX}(w'—p*w):EX}w'—p*EXfw:O.

Since any point in M can be connected to a point in @) by the flow generated by some f € C(M),
w = p*w everywhere, ie., p is a symplectomorphism.

O

Corollary 3.3.4. Let P be a real polarization of a symplectic manifold (M,w). Then in the
neighbourhood of any m € M it is possible to find a canonical coordinate system (pq, ¢°) such that
P is spanned by the vector fields 9/9p,, and a symplectic potential § such that #|p = 0. These

coordinates and potential are said to be adapted to P.

To summarize, even though a general symplectic manifold is always locally symplectomorphic
to a cotangent bundle, it is not necessarilly globally equivalent. Still, if it admits a real polarization
then the concept of a polarized section allows us to generalise the idea of functions that depend only
on either coordinates or momenta. Locally, this looks like the local equivalence with a cotangent
bundle, but the importance of these definitions is in that a real polarization may exist even when
M is not a cotangent bundle.

Up to this point, the polarization had only the role of selecting the relevant physical states. It
also accomplishes the task of selecting the right observables to be quantized (in canonical quanti-
zation a similar choice has to be made in order to avoid ordering ambiguities). For example, one
can restrict to operators which are constant along the leaves of the polarization, which are denoted

by C%°(M). More generally, the following definitions are useful.

Definition 3.3.5. Let P be a real polarization of the symplectic manifold (M,w). Then the
polynomial observables of degree k on an open set U C M, denoted S}E(U ), are defined recursively

by: S%(U) = C¥(U) and
SE(U) = {f € C®(U)|{f,g} € SEHUNV), YV C oM, Yge CF(V)}.

In particular, S%(M) are the generators of the Hamiltonian vector fields tangent to P and SL(M)

are the generators of the Hamiltonian flows that preserve P.

Indeed, if we consider local canonical coordinates and take P to be the polarization spanned
by the 8/0p,, then f € S (U) = CX(U) is given by a function of the ¢® only (it is constant along

the leaves of P). Since in these canonical coordinates w = dp, A dg®, it follows that X is a linear
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combination of the 8/8p,, which span P. Regarding Sh(U), we formalize the statement that the
canonical flow generated by f preserves P by saying that the differential operator Xy : C*°(U) —
C>(U) preserves the polarized functions, ie., X;(Cp(U)) C Cp(U). This is indeed the case since

FespU) = Xs9)={f.g} € Sp(U) = CFU), Yg € CF(U).
The local expression of these observables justifies their name:

Proposition 3.3.6. For a given open neighborhood U C oM, f € Sﬁ%(U) if, and only if, f is of

the form

k
f= Z f?la}“aipmpag---paia
=0

where each f12%

; is independent of the momentum coordinates p,.

Proof. (=) By induction on k:

(i) feSpU)=CPWU) = f=fa)=fo;
(ii) Suppose the proposition holds for k < k;

(iii) Take f € S;IEH(U) = VgeCPWU), {f,9} =1he Slff—,(U), so that, by the inductive hypothe-

ses,

k

a1as...a; _
Z hz 1pa1pa2"'pa¢ -
1=0

Of 09 Of 99 _ _9f 99
9q* Op,  Opa 0q®  Opg Og°

(9),

and the claim follows integrating both sides.
The converse can be checked by direct calculation. O

A generalization which will serve the same purpose in quantization as the real polarization does

but which is sometimes easier to implement is that of a complex polarization.

Definition 3.3.7. A complex polarization of a symplectic manifold (M, w) is a smooth distribution

m +— P, C (T, M)c such that it is
(i) Integrable: X,Y € Vp(M) = [X,Y] € Vp(M),
(ii) Lagrangian: Vm € M, P,, is a Lagrangian subspace of (T,,M)c,

(iii) The distribution D = PN P NTM is of constant dimensio.

6The bar denotes complex conjugation.
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Here, the elements of (T}, M)c are sums of the form X + 1Y, where X,Y € T, M, with the ob-
vious rules for addition and multiplication by a complex scalar. The importance of the distribution
D, the real directions in P, should become clear later. Complex polarizations appear naturally in

complex geometry, where they arise from the complex structure:

Proposition 3.3.8. Let J : V. — V be a complex structure on a symplectic vector space (V,w)
which is compatible with w, meaning that it is a linear canonical transformation on V. Then J
determines a Lagrangian subspace Py C V¢ such that Py N P; = {0}. Conversely, a Lagrangian
subspace P C V¢ satisfying P N P = {0} determines a symplectic structure J on V compatible
with w such that P = Pj.

Proof. Suppose 3J compatible with w. Use J to define the inclusion V(i 5y — Vg : X — %(X—iJX).
Then the image of the map Py = {X —iJX|X € V} C V[ is isotropic:

w(X —iJX,Y —iJY) =w(X,Y) — w(JX,JY) — i[w(JX,Y) + w(X, JY)] =0,

since w(X,JY) = w(JX,J?Y) = —w(JX,Y). Since the dimension of P; is the same as that of V/,
which is half that of V¢, it is Lagrangian.

Conversely, let P C V¢ be the referred Lagrangian subspace, with P N P = {0}. Since we also
have dim(P) = dim(P) = 1 dim(Vg), it follows that Vg = P & P. Hence for any X € V C Vf,
there is a unique Z € P such that X = Z + Z. Use this decomposition to define

J: X=Z2+7—iZ—iZ.

This obviously satisfies J? = —id, so that it indeed gives a complex structure on V. Finally, note

that

1 1 _
pP= {§(Z+Z) —iz(iZ —iZ)|Z € P} —{X—iJX|X eV}=P;CV

as claimed. O

A Kahler manifold M realizes this at each point. Indeed, one way of defining a Kahler manifold
is as a 2n-dimensional manifold with a symplectic structure w and a complex structure J which is
compatible with w at each point. In this case, the two-form ¢(X,Y) = 2w(X,JY),VX,Y € TM is
symmetric and nondegenerate, defining a semi-Riemanian structure on M. The complex structure

allows the introduction of n holomorphic (with respect to J) coordinates z%, in which
w = iwagpdz® A dZ°. (43)

Since w is real, wp, = Wqp. Consider the distribution P spanned by the vector fields 9/02%. It is

obviously integrable and Lagrangian as follows from the expression ([@3]). Also, D = PNPNTM =
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{0} (no ‘real directions’). So P is a complex polarization, called the holomorphic polarization of
M and realizes proposition B.3.8in each tangent space. For this reason, one refers to a Lagrangian
subspace P C V¢ of that type (i.e. one such that PN P = {0}) as one of a Kahler type. Note also
that the conjugate distribution P, spanned by the vectors 9/9z%, is also a complex polarization,
which is called the antiholomorphic polarization.
An interesting feature of Kahler manifolds is that in the neighbourhood of any point of M one
can find a real function K such that
w=i00K = i%dﬁ Adz’, (44)
where 0 := dz* A9/0z* and analogously for z%. Note that this guarantees that there is a symplectic
potential § = —i0K with the special property that X_.6 = 0, VX € P, where P is the holomorphic
polarization. We say that such a potential is adapted to P, as an extension of the real case.
Likewise, the potential § = i0K is adapted to the antiholomorphic polarization P. In the more

general non-Kahler case, one has the definitions

Definition 3.3.9. Let P be a complex polarization of a symplectic manifold (M,w) and let D =
PNPNTM. P is said to be strongly integrable if D+ = (P + P) N TM is integrable, and is
admissible if there is an adapted complex symplectic potencial in the neighbourhood of each point,
that is, a potential such that X .0 =0, VX € Vp(M). The polarized functions C°(M) are defined
as the complex smooth functions on M such that X (f) =0, VX € Vp(M).

One can show that every strongly integrable polarization is admissible. Note that this is not so
straightforward, as not every complex polarization is Kéhler. In the other extreme, the complexifi-
cation of a real polarization provides a complex polarization with P = P. To understand the cases

in between, let us look first at more general complex Lagrangian subspaces.

Proposition 3.3.10. Let (V,w) be a real symplectic vector space and P C V¢ a Lagrangian
subspace. Then P determines a unique complex structure J' on V' = [(P+ P)NV]/(PNPNV)

which is compatible with w. Let V(’J,) denote the resulting complex vector space. Then

(o) 2 Vi x Vi) = Co(X,Y) = (X,Y) = 2w(X, J'Y) + 2iw(X,Y)
!

defines a Hermitian inner product on )

Proof. First recall that, given a coisotropic subspace F' C V of a symplectic vector space (V,w),
F/F* is a symplectic vector space with the symplectic structure given by the projection of w along

F. This is the linear analogue of the reduction procedure (see the discussion following definition
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B.19). Now, D= PN PNV is a real and isotropic suspace of V, so that
DY/D=[P+P)nV]/(PNPNV)

is a real symplectic vector space. Consider its complexification V{ = (P + P)/(P N P) and let
7 be the projection P+ P — V{. Then P’ = 7(P) is a Lagrangian subspace of V{ and clearly
P'N P = x(PnNP)= {0}, so that, by proposition B.3.8] it determines a complex structure J’ on
V.

Nondegeneracy and linearity on the second entry of (-,-) ;» follow from the properties of J’ and

w. Finally, it is conjugate linear in the first entry since
(V, X))y =2w(J'X,-Y) = 2iw(X,Y) = 2w(X,J'Y) - 2iw(X,Y) = (X, V).
O

We call the signature (r,s) of (-,-); (being r the number of positive eingenvalues and s the
number of negative eigenvalues) the type of the Lagrangian subspace P C V. In the case of Kahler
subspaces, V' = V, so that r + s = n, where 2n is the real dimension of V. When r = n, we say
that P is positive, and when s = 0, P is nonnegative. The case of real Lagrangian subspaces, ie.,
when P C V( is the complexification of a real Lagrangian subspace of V, is the one when r = s = 0.

A first application of this procedure to the non-linear (manifold) case is the construction of a

polarization through symplectic reduction, which we describe in an example below.

Definition 3.3.11. Let P be a polarization of (M,w), C' a coisotropic submanifold of M and
(M',w") the reduction of (C,wl|¢). If (P NTcC) + K¢ is integrable and dim(P’ N P') is constant,
then C' is said to be compatible with P. Here, K is the characteristic distribution of C and
P!, C (T,,y M')c is the projection into (T,y M')c = (T,,C)c/Kc of Py N (T,C)c, with m in the

preimage of m’ € M’ through reduction.

This is satisfied, for example, if the submanifold C' is given by f; =0, i € {1,...,k}, where the
fi are real functions inducing Hamiltonian flows which preserve P. The reason for this definition

is that

Proposition 3.3.12. If C is a coisotropic submanifold of (M,w) compatible with a polarization
P, then there is a well-defined polarization P’ on the reduction of (C,w|¢), called the reduction of

P.

This can be seen as follows: on each point, 7},,C' C T}, M is coisotropic, so Tp,y M’ = T;,C/(T,,,C)* =

T C /Ky, is symplectic, where m’ = 7(m) is the image of m through reduction. Then, just as in
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proposition B.3.10] P, C (T,,C)c projects to a Lagrangian subspace of (T}, M")c. Now the hypoth-
esis of compatibility of C guarantees that this Lagrangian subspace is independent on the choice
of m’ € 7=1(m). This is the reason why we wrote S? as the reduction of S C C? in the first place:
we will see that S3 is a coisotropic submanifold of C? compatible with the holomorphic polarization
of C?, so that this proposition guarantees the existence of an induced polarization on S2.

Finally, we look into more general complex polarizations, which realize the general complex

Lagrangian subspaces of propostion B.3.10l in each tangent space.

Proposition 3.3.13. Let P be a strongly integrable polarization of a symplectic manifold (M, w).
Then, in a neighbourhood of each point one can define a coordinate system (pg, ¢, 2%), with pq, q°

real and z% complex, in which P is spanned by the vectors 9/dp, and 9/90z% and

0K i OK
=d ( padq® — i=—dz* — = =—dq" 4
w <pq 5 5dz 26qaq> (45)

for some K(q, z, 2).

Proof. We present a proof by constructing such coordinates. Let n = dimD = dim PN P NTM
be the number of real directions in P and take n independent real functions ¢!, ...,¢" which are
constant along £ = D+ = (P + P)NTM. Since P is integrable, one can find n/ = 3 dim M —n

L ..., 2" such that P is spanned by the Hamiltonian vector fields Xgo and Xo.

complex functions z

Restric the analysis to a neighbourhood sufficiently small so that both D and F can be taken
to be integrable in it. Note that the functions 2z are constant along D. Furthermore, each leaf A,
of E is coisotropic (since D = E* is isotropic) and compatible with P: the characteristic foliation
K of E is E+ = D, so that [P N (TAy)c] + Kc = P, which is integrable. Hence, by propostion
B312] P projects to a polarization P’ on the reduction of the leaf A, of E. But the reduction

quotients out the real directions in D, so P’ determines a Kahler structure on the reduction of A,.

