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Abstract Numerical methods are a powerful tool for doing calculations in spinfoam
theory. We review the major frameworks available, their definition, and various appli-
cations. We start from sl2cfoam-next, the state-of-the-art library to efficiently
compute EPRL spin foam amplitudes based on the booster decomposition. We also
review two alternative approaches based on the integration representation of the
spinfoam amplitude: Firstly, the numerical computations of the complex critical
points discover the curved geometries from the spinfoam amplitude and provides
important evidence of resolving the flatness problem in the spinfoam theory. Lastly,
we review the numerical estimation of observable expectation values based on the
Lefschetz thimble and Markov-Chain Monte Carlo method, with the EPRL spinfoam
propagator as an example.
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1 Introduction

Spinfoam theory is a covariant formulation of Loop Quantum Gravity. It provides a
background-independent, and Lorentzian quantum gravity path integral regularized
on a fixed triangulation. Spinfoam assigns transition amplitudes to spin network
states living on the triangulation’s boundary. The state-of-the-art spinfoam model is
the EPRL-FK model defined in [1, 2] (for a pedagogical introduction, see [3, 4]).

Computations in spin foam are very involved, and for a long time, the theory
was relegated to a formal proposal, and very few explicit calculations existed. The
majority of the results of the approach are obtained in the large spins regime, often
identified as semiclassical. The theory shows a remarkable connection to a discrete
version of General Relativity if the limit is taken simultaneously as the refinement.

Recently, the field has undergone a numerical revolution. The interest of the
community in numerical methods grew considerably while, at the same time, fast
technological developments provided simpler access to High-Performance Comput-
ing facilities.

Many different and complementary approaches were born, providing different
tools suitable to solve different problems. We can finally do spinfoam computations
and answer some of the theory open questions. In this work, we present a selection
of these techniques.

The library sl2cfoam [5] was the first attempt to build a complete library to
compute Lorentzian EPRL spinfoam transition amplitudes. It is coded in C and based
on a divide-and-conquer paradigm. The amplitude is divided into easier-to-compute
components and then reassembled. The library evolved into sl2cfoam-next [6]
and is now optimized for high-performance computing. With sl2cfoam-next
an interactive Julia interface is provided. This numerical framework is modular
(can be used to compute any transition amplitude), scalable (can run on a laptop or a
cluster), and user-friendly (a minimal amount of additional code is required). There
are two main disadvantages of this approach. The number of resources required
increases very rapidly but not exponentially. The numerical evaluation involves an
unavoidable approximation (see Section 2.5), and we do not control it entirely.

The method of complex critical points provides a complementary numerical
approach for performing computations with the Lorentzian EPRL spinfoam model in
the regime where the sl2cfoam-next code becomes computationally expensive
is available. This approach is based on the integral expression of the spinfoam model.
The main task is to compute oscillatory integrals representing the spinfoam amplitude
numerically. This approach closely relates to the stationary phase approximation,
one of the main tools for studying the quantum theory in the semiclassical regime.
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This numerical code focus on the complex critical points in the semiclassical regime
of the spinfoam amplitude. The complex critical points are the key to recovering
the curved geometries and the semiclassical gravity dynamics. The results produced
by this code provide important pieces of evidence for resolving the confusion in
the LQG community known as “the flatness problem” [7, 8, 9, 10]. The flatness
problem, which claims that the semiclassical geometries in the spinfoam model are
all flat, results from mistakenly ignoring the contributions from complex critical
points [11, 12, 13]. This confusion is clarified by explicitly demonstrating the curved
geometry from the spinfoam amplitude with the numerical method.

From the computation of the spinfoam amplitude integrals beyond the leading
order, we can derive the quantum corrections to the semiclassical limit of the theory1.
The integrands in the spinfoam amplitude are highly oscillatory. Computing oscilla-
tory integrals used to be numerically expensive, but the recent method based on the
Lefschetz thimble makes the computation much more efficient (see [15] for a review).
Given any critical point of the integral, the Lefschetz thimble is an integration cycle
connected to the critical point, such that the integrand becomes non-oscillatory on
the cycle and the original integral is a linear combination of the integrals on the
Lefschetz thimbles. We developed a numerical code to compute the spinfoam correla-
tion functions with the Lefschetz thimble and Monte-Carlo methods [16]. Thanks to
the non-oscillatory integrand on the Lefschetz thimble, computing the integral with
the Monte-Carlo method becomes efficient 2. In addition to reproducing the correct
semiclassical behavior of the spinfoam propagator, the numerical results efficiently
compute the quantum corrections to the propagator from the spinfoam amplitude.