This means that there exists a function K,(z,Z) such that

wla, = i%dza AdzP. (46)
We then define K(q, z,2) = K4(z, z). Note that the last equation only defines K(q, z, Z) up to the
addition of f(q,z) + f(q, 2) for f holomorphic in z ().

Pick a section C' of D and define n real functions p, by: py|lc =0, Xga(pp) = 05 (**). Since the
fields X« span D, this determines the functions p; in a neighbourhood of C'. Thus the functions
q,p,Im(z),Re(z) form a local coordinate system in M, in which D is spanned by the vector fields
0/0pp and P is spanned by both the vector fields 9/dp, and 9/0z“.

Now, on representing the real two-form w in these coordinates, one should use the informa-

tion known about it to narrow down the possible terms in the coordinate basis of Q?(M). First,
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{q*,pp} = Xg4a(pp) = 05 shows that p and ¢ are conjugate variables. Second, w|p = 0 and P is
spanned by {9/0py,0/0z*}. Third, w|s, is given by equation (4G]). Therefore, the most general
expression for w is

2

K
dz* A dZP.

w = dpg A dg® + Capdq® A dg® + Eaadg® A dz® + Eaadg® N dE* +i———m
0290z

The linearly independent terms that appear upon imposing dw = 0 give

0 Cab b (95 ax
dpe A dg® A dg® = 0,
ap, T Ope

dpe N dg® N dz® =

from which follows that {,;, and &, don’t depend on p, and also

aCab

D g A dg® A dg® =0,
dq¢ q

which means that the two-form Cab\(zj fixed) 4q* N dq® is closed. Because the calculations are all
local, we can take this to be exact, so that there are functions 7,(q, z, Z) such that

O L
®= 9\ 9¢c gt )"

Now let us change the section C' used in (%) so that we trade p, — ps — 74, which implies

877b 3%
0q*  Oqp

dpa Ndq?+Capdq® Adg® — d(pa—na) Adg®*+= ( ) dq*Adq® = dpaNdg®+ z-dependent terms,

so we may actually take (4, = 0, meaning that we absorb the corresponding term in the definition

of the py. Rewriting w and again imposing dw = 0 gives

agaa B a—_0 gaoz
8z5d AN dz" Ndg" = o

d Adg* A dz®

which we again solve trivially, by using a potential g(q, z, Z) such that

0%g
0q®0z%’

2£aa = -

which then defines g only up to the addition of an arbitrary h(z,z) (x % *). Finally, an additional

term in the equation dw = 0 gives

0o Ofup PK ) Plg—g) . OPK
— dg® A dz" N dZP = 2 =
<ay3 920 T ' gguaeenzs ) N NG =0 928 T a0 O
3 =
9 [K_(g 9)]:0’

: -
0q*0z20zP 2i

so K —Im(g) is at most something of the form — f(q, z) — f(q, 2) + h(z, Z), with f holomorphic in 2.
One can thus use the freedom in () to redefine K — K + f + f and (* * *) to redefine g — g + h.

In the end of the day, we may assume that K = Im(g).
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Finally, replace C' once more in (x*) in order to take

9 (9+39
Da ¥ Pa — 9q° (T) )

so that, in these coordinates,

_ 2 _
w:d[a— 0 (mﬂmqa—l 0 [<g+g>+iK}dq“/\dz°‘+

0q° 4 2 0q*0z% 2
1 02 g+3g PK
__ _iK a B 1 a 58
3 9qe07 [( 5 > i }dq N dZ —Hazaazﬁdz ANdzZP =
i 0°K i 0°K 2
= dpy AN dg® — = dq® A dz® + = dg® NdzP + i dz® A dzP.
WP NOE 5 e M N g e T N Ty e 0 N

O

Note that the expression between brackets in equation ([45]) is a symplectic potential adapted
to P. Hence every strongly integrable polarization is admissible, as mentioned before.
In quantization, the situation one typically has is: P is a strongly integrable polarization on a

symplectic manifold (M,w) and B — M is a prequantum bundle over M.

Definition 3.3.14. A smooth section s : M — B is said to be polarized along P if Vs =0, VX €
Vp(M). We denote these sections by C¥(B).

Since the curvature of V is proportional to w, its restriction to P is flat, so it is always possible
to find local polarized sections. One can then use the potential 8, defined in a simply connected

open neighbourhood U C M and adapted to P, to define a section s : U — B by picking initial

s(m) = bexp (-% /7: ” 9), (47)

for any piecewise smooth path v;, where b € B.,,,, is obtained from by by parallel transport along

m € U and by € By, and taking

~v. Then Ds = —i% ® s, so that § = ;. In using this frame to write any other section as s’ = ¢s,
the fact that 6 is adapted to P implies

s =¢se CP(B) = 0=Vgs = [X'(qﬁ) - %(XJHS)] s=X(¢)s,VX € Vp(M) & ¢ € CF (M),

so that polarized sections are represented by polarized functions. In the case of a positive Kahler
polarization, we have the adapted potential § = —i0K, where K is defined through equation
). In the constructed frame, the polarized sections are given by holomorphic functions of z,
the coordinates holomorphic with respect to the complex structure determined by P. We see that
one can use this section to determine the trivialization of B in the neighbourhood of any point,

so that the transition functions of B are holomorphic. Hence a Kahler polarization P ends up
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giving B the structure of a holomorphic line bundle. One can show then that the space Hp C H
of square-integrable polarized sections of B is a Hilbert subspace of the prequantum Hilbert space
H.

In the more general case of a strongly integrable polarization, equation (45]) says that
0 = padq® — igédza — %g—gdq“ (48)

is an adapted symplectic potential. In the corresponding frame, polarized sections are represented
by elements of C'%°(M ), which are functions ¢(g, z), holomorphic in z. The definition of H p, though,
is generally not as straightforward as in the positive case, as the existence of square-integrable
polarized sections might not even be guaranteed.

Note that, since V is compatible with the Hermitian structure on the fibres,

d(s,s) = (Ds,s)+ (s,Ds) = %(9 —0)(s,5) = % =d [g ln(s,s)} .

But, from equation (8], Im(f) = —3dK, so that, for a section s’ = ¢s,
. . 2 660 — K
(5.5) = d0s.5) = Goewn [ [ (57 )| = e 1 (19)

by adding the integration constant to K. Expression ([@9) gives the Hermitian structure in terms

of the holomorphic functions representing the sections in the local frame.

Example 3.3.15. Quantization of the Sphere
In the case we have been discussing of elementary systems with rotational symmetry, which are

spheres of radii s = NV g, the symplectic manifold is the reduction of

(S3 wp=dby), 0f =is(z"dz’ + 21dz' — 2°d2° — 2tdt),

where 2!, 22 are holomorphic coordinates on C2. As we verified before, for these radii proposi-

tion B.2.7] guarantees the existence of a prequantum bundle, also providing a way to construct it.
Following the same procedure used in the proof, each smooth section of the prequantum bundle

B — M is a smooth function v : S — C such that
Vx(e) =0, VX € K = X.dy = %(Xﬁf)w, VX € K,

where K is the characteristic foliation of (S2,d6 ). Integrating this relation along one of the circles

which make up the leaves of K gives
(e, e "75) = exp <%/ 9f> Y(2%,2%) = exp (%2315) (2%, 2%) = (e)Np(z*,27),  (50)
0
by using the explicit form of 0.
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Now, S3 C C? is coisotropic, as can be seen from the fact that (7.9%)* is one-dimensional and
hence isotropic. Moreover, it is given by 0 = f := 292% + 212! — 1. The Hamiltonian flow generated
by f is found from

Ti 9z

1
o 9 9
]:O(zjdzj—i—ijdzj):df:—Xf_:w:—<ij@+X ),

so that f generates the flow

2 (pi(2, 7))

S =Xz 2) = 22 ((22) = e =

Now take an arbitrary g € S?;(CQ), where P is the holomorphic polarization of C?. Then

99 . 0 _ 0 d _
5 — 0 €01} = 5 {fg) = o [dtg(e Z)‘t:o =0,

so {f,g} € S?;(M ), which implies that the flow of f preserves the polarization. Therefore S is
compatible with the holomorphic polarization of C? so that, by proposition this defines a
polarization in the reduction of S3. We use this polarization to restric the space of states, so that
the only admissible sections are represented by functions on S which are holomorphic in (2%, z1).
We conclude that the states are functions (2%, z!), holomorphic in both the coordinates, such
that ¢ (e2%) = (e¥*)Ny)(2®) for any real t. Hence v is a homogeneous function of the coordinates
(29, 21) of degree N, which therefore is of the form

Ay ZAQ ]

AN

Y =1PA 4. AnZ W2ON

where the indices A; are summed over {0,1}. Therefore a quantum state is given by a symmetric
N-index spinor 94, a,..4,, Where s = %N. Lastly, we show that the hermitian structure on the
space of states coincides with the inner product of spinors.

Note that, since reduction is, in this case, quotient by the circles (2%, 21), t € R, the holo-
morphic coordinate z = 2°/z! is well defined on the reduction (but for the point at infinity). We

claim that wy projects to
thNdz A dz
Ww=—.
(1+ 2%2)?

Lin 2 = 29/2! as independent but for the relation 2°z° + z'z! = 1 (which

Indeed, if we treat 29, z
implies 2%dz° + 20dzY + zldz! + 2'dz! = 0),
ihNdz Ndz — 2is(z'2')? d_z:o B P AT d__,?ro B _ZO g5l
2 (1) 2 (z1)2

(14 22)2 (212 + 20z1)2
= 2is[2'21d2% A dz° — 2020 A (—20dzZ° — 20d2° — Zld2 )+

— 2l A (—20d20 — 2dEt — 2Ydet) + 2920 A dEY|pes

= 2is(d2® A dz0 + d2' AdEY)|pgs = wilpgs.
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Note that equation (51I) also implies that K = AN In(1+22) is a Kahler scalar, i.e., that w = i00K .

Therefore, over the region where the z coordinate is well-defined,

N
Y= ay Ay ayz 22N = (VY <k>1/1k2k7

k=0
where ¥ = ¥a,4,. .4y With A; =1 & 1 <i <k (remember that 14,4, 4, is totally symmetric).
Thus, in the trivialization s specified by the potential —i0K, a state is of the form s’ = 1s, with

N

v =3 () )t

k=0
and, since K = AN In(1 + zz) and w/(2¢h) is a natural volume form,

ihNdz A dz
Q2rh)(1 + 22)2

iN [N /N o= [N\ -, dzAdz
:%/§<k>wk Z%(l)W (1+ 22)+2

N 2 00 2k+1
N\ - r dr
- _QNZ <k> 7/%7/%/0 1+ r2)N+2

oty = [wde M = [y z2)

N /N2 1 -
:N];(k) T/_W/)k/o tNTR(L—t)kdt, t= (1427t
NN\ N o2 (N — k)l
:N§<k> Y B(N —k+ 1,k +1) :N]%(k) wkwkm
N & <N> _ N )
= Ytk = YAy Ay ANV AL Ag. Ay s
N+1~ k N+1A1,§AN

where B(x,y) is the beta function. Hence the Hermitian structure is given by the inner product of

spinorg.

Example 3.3.16. The relativistic wave equations
We apply the same procedure to the phase spaces of the free particles. For a massive particle of
spin s = N%, we have seen that the phase space is the reduction of (Csy,,w’). We can accomodate

the sign difference in the definition of w’ by writing it as w’ = df’ in terms of the potential

9/_’i8\/§
S om

(pAAzAdZA — pAAZAdzA) + £q¢%dpy, (53)

where £ = pg/|po| is the sign of py. For these values of spin, proposition 3.2.7] implies that there is
a prequantum bundle, and its sections can be constructed as smooth functions v : Cy,, — C which

are covariantly constant along the leaves of the characteristic foliation in Cy,,. Since reduction is

170On the relation between such spinor spaces and the representation theory of the rotation groups, see for example

[25, 126, 24].
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given by the quotient by (pg, ¢, zc) ~ (Pas q® + \pb, ei‘bzc), VA, ¢ € R, the characteristic foliation
is spanned by vector fields which generate the flow (pa,q® + Ap®, €2C). These are of the form
.4 0 1 0

b
—, and iz"—— —iZ"——
P g 024 0zA

(compare the second with the characteristic foliation of S3). Using the potential (53], Vx (e) =
0,VX € K gives
0= X_dy — %(XJH’)Q,Z) =

pOU a0 300 2isVpuatet [ 400 500
Oqb’ 024 9zA hm 024 9zA

Again there is a polarization of T*M x S which is compatible with the coisotropic submanifold

(54)

0=p P = ny| .

Csm. On the component in which ¢ = 1 it is span{9/9¢®,d/0z} and on the component in which
¢ = —1it is span{0/9q®, 0/0z4}. Hence it projects to a polarization on the reduction of Cj,,. On

the component M

m

, polarization further restricts the functions ¢ € C2°(Csy,) by

W __ 0
ogv  9zA

Therefore, from equations (B4) and (BI)), we see that each state in Hp is given by a 1) € Cg°(Csy,) in-

0 (55)

dependent of ¢, holomorphic in z, and such that ZAazAl/J = n1), where s = n% Thus its dependence

on the 2z coordinates should be that of a homogeneous polinomial of degree n, so that

VD, 2) = Ya,ay..a, (p) 241242 24

for some n-index spinor field v4,. 4, on the future-pointing component H,. of the mass shell
{pap® = m?}. Note that the spinor indices transform correctly, since they are contrated with the
spinors z4. We denote this half of the Hilbert space Hp by H,. Repeating the calculation of

equation (52)), the inner product in ], becomes, in terms of the spinor components,

(e, pe) :/I{+(1/1,1/1)d77 where  (1,v) :pAIAIPAQAQ---pA"A"@AIAQ___AnlelAg.__An,

and dr is the natural volume element in H,’ C M invariant under the Poincaré group,

1 dp1 AN dpg AN dp3
dT = Py .
h |po|

Consider now the massive wave equation

(O+ 1) ¢pa,45..4, =0 (56)

for 4 = m/h. A plane wave of the form e~ P/l where pap® = m?

, is obviously a solution. In
fact, all ‘well-behaved’ solutions are linear combinations of these, a fact summarized in the Fourier

transform

1\? et
PA145...A, () = (2—> / Py 45,4, (p)e” P M,
T o,
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for some spinor-valued function 14, 4,...4, (p) on H,, = {p,p® = m?}. So we can use the Fourier
transform to associate each element of HJ,, to an element of the ‘space of solutions of (56) with
well-defined Fourier transform’. Note that this sends HJ , to positive frequency solutions: the
ones for which the Fourier transform vanishes on H,,,. That this association is invariant under the
Lorentz group is clear from the spinor indices and the form of the Fourier transform. Under a

translation  — = + y,

3
! : Y —ipax® 7
(35)" [ Pavteanohem e hr = ) = 64, e =)

[ SJ[e)

= ( ! > Va,..a,e Pl i

% H;‘r;
so we must have ¥4, 4, — eip“ya/hi/)AlmAn. Indeed, by equation (B3]), the symplectic potential
transforms by ¢’ — 6’ 4+ d(y®p,), which implies that the trivialization of the prequantum bundle

determined by it (equation ([@T)) transforms as

1 Ytm . o

s(yem) — bexp (—%/ 0 + d(y“pa)> = e PV Ms(yym),
m

and, therefore, for some section (¢s) one must have ¥4, 4, — eip“ya/hl/}Al__An.

On the other component, C,,, the polarization condition reads

smo
oy 0= oY
v 9z
so that, together with (B4), it says that the states in H,, are elements of Cg°(Cy,,) which do not

depend on ¢, are antiholomorphic in z4, being furthermore homogeneous of degree n in the z4. We

write

V(p,2) = V4, 4,4, (p)2 1 222 (57)
and this time ¥4, 4,...4, is spinor-valued function on the other component H,, of H,,. Again the
inner product in H corresponds to the inner product of spinors and the Fourier transform gives
a well-defined correspondence between H;,, and the negative frequency (the ones whose Fourier
transform vanish on H,}) solutions of the wave equation (56)).

Note that the complex structure

Hp =Him @ Hom 2 Varaul gt Varanlg=) = (@ay. anl g Way Ay

is not mapped to the complex structure ¢4,..4, — i¢a,. 4, on the space of solutions of (Ba).
Rather, it is mapped antilinearly to the complex structure J which multiplies the positive frequency
part of ¢4, .4, by —i and the negative frequency part by 7, because of the complex conjugate in
equation (B7). Therefore, one can identify Hp with V( 7y, the dual (as a complex vector space) of

the space of solutions V' of the linear equation (B with complex structure J.
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The case of a massless particle of helicity s = N % is very similar. The phase space the reduction
of (Cs0,df), where

0 = —iwrdr g + i’ dr ;. (58)

Sections of the prequantum bundle are smooth functions ¢ : Cg, — C which are covariantly
constant along the leaves of the characteristic foliation in Cyg. Vectors generating this foliation are

of the form

W —— — 1w — and i7"t —— — Tt —.
OwA doA’ on4 onA

The space comes with a polarization spanned by the projections of 9/0w? and 9/ ™. Therefore,
using the potential (58], and this polarization, we see that the elements of Hp are given by complex

functions on Cyg of the form ¢ (7 7,74) and such that

v __ v m

Mi=——T =
A aﬂg A OT A h
remembering that w47 4 +oir i = 2son Cy. For n > 0, these are mapped to the positive frequency

solutions of the massless wave equation, that is, equation (B8] for m? = 0 and for n < 0 they are

mapped to negative frequency solutions. The correspondence is given by the Fourier transform

DA, A,y 4, (T) = (%)

where Hy is the light-cone {p,p® = 0} and py3 = Tamjz. Just like in the previous example,

N

¢(p)7TA1 TA,T4, eiip“ma/th,
Hy

Hp = Heo ® H_so is identified with V( 7), Where V' is the space of well-behaved solutions of the

massless wave equation and J is the same complex structure.
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4 Free Fields

We can now examine the next step, passing from relativistic wave equations to quantum fields, in
terms of geometric quantization. This provides us the motivation to study in detail the quantization

of a vector space, which will subsequently lead to Fock space quantization.

4.1 The Space of Solutions

Up to this point, we have been thinking of symplectic manifolds as arising from the phase spaces
of physical systems. There is a similar symplectic geometry of the Lagrangian formalism, which is
more useful when speaking of quantum fields.

A (classical) field will mean here a smooth section of a vector bundle F' — @ over spacetime
Q@ (assumed to have a semi-Riemannian structure) which vanishes sufficiently rapidly at infinity
so that all the integrals we will write converge. We assume that the collection of all these fields
forms a manifol F. Then Hamilton’s principle is implemented by the action, which is a function
Sp : F — R for a given compact oriented D C @, together with boundary conditions on the
boundary dD. One can think of boundary conditions in terms of a foliation of F: for a given
hypersurface o C @, let P, be the foliation of F such that each leaf is composed of the fields which
have the same boundary data on o.

Let us denote by 04,03 two arbitrary Cauchy surfaces in ) which bound an oriented region

D,p. Then the space of solutions of Hamilton’s variational principle, M C F is defined by
M= {(b S f’XJdSDQB =0, VX € (Pa N P5)¢, Yoa, 0'5},

where P; = P,,. To understand this definition note that, if X € (P, N Pg)y C TyF, then X can be
seen as an infinitesimal perturbation in the field ¢ which is tangent to the the leaves through ¢ of
both the foliations determined by o, and og, so that it is compatible with the boundary conditions
on both Cauchy surfaces. Hence M is the space of fields at which S is stationary with respect
to variations compatible with the boundary conditions. In the case where S is the integral of a

Lagrangian density, this is obviously equivalent to the Euler-Lagrange equations.

Proposition 4.1.1. If there is a first-order Lagrangian density L = L(¢(z), Vé(x), z) such that

SD:/Le
D

18Clearly, this manifold will in general be infinite-dimensional, which introduces a number of complications in

defining the various quantities we will be using. We will ignore these entirely and focus on the main ideas and

applications instead. We refer to [27] for some of the technical details.

63



and the boundary conditions are that the values of ¢ on 0D should be kept fixed when the action

is varied, then the manifold of solutions is

oL oL
FE (a(va¢“)> - 0} ’

where V is the Levi-Civita connection and € is a volume form on Q.

M:{¢e}"

Proof. In this case we may take X to be an arbitrary field on ) which is supported on a compact
subset strictly contained in D and the condition for ¢ € M is then rewritten as

- % {/D L[(¢ + tX)(z), (V¢ + tVX)(x),w]E}tZO = /D (%Xa * %V“XO) ‘

oL oL N
- /D (aw B V“awma)) e

where we have integrated by parts and dropped the boundary term since X vanishes on 9D. Now,

0

since X is arbitrary, we are left with the condition

oL oL
[aw B V“a(vaqsa)

} (¢p(x),Vo(z),z) =0, Ve e Q.
|

In this case (the action is the integral of some Lagrangian) one can also find an equation which

characterizes the tangent vectors. Let ¢ +tX be a curve in M generated by X € Ty M. Then

d oL oL
" { [(%a - V“a(vaqaa)] (¢ +1X, WHVX,w)} :

so that X should be a solution of the linearized equation of motion around the point ¢,
0L
(Vu87)0(Vag®)

9%L
IPPI(V 19%)

0%L 0%L
XB 4 \V/
P o O(VypdP)0ge P

Xﬁzva[ Xﬁ+a VbXﬂ,

where it is understood that all the coeflicients are evaluated at ¢.
There is a standard way in which the action principle introduces a symplectic structure on M.
First let 0, and og be two disjoint Cauchy surfaces in (). Then since dS vanishes on directions

tangent to both P, and Pz, one can decompose
dSp,5 = o — 0, (59)

where X_0; =0, VX € P;. Hence the restriction of, say, 6, to M gives a one-form and its exterior
derivative is a closed two-form w on M. Note that w does not depend on the choice of o,. For
example, we might just as well take 6, as the difference between the two one-forms is exact. If we
use the Euler-Lagrange equations to define M, then 0, can be defined as
oL
X0 :/ X'——n.do, 60
“ O a(vc(b"{) ¢ ( )
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where n¢ is the unit vector normal to o,. Indeed, this is consistent with equation (59):

oL oL oL
X - X = X7 —— — X7 —— = X7 ——
Jea Jaﬁ /(;a a( ‘ C¢A{)n6d0’ /O'ﬁ a( ; CQSA/)nCdU 8Daﬁ a( ; CQSA/)nCdU

oL oL oL
- /Daﬁ Ve <B<VC¢V>XV> “* /Daﬁ [67% ~ Ve <a<vcw>>] Ae

=X.d </ L(¢, V(ﬁ,:ﬂ)&) = X_:dSDaﬁ,
DaB

where we used Stokes’ theorem and then added a term which is zero by the Euler-Lagrange equa-

tions. Using this form of the symplectic potentials 6, one finds

Proposition 4.1.2. The closed two-form w = df,, is given by

1 0*L 0%L
i _ Y (xByY _vBYx?Y v B _ B
w(X,Y) 2/% [6¢58(Vc¢7)(X Y Y X )+6(Vb¢5)6(vc¢’7)(y VX X'VpY7) | nedo,
for X,Y € Ty, F.

Proof. Formally,

W(X,Y) = %YJ(XJdea) _ %n(cxe — (X)) = %{X(Yﬁ) ~Y(X.0) - [X,Y].0}

1 oL oL oL
=30 awar) -7 ([ o) - [0 g}

1 O%L 8 8 9L 5 8
_ 5/% [rﬁawcw)(}( VYN 4 ey (VX - XY )] nedo.

O

Although closure is obvious since w is defined as df,, nondegeneracy is not guaranteed. In
particular examples, it can be shown by using the properties of the spaces of solutions of PDE’s
of certain types. In our (hyperbolic) examples, it will be nondegenerate, hence giving a symplectic
strucutur on M.

Because it takes a nice geometric meaning in this formalism, let us look now at Noether’s
theorem. Let V' € V(Q) be a vector field in @ and p: @ x R — @ be its flow. Then choose a lift
V' € E of V to the vector bundle E which projects to Q under E — @, and denote by p’ its flow.

This allows us to define a flow g in the sections of E by

(09)(z) = pild(2)], Yz € Q.