In addition to the numerical frameworks presented in this chapter, there exist other
numerical codes based on the spinfoam models simplified compared to the EPRL
model, such as the effective spinfoam model (see, e.g., [18, 19]), where geometry
and the connection with area-angles Regge calculus plays a central role, and the
hypercuboid truncated model (see, e.g., [20]), where the spinfoam renormalization is
studied. We do not review them here since other chapters focus on these approaches.
However, we would like to point out the interesting similarity between our result
based on the EPRL model and the result from the effective spinfoam model. From the
perspective of the semiclassical analysis, the effective spinfoam model also needs to
apply the method of complex critical point and turns out to give qualitatively similar
behavior to the result presented in Section 3, particularly about the dependence of
the amplitude on the curvature of the semiclassical geometry. It seems to suggest the
close relationship between the effective spinfoam model and the EPRL model in the
large- j regime.

The architecture of this chapter is as follows: First, we discuss the library
sl2cfoam in Section 2. Section 2 also includes a concise review of the Lorentzian
EPRL spinfoam amplitude and the booster function decomposition, which the library
is based on. In Section 3, we review the integral representation of the spinfoam ampli-

1 The quantum corrections derived from the spinfoam amplitude can also be analyzed numerically
evaluating the next-to-leading order in the stationary phase approximation, see [14].
2 The Monte-Carlo method can also be used as a tool for finding critical points in the complexified
integration space, see [17].
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tude, discuss the algorithm of computing the complex critical points, and demonstrate
the curved geometries emergent from the spinfoam amplitude in a few numerical ex-
amples. In Section 4, we discuss the algorithm of computing the spinfoam oscillatory
integrals on the Lefschetz thimble and the application on the spinfoam propagator.

2 Booster functions and SU(2) invariants: sl2cfoam

In this section, we will review the main ingredients and a few applications of the
booster decomposition of the EPRL amplitude and its numerical implementation
in sl2cfoam-next. The reader interested in more details can find a recent and
pedagogical introduction to this framework in [21].

2.1 The EPRL transition amplitude

This section briefly introduces the EPRL spin foam model and fixes our notation.
For a comprehensive and more detailed description of the model, its derivation,
physical motivation, and connection with LQG, we refer to other chapters of this
book, reviews [22], or other monographs [3].

The EPRL spin foam theory attempts to quantize gravity with a path integral
regularized on a triangulation of the spacetime manifold or, more precisely, its dual
2-complex ∆ . It provides dynamics to LQG, assigning a transition amplitude to the
states in kinematical Hilbert space living at the boundary of the spinfoam.

The EPRL transition amplitude A∆ is defined in terms of local quantities of the
2-complex ∆ colored with LQG quantum numbers: each face with a spin j f , and
each edge with an intertwiner ie. We have a face amplitude A f ( j f ), an edge ampli-
tude Ae(ie), and a vertex amplitude Av

(
j f , ie

)
each assigned to the corresponding

component of the 2-complex. We also sum over all possible bulk quantum numbers.

A∆ = ∑
j f ,ie

∏
f

A f ( j f )∏
e

Ae(ie)∏
v

Av
(

j f , ie
)
, (1)

The face and edge amplitudes are fixed, requiring the correct convolution property
of the path integral at fixed boundary [23] A f ( j f ) = 2 j f + 1 and Ae(ie) = 2ie + 1.
The vertex amplitude is given by

Av
(

j f , ie
)
= ∑

ms,mt

∫
∏
e∈v

dgeδ (ge′)∏
f∈v

D
γ j f , j f
j f mt , j f ms

(g−1
t gs)∏

e3 f

(
j f

mp

)(ie)

. (2)

The Dγ j f , j f are the matrix elements unitary irreducible representations in the principal
series of SL(2,C) labeled by ρ,k = γ j, j where γ is the Immirzi parameter. The
delta function δ (g′e) regularizes the amplitude removing a redundant integration



Spinfoams and high performance computing 5

as prescribed in [24]. The product of the holonomies g−1
t gs represents the parallel

transport from the source edge of the face s to the target one t. We integrate over all
of them. The magnetic indices ms and mt are contracted with an intertwiner tensor
labeled by a quantum number ie.