The vector V € V(Q) is said to be a symmetry of the variational problem if there is a lift of V' to

V(E) such that the induced flow in F preserves the ‘variational data’, by which we mean

See(0)(@0) = Sp(0) Bpy(o) = 0tsFo; VL. (61)

19 A famous example of the geometric quantization of the space of solutions is the case of Chern-Simons theory [28].

We also refer to the notes [29] for a discussion on this example.
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From the perspective of the space of motions, this will imply that ¢ gives a canonical flow in (M, w).
Indeed, it implies that both variational problems have the same solutions, g,(M) = M, and also
that 0f0,, (o) = 0 (compare with expression (€0])). But then gjw = 0jdf,,») = df, = w, so the flow
is canonical. In fact, we can then use the symplectic structure in M to find the Hamiltonian function
generating this flow, which is the usual constant of motion following from Noether’s theorem.

To see this let X € V(F) be the vector field generating ¢ : F x R — F and 0; = 0,,(,) for some

fixed 0. Then,
Gy — 0
0= lim % = Lx0; = X d0y + d(X 0,) + 90, = X w + d(X 0,) + 8,0,
'—

where, if we define the functions éi(:n,t) to be, for each t, the components of 0, then 9:0; is the

one-form whose components are 9;0". To calculate this, we use (B9,

0, = lim (22200 gy (222w} L / Le| = / LVn.do,
vt \ t'—t vt \ t/ —t dt’ D,y vt ot

where Dy is bounded by o, = pi(0) and oy = py (o) (remember that p is generated by V). From

the last two equations (evaluating at ¢t = 0), X iw + dh = 0, where

h:XJ90+/

(e

c oL c
LV nch' = l <X’YW + LV > nch', (62)

seen as a function on M. An important example of such a symmetry is when V' € V(Q) is a Killing

vector and V' € V(E) is defined by Lie dragging, so that the flow g in F is given infinitesimally by

d

X7 = a (Qt(bfy)t:o = —Lyg7.

Then, because p; preserves the metric and the connection, o;(V¢?) = V(g;¢”) and, if the flow
preserves the Lagrangian, i.e., if L(¢, Vo, ) = L(otp, V(019), prx), then it satisfies equation (GI),
thus giving a symmetry of the variational problem. Moreover, a simple calculation shows that, in

this case,

OL oL
aDX’Yia(quzw)nch = /DVC (XA/i@(VCQW)) e—i— [aw - Ve ((9 Vo) )}
oL oL d
_ / ((wav VX ) g [ /D AL )}

L(0t¢, 0V, x) o pi|pf 6) =di < / (@t¢,V(@t¢)7ptx)6>
YD)

([
< L(¢, V¢, )) - / IVendo —
Pt (D oD

oL
= °L cdo = el X —m—— °L ,
- 0 /aD< uw” >” g /DV< o~ >
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for arbitrary compact D. Therefore, the last bracketed expression is the divergenceless current
implied by Noether’s theorem. Furthermore, the last line says that the same integral by which we
defined h, when calculated over an arbitrary closed surface D (we assume that H*1(Q) = {0}),
vanishes. Hence h is actually independent of the Cauchy surface o in expression (62]).

We see that the existence of a symmetry on M implies the existence of the conserved quantity
h, Noether’s conserved charge. Moreover, the presence of a symplectic structure on M allows us

to identify the conserved quantity as the corresponding Hamiltonian generating the symmetry.

Example 4.1.3. Classical mechanics
A simple example is just classical mechanics. Here, spacetime () is the time axis R with metric

dt? and the fields are the coordinates ¢®(t). M is the space of solutions ¢%(t) of the Euler-Lagrange

oL _d (0L\
dgc  dt \9q* )

And the symplectic structure is given by

equations

0L
9GeogP

1 0L
2 | 0g*0q¢P

w(X,Y) = (Xoy? —yex?) + (YPxe — Xty )|,

where X and Y are solutions of the linearized form of the Euler-Lagrange equations. Note that
this does not have the integration sign because a Cauchy surface is simply a point ¢’ € R.

If the Lagrangian is time independent then —d/9dt is a Killing vector of the metric and a
symmetry according to the above criteria. In this case, the flow on the space of solutions is

R : q(t) — q(t + s) and the corresponding conserved quantity is
h=q¢"— — L,

which we recognize as the energy Hamiltonian. Hence one recovers the standard connection between

symmetry under time translations and conservation of energy.

Example 4.1.4. Fields of particles

One can also consider the spaces of solutions of the relativistic wave equations derived in the
previous chapter, which we found to be the quantum Hilbert spaces corresponding to free relativistic
particles. Applying the theory above we see that these are themselves symplectic manifolds as well.
The symplectic structures arise from the fact that the wave equations can be seen as Euler-Lagrange
equations for certain Lagrangians. For example, let ¢ be a complex function on spacetime @ and

consider the Lagrangian

L= L (VadV"6 — p%63).
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The corresponding equation of motion is the wave equation for a scalar particle,
O+ u*)p = 0.

Furthermore, taking advantage of the linear structure of the space of solutions V' to identify Tj;, M

at any ¢ with M itself, one can write the two-form w explicitly as
1 - o
w(gb, gb,) = Z /(¢,va¢ + gb,va‘ﬁ - ¢Va¢, - ¢va¢,)nada'

Likewise, the solution spaces of all the wave equations we saw are infinite-dimensional symplectic
vector spaces. The quantization of such vector spaces is called second quantization and leads to

quantum fields as we now discuss.
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4.2 Fock Space

In this section we consider the geometric quantization of a symplectic vector space, which in the
case of the space of solutions of the free particle wave equations will lead to the Fock space picture
of a quantum field. Let (V,w) be a 2n-dimensional symplectic vector space with a symplectic frame

(Pa,q®) and consider the one-form # invariantly defined as
(X100)(Y) = —w(X,Y), VXY €V,

implicitly using the fact that V is a vector space to identify TxV = V, VX € V. In the frame
chosen it is given by 6y = %(padq“ — q%dpy).

Now, the trivial topology of (V,w) guarantees the existence of a unique prequantum bundle
B — V by proposition Let s : V. — B be the section specified by g, ie., such that
Ds = —%90 ® s. Then, one can write any other section as s’ = 1(p, q)s for some ¢ : V' — C. Each

element X € V', seen as a constant vector field in the manifold V', generates a hamiltonian flow: let

9 .9 b
apa""l) a—qb EV(M:V), Ug, UV GR.

W =u,

Then

0 0
Wow = (ua opa ”ba—qb> dpa A dg* = —d(v*pa — upq”) =: —df (p, q),

so that W = Xy for f = v%pg — upq®. This definition can be made coordinate independent by
f:V —=>R: X — 20(X,W). Note, however, that this f does not define a moment for the
translation action of the Abelian group V on the manifold V. Indeed, let W, Z € V and define
f,9€C®(V) by W =Xy, Z = X, as above, and write f = v%p, — upq®, g = d, — cpq®. Then

{f,g} = —v%q— upd?,

which is in general not zero while, since X; = W, X, = Z are then seen as constant vector fields,
(X5 Xgl = W, 2] = LwZ = 0 # Xy,
Now, using the general prescription (38]), the observable f generating W is quantized to

A~

Fws) = —in {Xfw)

1

FOCB0)] 5+ s = [ihX () = (XB0)0r+ e
= |:—th(1/1) - (ua£ + Ubaiqb> J%(padq“ — ¢bdpy)h + (V'pa — up@®)Y| s
_ [_mww) +3 f¢] .

Again, just as W — f did not define a momentum map, f does not give rise to a unitary

representation of the Abelian group V. Indeed, if f is such that X = W, then translation by W is
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given by p{ :V =V, where pf : V xR = V is the Hamiltonian flow defined by f. Recall that this
flow can be lifted to a unitary flow p/ : C>°(B) x R — C*(B) on the sections of the prequantum
bundle B — M =V, and this flow is generated by f according to equation (37)). Thus one might
try to make the translation by W act on the space of sections by W= ﬁ{ . Using the explicit form
of the lifted flow, given in (36]),

. i 1
(70)(X) = ({0 (X) = vlo{ X)exp (~5 [ 17280 7l
i 1
=006+ W)esp (~ [ fuad ) — et

=Y(X +W)exp (—% /Ol[ua(qa +02t") — 0 (py, + ubt’)]dt’>
= (X + W)e*i(uaq“fvbpb)/%
=YX +W)e WX/ yx ey,
where we have simplified the notation denoting the section s by just 1. These operators ac-

tually compose as the elements of the Heisenberg group V x S! with the circle group acting by

multiplication. Indeed, if (W, w),(Z,2) € V x S!, then one has the consistent representation
(W, w)(Z, 2)¢)(X) = [(W,w)2Z¢)(X) = (W,w)2(X + Z)e" P = w2W[ih(X + Z)e%)]

— ’U}Z’l/J(X + %% + Z)eiw(Z,X+W)eiw(W,X)
_ U]ZGZ'W(Z’W)TIZ)[X + (W + Z)]eiw[(W+Z),X]
= [(W + Z,wze™ )| (X) = {[(W,w) o (Z,2)[Y}(X), VX V.

The appearance of the Heisenberg group is a well-known fact in both quantum theory and geometric

representation theory [14].

Moving on to quantization, it is especially convenient to use a positive Kahler polarization,

which is equivalent to a complex structure on T'V. Again, by identifying Tx V = V, one only needs

to specify a positive complex structure on V. These can be simply described.

Proposition 4.2.1. Let (V,w) be a 2n-dimensional symplectic vector space. Then J is a positive
symplectic structure compatible with w if, and only if, there is a symplectic frame X%, Y; and a

real symmetric positive definite matrix (g,p) such that
JXC =gy, JYe = —ga X",
where g% gy = 0.

Proof. (=) That J is linear, canonical, and J2 = —1 follow directly from expressing vectors of V
in the referred symplectic frame. Proposition [3.3.10] implies that the signature of g gives the type

of J, which is then positive.
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(<) Suppose J is a positive compatible complex structure on (V,w). Then we can find a basis

{Y1,..., Yy} of V() diagonalizing the bilinear form (-,-); defined in proposition 3.3.10} so that
<Yaa va>J = 5ab-

Now, define X = —g®JY}, where ¢® gy = 0f. Then {X“ Y}} is the referred symplectic frame and

(gap) the positive definite matrix. O

Therefore, take such a complex structure J, so that V() is a flat Kahler manifold and choose

coordinates (pq,¢®) such that
0 ab O d 0

J T = g,
opa 7 ogb’ dq® % oy

with J (= g) positive. Note that the coordinates z* = g™py + iq® are then holomorphic since

0 1 0 0 .0
Yo = {5 <9% ‘Za—qaﬂ D

and likewise J0/0z* = —id/0z®. In these coordinates, K = % Gap2®2? is a Kahler scalar, since

) ) . .
00K = id <§gabzadz”> = S9adz"dZ" = S gud(g"pe +ig") A d(g"pa — id") = dpa A dg" = w.

From this equation it is also obvious that 6 = —%gabéadzb is a symplectic potential, and it is
adapted to the holomorphic polarization P = span{d/9z%}. We can use this potential to represent
sections of the prequantum bundle B — V by s’ = ¢§, where D§ = —%9 ® §. By definition, one

such section is polarized along the holomorphic polarization P if, and only if,

0= V(63) = | X(6) ~ +(X0)6| 5 = X(6)3, VX € Vo(M = V),

that is, if, and only if, ¢ is an entire holomorphic function of the coordinates z®. Note that we now
have at hand two interesting symplectic potantials, 6y, which determines the frame s : V' — B, and
f, which is adapted to P and determines the frame 5 : V — B. It will be usefull to know how to

translate from one trivialization to the other, so let s’ = 1s = ¢5. The potentials are related by

/) ) _ /) _ 1 _
0+ §dK = —igabzbdz“ + Zgabzbdza + Zgabzadzb

= Zgab[—zg“pcdqb +ig"q dpg — ig"'padq® + ig"°q"dp.]
1
= 5 (padg” - ¢"dpy) = 6o,

where we used gup = gpa- NOw, each potential defines the corresponding trivialization by equation

[@T), so that

% ytm 2 ytm 7 B K/2h
s(yym) = bexp ~% 0o | =bexp ~% 0+ §dK = §(yym)e™/=".
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For the notation, see the discussion preceding equation 7). So, if &' = s = ¢§ = ¢6*K/ 2hg,

then ¢ = e 5K/2"_ In particular, we conclude that the sections of B which are polarized along the

holomorphic polarization P have the local expressions
§ = (z,2)s = o(z)e s

in the frame specified by 6y, where ¢ is holomorphic on the coordinates z% and z,z% := g“bzaéb.
The Hermitian structure on C'%°(V) is given by equation (@3], so
(s, v's) = (95.0'5) = [ (@505 = [ ot e [ goremm e [ gyre
\% \%4 \%4 \%
where we have written (g.p) explicitly to illustrate why it was assumed from the beginning that .J
was a positive complex structure: this is what guarantees that g is positive definite and hence that
the integral converges for a wide class of wavefunctions.
Since P is Kahler, f € C°°(V) preserves P if, and only if, it is real and linear in the holomorphic
coordinates z%. So the most general such observable can be written
f= %waz“ — %waza + %Uabz“z” + ¢, (63)

with ¢ € R and Uy, = Up,. We find the expression for the quantum analogue of this general

observable in the 6y ‘gauge’:

. . . 1 1
X (%gabdz“ A dzb> = _%wad'za + %wadga —3 w2 dz’ — §Uab5bd2'a

Xy = (v +iU,%2°) 5% — (0% +iU% 2%) 2

=
X0y = —L(wZ, + W%,) + 2Uqp2"2°
- f(qsefztzza/@‘zs) _ (—ihwa% + %waza¢+ hUabza% + cgb) efzaza/ﬁlhs‘ (64)

Remember that, for W € V', the observable f generating W is real and linear, so that W(’H p)=
Hp, where H p is the space of polarized sections. In the local representation of the elements of Hp
it is given by

A

W[qS(z)e*Za?“/‘lh] = (2 + w)ef(za+wa)(2a+wa)/4he%[i’gab(wagb_zawb)]

= ¢(z + w)e a1 (20" Fwat +2a3)

where w® are the holomorphic coordinates of W € V.
We define the vacuum state 1ys to be the one represented by ¢g(z) = 1 and the coherent state
based at the point W € V as the translation of the vacuum by W that is,

o i — L (20 20t w4229
Yws = —W(do(z)e”*** /MS) = ¢o(z —w)e 5 (—2Wa2* +Waw® +2a 2%) .
— [16_%n(_Qwaza-i-wdwa)]e—zaia/M - ¢W(Z) _ B(Qwaza—waw“)/ﬁ.
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These are localized states which span Hp. To see this, let 153 = &e*ZGZG/ dhg = W(ws). Then we

have

(Yws,bs) = ((=W)thos, Ps) = (os, Wips) = /V pode K/ e
)

. d’z d2(n=1) ,
= —2121/25 1 — > o ziZi/2h
/ |:/ (JS 21522y ee- (27Th)1| =2 _(27Th)n T
= / [/ /QF 5 *7’2/2hhd ] — iy zi%i/2h (22(;;1)21 (67)
Th)™™
/ (0, — Xiep ZiZi/2h Dz
224y een (27‘(‘71)"*1

= $(0) = p(w)e "/ = (W),

where the identification of V() with C" amounts symply to the choice of a frame in which gap = dgp-
We used polar coordinates in C and Cauchy’s theorem n times, then used equation (63l in the last

step. It follows that any s € Hp can be expressed in terms of the coherent states as

o ([ )

Because the functions ¢(z) are entire holomorphic, their Laurent series are of the form

Z¢a1a2 @ 222 2% (69)

for some constants ¢, 4, € C (sum in the a; is implicit). One can then perform a calculation
similar to (67)) and use the referred property of the coherent states to write the inner product in

Hp in terms of the ¢q,. q,-

(s, s) = /Vu)

YW
/ [ (5 )e_K(Z)/hez] [ ¢(y)¢(y)e_K(y)/h€y] ew
Vi 1V Vi

Z ¢a1 az 2% (ewaza/Zﬁe—wau’;“Mh) G_ZGEG/QEEZ X
V(J)

W)ew = / (s, Dy sy s, wshew
Vi

(70)

o
2 TSI b1 b | e wa@?/2h
:/ Z ¢a1"'aiwal"'wa'¢b1...bjw 1 % o~ WaW / ew
Vi

o
= (2h)"ilPay 0™
i=0

We used the explicit form of the coherent states (66]), expanded some of the exponentials, and used

Cauchy’s theorem.
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Thus we can picture Hp in another way: let Hy = (V{))*, the (complex) dual vector space.
Equation (69]) implies that the ¢,’s transform as the components of an element of H;. Likewise, for
each 7, ¢q,. 4, can be seen as the components of an element of the symmetrization of ®*H;, which

we denote by H;. Therefore the decomposition (69) provides an identification of Hp with
F = @Zoio HZ‘,

where Hy := C. Finally, after a rescalling of the components in H; the inner product of Hp is
mapped to the natural inner product in F, as shown in equation (70). We conclude that the

quantum states are elements of the Fock Space F.

Example 4.2.2. The simplest example of Fock space quantization is the simple harmonic oscillator.

In this case we take V = R? with coordinates (p, ¢), w = dp A dgq, and symplectic structure given by

J(9/0p) = 8/0q
J(0/0q) = —0/0p.

Then z = p+iq is a holomorphic coordinate, P = span{d/dz} and, in the trivialization s specified

—zZ/4h

by 6y = %(pdq — qdp), an element of Hp is of the form ¢(z)e , ¢ entire. The Hamiltonian is

1 1
H = 5(1?2 +q%) = 5%%

which is in the form (63]), with only the quadratic part (Ug,) = (1). Hence the application of (64])

gives
'} —zZ/4h o —zZ/4h
Hip(z)e s] =hz—(z)e s,
z
so, in the trivialization § chosen by 6 = —%Zdz, it acts as H : P55 — hz%& We consider also the

functions z, z, which do not preserve P and hence are not quantized by the rule (64]). Nevertheless,

we can repeat the derivation in the § frame

X.o(sdz nd2) = —dz X, = —22’% [0(2)8] = z¢(2)§
= =

Xz (Ldz AdZ) = —dz X;=2i2 Zp(2)3] = 2092 (2)3.

N>

The indentification with Fock space F is given by the expression of ¢(z) as a polinomial in z so
that H; corresponds to the monomials of degree i. Therefore each space H,, is an eigenspace of the

hamiltonian and the eigenvalue is given by
ﬁ[’Hn = nhl,

which is shifted from the corrected value by %h! This shift will be corrected in the next section. Also,
we recognize 2 and Z as the raising and lowering operators of the SHO. In particular, Z(H,) = H, 11

and Z(H,) = H,_1.
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Example 4.2.3. Quantum fields

In the case of the spaces of solutions of field equations, the above manipulations are formal, but
one use the analogy with the finite-dimensional case to borrow the well-defined Fock space as its
quantization. This depends on the introduction of a positive Kéahler polarization, which again we
fix using a given positive compatible complex structure on V. Interestingly, the obvious complex
structure ¢a4,..a, — t¢a,.. 4, is not positive, while the complex structure J that multiplies the
positive frequency part by —i and the negative frequency part by 4 is. Then, using this complex
structure J, quantization leads to

F= GBi.iOHi’

where H; is the symmetrization of the i-th tensor power of (V{;))*. But we saw in example
that this is exactly the Hilbert space of the one-particle wavefunctions. Hence each H; is the
Hilbert space correspoding to ¢ identical quantum relativistic particles of the corresponding type.
The operators analogous to the raising and lowering operators of the SHO are the creation and

anihilation operators. Thus one recovers the particle interpretation of a quantum field.
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5 The metaplectic correction

As we saw above, prequantization gives a general and concrete geometric construction of wave
functions and quantum operators which satisfies Dirac’s quantization rules. It accomplished that,
however, at the cost of introducing nonphysical states in the Hilbert space, a problem which is
resolved by the introduction of a polarization in the second step. Quantization gives a geometrical
way of choosing the right states and, consequently, also selecting the correct subalgebra of the
Poisson algebra to be quantized. An interesting question to ask is whether this whole process
is possible, and if yes, whether it is unique. The conditions for the existance and uniqueness of
the prequantum bundle were mentioned to be given by the topology of the symplectic structure
in (M,w). The situation with the polarization is much more subtle. In particular, making the
constructed Hilbert space and quantum operators independent of the choice of polarization leads
to a whole new (and final) step of geometric quantization: the metaplectic correction, which we
now address. As we will see in the examples, this step is far from being a mere mathematical
technicality but has physical consequences: for example, correcting the spectrum of the simple
harmonic oscillator, explaining the transformation law of the dilaton field under T-duality symmetry
of the partition function of a bosonic string, and even motivating mirror symmetry [30, [31]. We
also note that, although not addressed here, the question on the existence of a polarization in a

given symplectic manifold is also very interesting [|32].

5.1 Metaplectic representation

Recall the quantization of a symplectic vector space (V,w) performed in the previous section. For
each positive complex structure J, geometric quantization constructed an associated Fock Space
Fs, which is an irreducible representation of the Heisenberg group V x S'. Stone von-Neuman’s
theorem says that this representation is unique up to a unitary transformation, so that all of the

representations F; should be unitarily related. This is indeed the case.

Proposition 5.1.1. Let (V,w) be a symplectic vector space, F, be the Fock Space constructed
from (V,w) and a positive compatible complex structure J, on V by geometric quantization, and
o : Fg — Fo be the restriction to Fg of the orthogonal projection H — F, in the prequantum

Hilbert space H. Then
(i) Xowag :WagoX, VX eV,

(ii) The rescaled projection A,smap : Fg — Fq is unitary,
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where

/ 1
Aaﬁ = d det 5(!]01 + Jﬁ)

Proof. The first assertion follows simply from the fact that, as we have seen, each X € V generates
a flow which preserves both J, gy, so that X acts on both subspaces F,g). Since it is a symmetric
operator on the whole of H, (Xs,s') = (s, Xs') for arbitrary s € Fo and s’ € Fgs, so that X 0T =
rago X.

For the second statement, remember that every element of F, is a section of B — V of the

form geKa/2h

s, where ¢ is holomorphic with respect to J,, K, is the corresponding Kahler scalar,
and Ds = —%90 ® s. We will not introduce holomorphic coordinates with respect to one of the
complex structures since we have an interest in working with all of them interchangeably. Thus
the holomorphicity of ¢ with respect to .J, should mean to us that (J, X —iX)udep =0,VX € V.
Indeed,

Jo(Jo X —iX) = =X —iJ, X = —i(J, X — iX),
so these vectors are all antiholomorphic with respect to J,. It is not difficult to see that all
antiholomorphic vector fields are of this form. Likewise, we should write K, (X) = w(X, JoX). As
a check, note that this gives the standard formula in coordinates holomorphic with respect to Jg:
1 . .
w(X,JX) = §JX_, (20,0 + Zb(?gb)_n%dzc Ndz€| = i(iz“@za — i2°0.)0(2%dz, — 2%dzg)

1
= §gabza2b = K(X).

—Ko/2h

Furthermore, the vacuum state in an arbitrary F, is 1gns = € s and the coherent states

xS are
T;Z)Xa(Z) — (_X)efw(Z,JaZ)/m‘L — efw(ZfX,Ja(ZfX))/2heiw(fX,Z)/h
1
—oxp { G 200X, (o +0)2) — (X, 1 X) ~ (2.1 2]}

We first look at how these states project, as they are related to the projection map itself: remember

that equation (68]) implies that the projection of a general (normalised) ¥s € H in F, is

( /V<<¢w,as>, <ws>>ww,adw> s.

A lengthy but otherwise straightforward calculation gives

Lemma 5.1.2. The following formulas hold:

Tap(Yo,88) = A;gq)age’Ka/?hs

(Tap(Yw,p5); Tap(Yo,p5)) = A fe Ko iy e v
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where

1
Pas(X) = exp | Zw(X, JaLapX —iLasX)|, Lop = (Ja+ J3) N (Ja — Jp).

Then one can use this to consider the projection of two arbitrary coherent states:

(Tap(x,85), Tap(Py,58)) = (Tap(¥x,55), (=Y )Tas(to,55))
= (MagY (—X)(10,55), Tap (W0 5))
= (Tap(bx—v,55), Tap(tPo,55))e Y/

1
= A_jexp — 57 (2iw(X,Y) + Kp(X —Y))| = A Gy p(X)
= A 5 {(¥x,89), (byps)), VXY € V.

But Fg = span{t¢x gs|X € V'}, so this extends linearly to (m,g(¥3s), Taps(¥ss)) = A;g((ngs), (1ps))
for any state ¢gs € Fg. Finally, this projects to all of F,: suppose s € (770[5F5)L C F4. Then
((¥5), (as)) = 0 for any ¥gs € Fg. But this implies that 754(¥as) = 0, where 75, : Fo — Fg is

also given by the orthogonal projection. In turn, this gives

0= <W6a(wa5)aﬂﬁa(¢a5)> = AEO%((%S), (Yas)) = ¥ =0.