This expression will be rewritten in a form tailored to each numerical technique
in the following sections.

2.2 Booster function decomposition of the amplitude

Each face in the vertex amplitude (2) is decorated with a spin j f and contributes to
the amplitude with a γ-simple representation

D
γ j f , j f
j f mt , j f ms

(g−1
t gs) =

∞

∑
l f = j f

l f

∑
n f =−l f

D
γ j f , j f
j f mt ,l f n f

(g−1
t )D

γ j f , j f
l f n f , j f ms

(gs) . (3)

We used the representation property to separate the contribution of the edge group
elements. The sum over l f is bounded from below by j f and unbounded from above.
General SL(2,C) unitary representations are infinite-dimensional.

The vertex amplitude (2) involves four integrations (one was removed for the
regularization) over a six-dimensional non-compact group of highly oscillating
functions. Performing brute-force integration is a complex and demanding task.

To simplify the integration, we parameterize each group element using the Cartan
decomposition of SL(2,C). The group element and integration measure decomposes
as

g = ue
r
2 σ3v−1 , and dg =

1
4π

sinh2 r dr du dv . (4)

where u,v ∈ SU(2), and the rapidity r ∈ [0,+∞). This is analogous to choosing
polar coordinates for an integral on the plane R2. The integral over two unbounded
Cartesian coordinates is mapped in a bounded angular integration and an unbounded
radial one. The matrix elements in the unitary representations also decompose nicely
with the parametrization (4).

Dγ j, j
ln, jm(g) =

j

∑
p=− j

Dl
np(u)d

γ j, j
l jp (r)D j

pm(v
−1) , (5)

where dγ j, j
l jp (r)δpq = Dγ j, j

l p, jq(e
r
2 σ3) is the reduced matrix element (see [25, 26, 21] for

an expression in terms of hypergeometric functions).
Each edge group element contributes to the vertex amplitude with four matrix

elements. The prototype of this contribution is∫
dge ∏

f3a
D

γ j f , j f
l f n f j f m f

(ge) =
∫

dge ∏
f3e

∑
p f

D
l f
n f p f (ue)d

γ j f , j f
l f j f p f

(re)D
j f
p f m f (v

−1
e ) , (6)
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where f labels the faces in the edge e. We perform the SU(2) integrals in terms of
(4 jm) Wigner symbols to obtain

∫
dge ∏

f3e
D

γ j f , j f
l f n f j f m f

(ge)= ∑
ie,ke

(2ie+1)(2ke+1)
(

l f
p f

)(ke)

Bγ

4

(
l f , j f ; ie,ke

)( j f
p f

)(ie)

,

(7)
where we defined the booster function as the one dimensional integral

Bγ

4

(
l f , j f ; ie,ke

)
=∑

p f

(
l f
p f

)(ke)
(∫

∞

0
dr

1
4π

sinh2 r ∏
f∈e

d
γ j f , j f
l f j f p f

(r)

)(
j f
p f

)(ie)

. (8)

Introduced in [25], the booster functions Bγ

4 are related to the Clebsh-Gordan co-
efficients of SL(2,C) and can be evaluated in terms of complex gamma functions
[27, 28], can be numerically computed with very high precision [5, 6], and possess an
interesting geometrical interpretation in terms of boosted tetrahedra [29]. The booster
functions depend on the Immirzi parameter γ and encode the quantum simplicity
constraints for the EPRL model. The (4 jm) symbols involving the l f spins contract
among themselves, forming a {15 j} symbols, a higher-order SU(2) invariant. The
other (4 jm) symbols contract with the corresponding (4 jm) symbols in the definition
of the vertex amplitude (2).

In summary, we can rewrite the EPRL vertex amplitude (2) into a linear combina-
tion of {15 j} symbols weighted by booster functions

Av
(

j f , ie
)
=

∞

∑
l f = j f

{15 j}( j f , l f )
5

∏
e=2

Bγ

4

(
l f , j f ; ie,ke

)
. (9)

We reduced the problem of performing high-dimensional oscillatory integrals to
computing a series of one-dimensional integrals, SU(2) invariants, and summing
all the elements. The expression (9) for the vertex amplitude in the spin-intertwiner
representation is particularly convenient for a numerical calculation since it consists
of simpler and repeatable tasks. The library sl2cfoam-next provides a numerical
implementation of the vertex amplitude computing booster functions and {15 j}
symbols and summing them together in the most time and memory-efficient way.