We conclude that (m,s3 Fg)L = 0= F, = m3(F3). Hence the rescaled map A,gmyp is unitary.
O

The rescaled projection provides then a unitary intertwiner between the two representations.
Since we shall use these projection maps to construct the metaplectic representation, it is important

to know how they compose.

Proposition 5.1.3. Let Ji, Jo and J3 be positive complex structures on (V,w) and Fy, Fo, F3 C H

the corresponding Fock Spaces. Then
A12Ag3732 0 o1 = T123A13731,
where 7,4 is the projection Fg — F,,

[ 1
Aug = 1\ det 5 (Ja + J3),

and 7,5, € S L. Moreover, 712 = 1, and 7 is symmetric under even permutations of its subscripts,

and goes to its inverse under odd permutations.

Proof. First we prove that if U : F3 — F, is unitary and XoU =Uo X for every X € V, then

U is given by 7Ag,mas : Fg — F, for some 7 € S1. To see this, let U’ = A[;O{U*1 o ma3. Then
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U’ : Fg — Fg is unitary and XoU=UoX,V¥X € V. Now, the ground state v in Fg, seen as a

function on V| is determined up to a constant factor by the relation
(W1po)(Z) = o (z)e™ BPezFTaw)/Ah ypyy ¢ )

where 2 and w are the complex coordinates of Z, W € V| ), respectivelly. It follows that the constant
multiples of ¢ are distinguished from the other elements of Fg by the property that eWaw®/ 4hW1/Jo
is an antiholomorphic function of the coordinates w. But e@e®*/ 4ﬁWU’¢0 = U'eWaw”/ 4EW1/)0 also
depends antiholomorphically on w, and therefore U'1pg = 719 for some constant 7 € C. Therefore
Uiw = U /(—W)l/Jo = 7w, so that U acts as 7id on all the coherent states ¢y . Since Fg =
span{yw|W € V}, U’ = rid. Finally, the map is unitary, so 7 € S*. Hence Ag, U L om,s = 7id =
U= T_lAﬁaﬂ'aﬁ.

With this in mind, note that both A19A93m30 091 : F1 — F3 and Aqgms; : Fy — F3 are unitary
and commute with all X, so there should be some 7193 € ST such that Aj9Agsma00ma = T123\ 13731

To evaluate a particular value, let 1; be the ground state in F;. Then

(Y1, mamo191) = (Y1, T21¥1) = V1(W) (mra1ep1) (W)e

Vi

= /V( W'D /4 A Z2[(A 1)~ (W 1’| 4RO +1)
=AF | fe e = A2 F(0) = A,
Vi
that is, a7 = Al_QQid = Ti91id = 7121 A11711 = A2ymiamer = id, 5o Ty21 = 1. This then implies
that (A12m21) © (Agym12) = id, s0 Agimia = (Ajemar) L. This can be used to show the ciclicity
properties of 7:
T123id = T193A037sa (Aas7a2) ' = (T123A13731) (D23 D31 T13732) (Aagmsn)
= (A12Aa3m3ama1) (Taz1 Aa1m12) (Agsms) T = (Tas1 Aggmn) (Azsmsz) ™!
= To31id,

and, similarly, the behaviour of 7 under odd permutations of its indices is seen from
To131d = (D21 Agomiamas) (T213023732) (A1 m12) ™' = (T123A137m31) ~  (Aqgmay) = Tl_zéid-
O

Now we are in a position to present the starting point for the construction of the Metaplectic
representation. For short, let us denote the set of all the positive compatible complex structures

on a symplectic vector space (V,w) by LTV.

20For brevity, we ommited one of the computational lemmas necessary here. We refer to [3] for the full proof.
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Proposition 5.1.4. Let Jy € LtV and Fy the corresponding subspace of H. Then SP(V,w) 3
p — p, where p = mo p with m : H — Fy the orthogonal projection, is a projective representation

of SP(V,w).

Proof. Let us represent the states in Fg in the trivialization s associated with the symplectic po-
tential 6y = %(padqa — ¢“dp,) in canonical coordinates (pg, qb). When presenting the construction
of Fock space, we showed that this is invariant under SP(V,w). Therefore, taking and arbitrary
one-parameter family of symplectomorphisms p; € SP(V,w) generated by some hamiltonian vector
field X,

0=Lxb0p=X_w+d(Xib),

so that X has hamiltonian f = X 16y. The action of j; on the elements of H was understood in

equation (B6l), from which it follows that, in this frame,

[p1(5)](m) = W (prm) exp (—ﬁ /0 (X7t — f)(pt/mndt/) s(m)
— (1 0 p1)s] (m),

so we can alternativelly look at the action of SP(V,w) on Fy C H as a change in coordinates on the
base symplectic manifold. Furthermore, the change in coordinates leads to a change in the complex

structure by J — p; L Jpi. We represent this schematically in the commuting diagram

LYV 3 Jg ———— Ju=p tJp

| ! |

Fo —2 5 Fo={op|t €Fg}

where the vertical lines represent the quantization procedure. To find the composition law for the

action p, on Fg, consider

N

FO ! F1 P2 > F3
[
Fo = Fy :

lﬁz /02
Fo

Here, F, is constructed from J, = p,'Jops and p3 = pa o p1. The diagram commutes: the two

triangular subdiagrams by the definition of g, = mpa © po and the rombus shaped because ps is a

unitary transformation on H and so it commutes with the orthogonal projection. This implies, by

proposition 5.1.3] that

P2 0 P1 = To2 © T3 © P2 0 P1 = X320703 © P3 = X32003;
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where
N 320003
320 = ,
A3zaAo

so p +— p gives a representation of SP(V,w) on Fy up to a constant factor. O

The goal of this subsection is to make this into a representation. From the previous proposition
we see that one can approach this problem by asking how the Fock Space F, changes as one moves

in the space of complex structures L*V. The first step is to understand better the geometry of

LTV,

Proposition 5.1.5. Given a symplectic vector space (V,w), the space LTV of positive complex
structures of V' compatible with w, called the Positive Lagrangian Grassmanian, is a Kéhler man-
ifold with Kéahler scalar

K = —Indet(y),

where, if {X?,Y;} is a symplectic frame in V and P; = span{X® —2%Y;} C V¢, for some symmetric

matrix z, is the Lagrangian subspace determined by J, then y = Im(z).

Proof. Recalling the definitions from subsection B3] an element J € LTV determines a positive
Kihler Lagrangian subspace P; C V¢. Hence the map J +— Pj identifies LTV with a complex
submanifold of Gr(n, V), the Grassmanian of n-dimensional complex subspaces of V¢ (thus the
name of LTV).

We shall use two different parametrizations of L1V interchangeably. The first is given by the
matrix (2%) such that P; = span{X?® — 2%°Y;} for a fixed symplectic frame on (V,w). These
are holomorphic coordinates because every Pj is Kahler, and also symmetric because every Pj is

Lagrangian: for any A, B € Py,
0=w(A,B) = A,Bpw(X® — 2V, X" = 2M¥3) =~ A By(2°6, — 2"5Y).
ab ab

Alternatively, we may parametrize L™V by the entries of the matrix (J,) representing .J in the
same symplectic frame. The coordinates (2%°) = z + iy and (J) of a point J € LtV are related
by

. 1 0 0 -1
(Jap) = NJoN—*, where N = and Jp = . (71)
—r Yy 1 0
We define a vector T' € T;(LTV) to be a linear map T : V — V such that J + tT is a positive

compatible complex structure in V' to first order in the parameter t. This implies

1= +tT)? =T +t(JT+TJ)+0{t*) = TJ+JT =0 (72)
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and
w(Y, X) =w[(J +tDT)Y, (J +tT)X] = w(Y, X) + t{w(TY, JX) + w(JY,TX)] + O(t?)
= w(JTY,X) =w(J*TY,JX) = —w(TY,JX) = w(JY, TX) = w(JTX,Y)
= w(JTY,X) =w(JTX,Y), VXY € V.
Conversely, we can think of T" as given by the vector tangent to the curve z+tw in the z coordinates

and represent it by some symmetric w = u+iv. Then equation (7)) implies that the two expressions

for T € T;(LTV) are related by
T=WJy—JW)N"!, where W=

There is a symplectic structure given by
1
Q:Ty(LTV)x Ty(LTV) - R: (T, T") gtr(TJT’).

That this is antisymmetric follows from (72)). Note also that it is invariant under the action
J +— p~tJp of SP(V,w) due to the cyclic property of the trace. Closure will follow from the
expression of w in terms of a Kahler scalar K. To evaluate this, note that the complex structure

at T;(L*TV) with respect to which the z coordinates are holomorphic is given by J itself. More

precisely,
TJ=[WJo— JW)N NN =[(Wo)Jo — J(WJo)]N~".

But

0 0 0 -1 0 0

Wdy = = ,

—u v 1 0 vou
which corresponds to the vector iw = —v + iu. Hence the natural metric g(-,-) = 2w(-, J-) is given
by

20(T, TJ) = itr(TJTJ) = itr(TQ)
= iu«[(muo]\f—l)2 —(WHNYIWN™Y — (JWN'WIN™YH) — (JWNLJWN )]
= SulWIN "+ (WN Y] = Zorl(uy ™) + oy )2
and hence in the z coordinates this metric is given by

1 K ab,~ted __ _1 62(ln det(y))

1
il ab, cd ab,edy _ — —1\2 —1\2
2 9z009z¢d " " 8  Jybayed (™ + o) 2tr[(uy )7+ ey

for K = —Indet(y). We conclude that Q = i90K, which is then obviously closed. O
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A geometric way of proceeding is to consider the hermitian vector bundle FF — LTV : (J,F;) —
J. Because F; C H, VJ € LTV, it can be embedded in the trivial bundle LTV x H, from which it
inherits a natural connection, parallel transport from J,, to Jz being given, to first order in J, — Jg
by the projection F, — Fg. This is seen to have a nonzero curvature, and the modification of the
definition of the Fock spaces which makes this bundle flat renders a representation of (the double
cover of) SP(V,w) on the space of covariantly constant sections.

The main strategy is to calculate the curvature from the cocycle x, which is expressed in terms

of 7 and A. To fill in the technical steps, let ¥, be the ground state in F,. Then

(Va, ¥p) = (Vo Tagthp) = (Dag) 2Pap(0)e FO/2h = (A 5)72.

On the other hand,

JAVIWAN
<¢a,7pﬁ> = <7;Z)aa77a67pﬁ> = <7;Z)aa77a077'0ﬁ¢6> = Aoiw<7r0a¢aa7r0ﬁ¢ﬁ>
Xa08 afT0aps
AgaDog 1 2 1 , y
— —w(X, Jo Lo X — 1L X
Auimons <AOaAOB> /Vexp 2hw( , . 1 )| %

1
X exp [ﬁw(X, JgLgX — iLﬁX)} e_K/ﬁe,
therefore, from the two equations,

1
Aop) 2 = / e~ Qan/he,
(Aag) AapAoalosToas Jv

where Qqp(X) = w(X, AypX), with
1 . .
Aaﬁ =Jy— §J0(La(1 + ’LJ()) + Lﬁ(l — ’LJ())).
Since @ is a quadratic form with positive real part, the integral converges and we get

N 1
7008 =\ Agalos ) \ det(Aag)

To calculate the determinant of (A,g), consider the frame Z¢, 7%, where Z¢ = X® —iY,. Then

NI

JoZ® =iZ% and JygZ® = —iZ® so that the expression for Jy in this frame is
1 0
Jo =
0 —z

Likewise, the matrix N becomes

NX% = X% - 1Y, NZ®=1(1—i2)Z2% + 11 +iz)Z¢ 1 1-iz 1-iz

N[

NY, = yY, NZ*=1(1-iz2)Z+ L1 +iz)2¢

N[
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so that, using equation (7)),

-1

0 i+ Z itz 0
Lo = L(za) = “ “ =
i = Za 0 0 1 — Zqg
-1
—1+iz3 —t—2% 1+ 2z 0
:>Aa6 = A @ B N
—i+zg 141z, 0 i — 7,
2i(2’5 —Ea) Caﬁ i
= det(Aqp) = _ L Cdqettes
e( Q’ﬁ) det(l—{—ZB) det(l_za) COﬁCa(]’ whnere CO(B e 2(204 Zﬁ)

We additionally use the properties of 7 and A. For example, we know from proposition B.1.3] that

Toaa = 1, so the previous equations give

o 4 Aaa )4 <<0a<a0>2 4 4 COQCQO
1= (7'Oaa) - <AOaAOa Caﬁ = (AOQ) - (Aao) - CaaCOO.

This, in turn, implies

2 CapCBa
Aa 4 — BSB ,
- ( ﬁ) CaaCﬁﬁ

_ ‘ Aaﬁ ‘4 COBC&O
AonAOB Caﬁ

1= |7_0046|4

since (o = CE - Now, we are finally able to calculate

(To0s)* = ( AWY >4 (Cog@o)z _ Ca0Gpalos
0a? AgaBop Cap CoaCaplpo

Since T is a cocycle, ie., T1237301 = T2307012, this allows to calculate a general 7,3,

4 _ SBaCypCay
(Ta A/) Caﬁgﬁﬂ/gfya’

and, finally,

1
izs = T123831 _ <C22C13> 2
A12A93 C12€23

where we choose the square-root by: x111 = 1, x(21, 22, 23) = X123 is continuous in z; 3. This is
well-defined because LTV is connected and simply-connected. Therefore the curvature I of the

bundle (J,F;) — J is

)

[—138 In det %(2 - z)]

. . _1 1
P(e1) = ids N da InX123)1 =25 =20 = i3 A d2 In(C23) 72 |y =202z = 5

2=z
so the curvature is %Q, where € is the symplectic structure in L1V

We wish to progress by tensoring F' — L1V with a bundle with connection with curvature
—%Q. Additionally, this should be a line-bundle, since one should not effectively change the Fock
spaces Fjz, but only the relative phases between them. A prequantum bundle is then seen to be

naturally of use in the construction. Consider
n:L={(J,¢),] € LTV, £ € L;} = LTV,
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where Lj := {¢£ € A"Vg|X A€ =0,VX € P;}. These are one-dimensional since dim(Py) = n =
dim(A"Py) = (?) = 1. Using the holomorphic coordinates 2% in P; = span{X® — 2%*Y};} one can
give it the structure of a holomorphic line bundle.

This bundle has a hermitian structure: in a given symplectic frame (X%, Y;) in (V,w), it is
expressed as

1=

This hermitian structure then defines a compatible connetion: let Z¢ = X% — 2%V} be a basis for

b

Pj, where 2% are the holomorphic coordinates of J € LTV, then this gives a holomorphic (=

polarized) section of L, and

(EOE=i"EnE =i L&(X’f - z’mYa)] A [ A (X! - z”%)]

=im A (X =2y A (k= )| ( )
Sy k& [X’f A (2R — zka)Ya] ()5 = (k&X’“> A Lﬁl(z’a - zl“)Ya] (73)
= A X’“) A" det(z — 2) <XY1>
k=1 =1
= det(2y)Z,
z = x +iy. Then the Kahler scalar can be calculated to be K = —1In(¢,&) = —Indet(2y) =

100K = Q. So, up to factors of h, this is a prequantum bundle.
We are interested in a bundle with the opposite curvature and so let us consider now the dual

of this bundle, the canonical bundle K — L*V, whose fibre over J is K; = Kp,, where
Kp={pe A"V Xopu=0,VX € P},

for any Lagrangian subspace P C V. We calculate its curvature from the cocycle of the embedding
of K in the trivial bundle LTV x A"V{.

Similarly, the LTV x A"V has an indefinite inner product given by " (u, p')e = A g/, where
e = w"/(2wh)". Because the Lagrangian subspaces P; are positive, the restriction of this to K is
positive definite. Take the holomorphic section

() = <ﬁ> F Z) A M Z),

where the Z® span P;. A calculation totally analogous to (Z3) gives (pi1, po) = det (22— 21) = (o1,
where p; = pu(J;) and z; are the holomorphic coordinates of J; € LTV. Since the connection
obtained from the embedding is such that parallel transport from J, to Jz is given, to first order in

Jo — Jp, by the orthogonal projection K, — K, with respect to this inner product, the cocycle
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of the embedding is found to be

(2, 1) (13, po) _ C12€23
(p3, pen)(p2, p2) — C13G22

= (x123) "%,

so that the curvature is

) _ 1
id3 N\ dy 1nX1223’31:»712:Z3 = —2 <§Q> =—Q.

Definition 5.1.6. The half-form bundle § — LTV is the line bundle v/K. It has a connection and

compatible Hermitian structure inherited from K. Likewise, we define the pairing,
(Vs vg) == (Vg,yg), Vv € 64,,v8 € 01,,

by using the pairing in K. Here, the sign of the square-root is fixed by continuity together with

(v,v) > 0. A half-form on Py is an element of ¢ ;.

The definition of the half-form pairing implies that the corresponding cocycle is (x123) !, so
that the curvature of the half-form bundle is —%Q, as we needed. The construction is heavily
dependent on the fact that K (and therefore §) are topologically trivial and that LTV is simply
connected.

Therefore we should substitute the bundle ' — LTV by F' = F ®4§. The cocycle of the pairing
(81 @ V1,82 @ v2) = (51,52)(v1,10),

where sq @ Vo € Fy, is (X123)(X7223)1/2 = 1, so the resulting bundle, with connection such that
parallel transport is given by the projection 7 defined by (3, 73") = (5, 3), is flat. The action of the
X, X €V does not change because these preseve the complex structure J on V, so that they act
trivially on K, and hence on §. On the other hand, SP(V,w) acts on K by u+— p*u. This action

preserves the pairing in K,

(P, p T p2)e = pTHin A pTug = p" (i A p2) = i (1, p2)pte = 1" (pa, p2)e,

since € o w™, which is preserved by the definition of SP(V,w). This is consistent with the action
of SP(V,w) on the base LTV, since the elements of p* K; annihilate p* Py = PP(J), that is p*Kj =
K, (5. However, it is not possible to transfer this action to 4, as we now motivate: consider the
group Uy = {p € SP(V,w)|p(J) = J}. It can be shown to be isomorphic to U(n), and the relation
is that, if p € U corresponds to u, € U(n), then p|x, = detu,id. The natural way to proceed
would be to define p|s5, = y/det u,id. The problem is that one cannot define Vdetu on all of U(n)

continuously.
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Conversely, the double cover M P(V,w) of SP(V,w) has a well-defined action on 4. In fact, we
can define this group through the way it acts on 6: let 0 # p € C*°(K). For any p € SP(V,w),
p*u = App for some A, : LYV — C. Define MP(V,w) = {(p,\/A,)} with composition rule
(p1, \/)\_pl) o (pa, \/)‘_02) = (p10pa, \/W), where \/)\_p is one of the two square roots of \,. Then,
for 0 = (p,\/Ap) € MP(V,w) and v € 4, define o*v = \/A,v.

Finally, because the cocycle of the pairing is trivial, the projections 7 : F, — 1*:’5 are unitary
and 739 0 91 = 731, S0 that p — 7o (p ® p*) gives a representation of M P(V,w) on each F,. All

in all, we have

Proposition 5.1.7. The bundle F = F ® § — L1V, with
(51 ®@ V1,80 @ 1) = (51,82)(V1,12), Vsa @ Ve € Fo =Fo®6y,,

has a flat connection such that parallel transport from Jj to Js is given by the orthogonal projection
7 : Fy = Fy. Each F, carries a representation X — X, X € V of the Heisenberg group, defined
by X(s ®v) = (XS) ® v, and the metaplectic representation of M P(V,w) p +— p, defined by
pls@v) =m(p(s) ®p*(v)), with 7 : lEp(J) — F the orthogonal projection.

Example 5.1.8. Corrected SHO
One does not have to go far to find an example of a physics application. In fact, it is the
metaplectic correction which fixes the spectrum of the simple harmonic oscillator, discussed earlier
in example We take V = {(p,q) € R?} and w = dp A dq. Then SP(V,w) = SP(1,R). But it
is well known that SP(1,R) = SL(2,R) (in two dimensions, symplectic means ‘area-preserving’),
SO
0 -1 -1 0 0 1

Lie(SP(V,w)) = sl(2,R) = span | A; = ,Ag = ,Ag =
1 0 0 1 10

The vector fields generating the corresponding flows are then

p p —q
etAr = +t + O(t?)
q q p
— 9 o)
X1 =—qg, + 13
p p —p
tA _ 2
eth2 1 +t q +O() =Xy = —p2 +qi
—_ 4,0 0
X3 =qz, + 3y
p p q
et = +1 + O(t?)
q q p

\

And, by Hamilton’s equation df = —X _w, these are generated by the functions

fl - %(pQ +q2)7 f2 = pq, f3 = %(pQ - q2)
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As we can see, choosing this basis of Lie(SP(V,w)) one immediately recognizes the Hamiltonian of
the SHO as one of the generators of the action of the symplectic group on (V,w).
As explained in example £.2.2] the coordinate z = p + iq is holomorphic with respect to Jy and
Fo = {¢.e ?*/*s, ¢ holomorphic}, where Ds = —%6’0 ® s for Oy = %(pdq — qdp). The projective
representation of SP(V,w) on Fy is generated by fi=mo fl Since we saw that f; preserves the
polarization Jy,
9¢

fi=mofi=ido f1:¢+— ha—.
0z

And since the half-form bundle has one-dimensional fibres, after choosing a holomorphic section

v, which we take as
1

UV = s =
Vi VArh

the other polarized sections of ¢ are fixed to be of the form ¢(z)v, with ¢(z) holomorphic. Therefore

dz,

Fo = {¢(2)e**/%"s @ v}. This space carries the metaplectic representation of MP(V,w), and we

wish to see how the generator fi acts in it. Note that

Lx,dz=d(X;1dz) =d [(p(% - q(%))J(dp + idq)] = idz

and (u,pn) =1 (= (v,v) = 1), since

1 .
AL S S PN R ALY
21h

i 1) 4mh 2mh

Therefore (p, Lx,p) = (i,ip) = i and thus

1 1 1 1
(v, Lx,v) = 52(’/7 v)(v, Lx,v) = 5(”27£X1V2) = §(M7£X1:U') = 9

which implies Lx,v = %1/. We use this to evaluate the correction to fl proposed by the metaplectic

prescription. Analogously to equation ([B7) f should generate the action (s ® v) = p(s) @ p*v by

dpe i =
= al.
which gives
N d d
fitws ©v) = —ihZpri(s ©v)| = —ihspialws) @ piy )]
= —m% { [(¢5) + t%fl(qps) + O(tQ)} ®[v+tlx,v+ O(t2)]} L:O

——in | phiws) @y + (098 Lxiv]

_ 1 % —zZ/4h —zZ/4h 1
= zh[h<hzaze s U+ ¢e s®2y

g 1 -
_ s - —zZ/4h
[h(zaz+2>¢]e sQ v,
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which agrees with the physical expectation. In one of the eigenspaces H,,,

~ 1
fl‘Hn =h <n—i— 5) id.
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5.2 Half-form quantization

Many generalizations are needed to extend the metaplectic correction to the non-linear case. We
comment on some of the results[5, 33, 134, 135, 136]. First, the positive Lagrangian Grassmanian
generalizes to the the non-negative Lagrangian Grassmanian LV of a symplectic vector space (V,w),
made up of all non-negative Lagrangian subspaces of V. We should try to repeat the construction
of the last subsection on each tangent space T,,M in a way that can be extended to all of (M,w)

in the presence of a polarization. This is called a metaplectic structure on a manifold.

Definition 5.2.1. Let (M, w) be a 2n-dimensional symplectic manifold and let LM := {(m, P)|m €
M,P C (T,,M)c is a non-negative Lagrangian subspace}. LM has the structure of a bundle over
M with projection 7 : (m, P) — m and fibre L,, M = L(T,,M). The canonical bundle K — LM
over it is the line bundle whose fibre over (m, P) is Kp. A metaplectic structure on M is a square-

root of K. That is, a line bundle § — LM such that §%2 = K.

This definition of a metaplectic structure and the choice of polarization are related by the

following,.

Proposition 5.2.2. A square-root ép, of the canonical bundle Kp, of a non-negative polarization
Py determines a metaplectic structure. Conversely, a metaplectic structure determines a square-root

d0p of Kp in a natural way for any other non-negative polarization P.

To understand this, remember that the construction of a metaplectic structure is equivalent to
taking square-roots of the transition functions of the canonical bundle in a way that they still satisfy
the cocycle conditions (= still define a line bundle). Since one can show that each L,,M = L(T,,M)
is contractible, one can take the transition functions of K to be constant on each fibre L,, M of LM
and thus ¢ is defined by a square-root of K |5, where ¥ = o(M) is the graph of a smooth section o
of LM.