2.3 SU(2) invariants

The computation of SU(2) invariants can be very resource-intensive. Computing the
{15 j} symbol as a contraction of (4 jm) symbols is inefficient in terms of memory
usage and computational time. In sl2cfoam-next we compute the {15 j} symbol
of the first kind [30] expressing it as a finite sum of {6 j} symbols. The optimized
calculation of SU(2) invariants is an important topic also in other scientific fields
(spectroscopy, nuclear physics, or chemistry). We did not reinvent the wheel and use
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the very performant libraries WIGXJPF and FASTWIGXJ [31] to compute the {6 j}
symbols we need.

2.4 Booster functions

One of the main advantages of the booster decomposition (9) is reducing the group
integrals to one-dimensional ones. Furthermore, it is possible to recast the reduced
matrix elements of SL(2,C) to finite sums of exponentials [5] and with a change
of variable r 7→ e−r map the unbounded integral to the unit interval (0,1]. The
drawback is dealing with highly oscillatory integrands. To evaluate the integral
with high enough accuracy, we divide the interval (0,1] into several subintervals
depending on the spins in the booster function, the Immirzi parameter, and an optional
accuracy parameter of the library. The subdivision is finer around the origin, where
the integrand oscillates more. Finally, the integral over each subinterval is done using
the Gauss-Kronrod quadrature method in double or quadruple precision.

2.5 The necessary approximation

A remnant of the non-compactness of the group in (9) hides in the sums over the
spins l f . They are bounded from below by j f but not from above. Since the ampli-
tude is finite [24], the unbounded sums are convergent. To evaluate the amplitude
numerically, we need to approximate the unbounded sums by truncating them. In
sl2cfoam-next we choose to truncate all the summations homogeneously with
the same parameter ∆ l, effectively replacing

∞

∑
l f = j f

−→
j f +∆ l

∑
l f = j f

. (10)

Unfortunately, we do not know how to estimate the error we are committing
by truncating with a given ∆ l. Recently [32, 21], we proposed to use convergence
acceleration techniques to improve our approximation of the amplitude and reduce
the dependence on the truncation parameter. Using Aitken’s delta squared method,
the vertex amplitude is well approximated by

Av ≈
Av(∆ l)Av(∆ l−2)−A2

v(∆ l−1)
Av(∆ l)−2Av(∆ l−1)+Av(∆ l−2)

. (11)

The dependence of the result on other convergence techniques and the associated
error is currently under investigation.
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2.6 Assembling the amplitude

To compute any EPRL transition amplitude, we perform many products (among
invariants, booster functions, vertex amplitudes) and sums (spins, magnetic indices,
intertwiners). For acceptable performances, we have to deal with them efficiently. The
problem is similar to matrix multiplication in computer science, which is solved using
specialized routines for contractions of multidimensional arrays and parallelization.

To compute the vertex amplitude, we build a multidimensional array with the
{15 j} symbols and another with the booster functions for varying spins l f and inter-
twiners. We calculate the vertex amplitude contracting the two tensors using basic
linear algebra subprograms (BLAS) routines. The library is parallelized consider-
ably using a hybrid OpenMP-MPI scheme. The calculation of booster tensor and
vertex tensors for different l f is distributed on many MPI nodes, and every node
parallelizes the necessary operations across its CPUs using OpenMP. The vertex
amplitude is also stored in a multidimensional array, and the contraction of many
vertices to form a transition amplitude can be parallelized. For increased performance,
tensor contractions can be parallelized using GPU cores with the julia module
SL2CfoamGPU.

2.7 Applications

We used sl2cfoam and sl2cfoam-next to compute numerous transition am-
plitudes. In this section, we review some of the main results.

2.7.1 Quickstart

We start with a showcase of how user-friendly the library is. We need a few lines of
code to compute one vertex amplitude using the julia interface. In Figure 1 we
show how to import and initialize the library.

Fig. 1 Initialization of sl2cfoam-next

We specify the value of the Immirzi parameter (set to 1.2 in this example) and
a folder where the library stores and retrieves the FASTWIGXJ tables of invariants
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and the computed amplitudes. Saving the value of known amplitudes and avoiding
recalculations saves a lot of computational time in the long run in exchange of disk
space. In Listing 2, we compute the vertex amplitude.

Fig. 2 Computation of a vertex amplitude with sl2cfoam-next

We set the ten boundary spins (in this example, all equal to 1) and the value of
the truncation parameter (in this example ∆ l = 15). Finally, we compute the vertex
amplitude and store it in an array with five indices, one per intertwiner.