A section o : M — LM is a complex distribution on M made up of nonnegative Lagrangian
subspaces, so 0* K is the canonical bundle of this distribution. If o is also integrable, then it is a
polarization. Conversely, any nonnegative polarization P is a section o : M — LM : m — (m, P,),
so one may take 6p = 0™ (d|(ar))-

Neither the existence nor uniqueness of a metaplectic structure are guaranteed in symplectic
manifolds which admit a prequantum bundle and a polarization, so the existence of a metaplectic
structure imposes an additional constraint for a given symplectic manifold to be quantizable. More
technically, it should happen that the classical phase space is not only a symplectic manifold, but

also a metaplectic manifold|6].
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Example 5.2.3. The dilaton shift

As an interesting example we discuss how the transformation of the dilaton field in string theory
under a T-duality relates to the inclusion of half-forms in the quantization procedure|37]. Let us
briefly summarize the canonical interpretation of t-duality [38, [39, 40]. Consider the non-linear
sigma model constructed on the space of maps X : ¥ — M, where ¥ = S! x R is the string
world-sheet and M is the target space-time, which comes with a metric G, a closed 3-form H and

a scalar field ® (the dilaton). The dynamics is given by the action

1

4o

S

/ B*EVRRM G0, X0, X7 4 i B;;0, X', X7 + o/ VhRP® (X)),
¥

where h and R® are the metric and scalar curvature on X, respectively, and B is the gauge
potential of H (locally, H = dB, although B might not be globally defined). T-duality refers to
the fact that, if the target space-time is a torus fibration T < M — M, so that it has abelian
isometries generated by translations along the torus directions 9, there is a different (T-dual)
background such that the above procedure gives the same quantum field theory on the space of
maps X : 3 — M. Specifically, if we consider T-duality with respect to the isometry generated by
0/09, where (X!) = (9, X*) is a coordinate system adapted to the S' C T™ action, the background
fields (G, B, ®), (G, B, ®) should be related by the Buscher rules

~ 1

Gop = —

0= G

~ B (e} S (e}
GOoz - 0 5 BOa - G—O

Goo Goo (74)

&G GoaGos — BoaBog

af — Uap — GOO

> GOozBOﬁ - GOBGOa
Bap = Bop Goo

Additionally, if one requires the dual model to also have conformal invariance, it is necessary that
~ 1
=90 — 5 In GO(]-

The most standard procedure to derive the relations (74]) is that of gauging the isometry group
by introducing an auxiliary gauge field A, which is forced to be flat by introducing a Lagrange
multiplier term AdA. Then integrating out A\ gives back the original model, while integrating
first A gives the dual theory depending on A, understood as the dual variable ([41]). The dilaton
shift from the perspective of this proceedure is a one loop effect that we see in the path integral
formalism. For us, however, the canonical approach is more interesting: the background fields
on the target define a Lagrangian on the space of embeddings of ¥ on M, which then gives it a

symplectic structure (more precisely, on the tangent bundle of the loop space of M). Then the
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background fields are related by the Buscher rules if the induced symplectic manifolds are related
by a specific type of canonical transformation.

Instead of giving the transformation now, we wish to approach it from the perspective of double
field theory, as this will show one more piece of symplectic geometry which appears. The physical
idea is to construct a version of the theory which has the duality as a manifest symmetry, by
including both the original and dual coordinates. One can then recover not only the original
and dual theories but also other equivalent backgrounds, which are related to each other by the
infinite-order discrete group O(n,n,Z) |40].

Geometrically, let T < M — M be the torus fibration of target space M. After a Legendre
transform, we get the phase space of the string model T*LM, where LM is the space of loops
X : 8! < M. As any cotangent bundle, this comes with the symplectic structure which at the
point X (o) has the form

o jés do (6P (o) A 6X1 (o)),

where we think of the momentum P = P;(0)§X’ (o) as a section of the pullback of T*M to S* by
X (o) and ¢ is the differential on LM. The correct symplectic manifold for the sigma model with

H-field, however, has the symplectic structure ‘twisted’ by H,
1
Wy = w + j{ do (9, X)2H = w + 5 74 o0, X" (0)Hryx (X (0))5X7 (o) N 6X K (o),
St St

where the components are defined by H = HyjgdX! AdX? AdX® on M. Since locally H = dB,
prequantization should construct a prequantum bundle over T*(LM) with connection which can

be expressed by Ds = —%HM ® s for some local section s and local symplectic potential
Oy =0z + }{ dolp — (0,X)1B],
Sl

where z is a local coordinate on the fibre.
In our case, M is a principal torus bundle 7 : M — M with connection ©. This is given by a

globally defined smooth one-form on M with values in Lie(T™) = R™ such that

(9(?91'_,@ =id € Lie(T")* @ Lie(T") and Ly/p9:© =0

for the generators 8‘; € C®(TM & Lie(T™)*) of the torus action on the total space M. These two

criteria imply that d© = 7*F for some two-form with integral periods on M with values on Lie(T)".
Furthermore, the space of maps X : ¥ — M also has the structure of a bundle over the space of

maps to the base X : ¥ — M: one takes the projection map to be composition with 7 : M — M,
Map(X,M) 3 X — 70X € Map(%, M),
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and then the fibre over m o X is the space of smooth sections of the pullback by 7o X of the torus
bundle M — M, C°[(r o X)*M]. We use these to rewrite the symplectic potential in the case in

which the sigma model is constructed over such a torus bundle
Our = 62 + }[ do[pad X + (p,©) — (05 X + Vo) B,
S1

where now X : S' < M is a loop on the base M, 9 € C®[X*M] is the corresponding section of
the pullback bundle over S' and V is the covariant derivative with respect to the pullback of the
connection on M — M. One can then use the fact that B is a gerbe connection on M to construct
the prequantum bundle with the correct curvature.

The extended space is then constructed by the geometrization of the 2-form F’ obtained from

the contraction of H with the vector fields 9/09°, that is,

0

Fg:(wJ

H

)

which is a 2-form in M with values in Lie(T™) and integral periods. Specifically, one wants to think
of it as the curvature of a connection ©4 on a principal torus bundle pr : N — M over the total
space of M — M with fibre T%, where we identify Lie(T?) = Lie(T")* (that is, pr*(F%) = dO}). If
H satisfies some technical assumptions, this bundle will not only have an action of T}; but also one
of the original torus T™ (note that, in principle, this acts only on M, but not necessarily on the
total space of the new bundle N — M). If this is the case, then N itself is a principal double torus
bundle over M with fibre T x T?;. We assume this is the case and denote by ©p a connection on
N which is compatible with the action of T" x T7; and Fp its curvature.

Up to some obstructions on H, one can proceed by substituting the phase space by T*(LN)

with symplectic structure wy = 60, where
O =0+ § dolpabX?+ (9.0} + (Op.pp) — (05X + Vad)o(B - (00, 0))].
Sl

Now, if 8/09; and 9/89%, generate the actions of T" and T% on N, then §/89; and §/59%, generate

the actions of T™ and T7; on T*(LN). These actions are Hamiltonian

6%91__1(4}]\[ +6(p* + Vi) =0

ﬁjw +0(pp,i + Voti) = 0
which, in particular, implies that they generate canonical flows on T*(LN). We see that wy projects
to a well-defined closed two-form on the quotient of T*(LN) by the flow of the §/§9%,, though the
projection is degenerate. Reducing the resulting pre-symplectic manifold gives back T*(LM) with

the symplectic structure wy;. However, one might just as well reduce with respect to the flows of the

93



d/0v;, which gives a manifold M, with symplectic structure wys,. The two are then automatically

symplectomorphic, the symplectic diffeomorphism being generated by

1

S = 3 yi 1 do (9 (0)0,9;(0) — 9i(0) e ().

Additionally, this includes the O(n, n,Z) structure, which acts by changing the subtorus of T" x T%
with respect to which one does the symplectic reduction.

The function S on LM x LM, is to be understood as Hamilton’s two-point function from
classical mechanics. That is, one considers the graph of the one-form 4.5, which is A = {(p,q) €
T*(LM x LMg)|lp = 6S(q)}. Since §S is closed, this submanifold is Lagrangian which, in turn,
implies that the transformation p : T*(LM) — T*(LM,) defined implicitly by

A ={(p,pa;q,9a) € T (LM x LMg) = T*(LM) x T*(LMa)\p(p, q) = (=pa; qa)}

is a symplectic diffeomorphism. We conclude that the transformation from 7%*(LM) to T*(LMy)
is given by

p=—, and pg=——.
dq 0qq

If we restrict to one isometry, in the direction of ¢, this will then give
(75)

Let then p be the composition of a Legendre transform on the ¥ variables, followed by the
above transformation, and then by an inverse Legendre transform on the ¥/p variables. An explicit
computation shows that, if the fields (G, B, ®) on M and (Gp, Bp,®p) on Mp are related by (74)
and L and Lp are the corresponding Lagrangians, then L = Lp o p = p*Lp, which then implies
that the symplectic structures are related by wyr = p*war,. Hence the connection between this
type of canonical transformation and the Buscher rules.

As an imediate example, let us restrict to the ¢ coordinate, so that the Lagrangian becomes
simply

L= %GOOW — @),

where ¥ = 0,9. The Legendre transform gives

2 N2 _
P + C:OO(’[9 ) ’ P = Gy

H =
2Goo 2

The canonical transformation ([75]) then gives

(0p)* | GooPh

H =
EEDTEM 2
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From Hamilton’s equation, dp = 6Hp /0Pp = GooPp, so the inverse Legendre transform gives

1

— 92 (.9 \2
Lp = 5o=(0h — 0p)").

So, indeed, if we had defined Lp using (Gp)oo = Goy , we would have found L = p*Lp.

Until now, all the symplectic geometry has appeared on the infinite-dimensional symplectic
manifold 7*(£M). The dilaton, however, is a field on M, so it doesn’t seem at first to be related to
the inclusion of half-forms on the quantization procedure. The intermediate step is to look at the
Fourier decomposition of the loops X : ¥ — M [42]. Looking at the action of one of the S* ¢ T",

generated by translation in ¢, we write

Y(o) = Yo + wo + oscillators,
27py(0) = p + oscillators.

Since the g variable lies in the image circle ¥(S'), one must have w € N (we parametrize the
coordinate on S! from 0 to 27). We shall neglect the oscillators, as only the zero modes transform
in a non-trivial way under T-duality. This has the effect of substituting 7*(LM) by a finite-
dimensional manifold, because we parametrize each of the admissible loops simply by the coefficients

of the zero modes. Substituting these in (75l) and solving for Ip, Pp,

Vp(o) = [; Pdo =19po+po+ oscillators

Pp = 29(c) =w+ oscillators,
where we have included an inversion ¢ — —o. Hence it acts by swapping p and w. Since we want to
interpret ¥p o as the coordinate conjugate to w, which has integer spectrum, it should take values
in the interval [0, 27] as well (note that this implies p € N as well). One says that it is a coordinate
on the dual circle. The action of the canonical transformation together with the Buscher rules
preserves the Hamiltonian, which becomes

p* | Goow?  p} (Gp)oowd

H= +

— = Hp.
2Goo 2 2(Gp)oo 2 P

Hence we take the phase space to be T*(T?) = {(p,w,99,9p o)}, where T? is the torus made of
the original and dual circles, with symplectic structure Gooddg A dp + (G p)ood¥p,o A dw, where we
treat p and w as continuous variables, with the understanding that their quantizations should be
present in the resulting quantum theory.

Suppose now that the dilaton field defines a half-form on each of the symplectomorphic reduc-
tions, and that the two half-forms are related by one of the elements of the metaplectic group which

correspond to the canonical transformation relating the two spaces. More specifically, we assume
e®(ddo A dp)t/? = p*[e®P (dIp o A dw) /2],
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and use the fact that the two reductions of the symplectic structure on T*(T?) should be mapped

to each other, so that

20, 1/2
e®70) (o N dp)'? = pFle®P (dIp o A dw)'/?) = [p* (e—wmoodvﬂao A dw)]
(Gp)oo
®p(p(Y0)) @ p(p(Yo))
= —— 75 (Gooddlo A dp]!* = ———(do N dp)' ",
(G)oo (G oo

where the commutation of the pullback sign with the square-root should be understood as choosing

one of the two correponding elements of the metaplectic group. We conclude that one should have
1
q)D =& — 51HG00,

which is the correct transformation law.
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