2.7.2 Single vertex asymptotic

The most celebrated result of the EPRL spinfoam model is its connection with the
Regge action in the large spin limit with coherent boundary data [33, 34, 35].

Av( j f ,n f ) = ∑
ie

Av( j f , ie)∏
e

cie(n f ) . (12)

The vertex amplitude (9) is contracted with Livine-Speziale coherent intertwiners
cie(n f ) [36] representing the spacelike boundary of a Lorentzian 4-simplex. When
the spins are homogeneously large, i.e., under a rescaling j f → λ j f with λ � 1, the
amplitude (12) takes the asymptotic form

Av(λ j f ,n f ) =
1

λ 12 (N1eiλSR +N2e−iλSR)+O(λ−13) , (13)

where SR is the Regge action of the 4-simplex

SR = ∑
f

γθ f (n f ) j f , (14)

with γ the Immirzi parameter, θ f are the dihedral angles of the 4-simplex. The
coefficients Ns can be computed exactly, but a simple closed formula in terms of the
4-simplex geometry does not exists [35, 14].

The path towards the numerical verification of the formula (13) started in [35]
with sl2cfoam and was completed in [6] with sl2cfoam-next. This was the
perfect testing ground for the library since it is one of the few analytic results in the
theory.
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We use boundary data representing a very symmetric isosceles Lorentzian 4-
simplex (see [35] for a detailed description of the boundary data). We focus on the
Immirzi parameter γ = 2.0, scales up to λ = 30 with a truncation ∆ l = 8.

0 5 10 15 20 25 30

2

1

0

-1

Fig. 3 Plot of the rescaled coherent vertex amplitude (12) as function of the scale λ . The numerical
evaluation uses γ = 2 and ∆ l = 8 and boundary data corresponding to a Lorentzian isosceles
4-simplex. The asymptotic expression (13) with N1 = N̄2 = 5.85 ·10−18 · ei2.22 and SR =−0.19 is
plotted as a red continuous line. The data was kindly shared by the authors of [6].

We summarize the results in Figure 3. The numerical evaluation and the asymptotic
formula are in excellent qualitative and quantitative agreement, even at relatively
small scales.

This analysis consecrated sl2cfoam-next as a priceless tool to study the
EPRL spinfoam model. However, it also highlights one of the limitations of the
framework. The larger the scale of the boundary spins λ , the larger truncation ∆ l is
needed to approximate the amplitude. This agreement was possible only thanks to
the optimizations introduced in sl2cfoam-next. A similar calculation performed
in [35] using sl2cfoam was limited to ∆ l = 1, and only the order of magnitude of
the numerical data and the asymptotic formula agreed.

For other asymptotic behaviors of (9) a similar analysis was already performed in
[35] using sl2cfoam obtaining already a good qualitative and quantitative match.

2.7.3 Many vertices and the flatness problem

The regime of the EPRL spinfoam theory in which we can recover (discrete) general
relatively is still under study. The presence of the Regge action in the large spin limit
of a single vertex amplitude is not enough. We must explore extended triangulations
to find if we can also extract the Regge equation of motion. The community agrees
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that a double scaling limit of low energies and refined triangulation (corresponding
to large spins and many vertices) is the best candidate [12, 13, 37, 18, 38].

Numerical calculations played an essential role in confirming the so-called flatness
problem of the EPRL model [39, 9, 40, 13, 7]. For a path integral formulation of a
quantum theory, the amplitude is exponentially suppressed if and only if the boundary
data is inconsistent with the classical equation of motions. The flatness problem
claims that, at fixed triangulation, the amplitude is dominated in the large spin limit
by flat geometries. It was interpreted as a signal that the EPRL model apparently
cannot recover non-flat solutions of Einstein’s equations. The problem disappears if
a refinement of the triangulation is taken into account at the same time as the large
spin limit (see Section 3.2.1 for a complementary discussion).

It is possible to verify numerically that the Lorentzian EPRL transition amplitude
with coherent boundary data compatible only with a curved geometry exponentially
decreases when the boundary spins are rescaled homogeneously. We tested it with
the simplest triangulation ∆3 consisting of three 4-simplices sharing a tetrahedron
and all sharing one triangle dual to the only bulk face (see Figure 4).

Fig. 4 Left panel: The spin foam diagram associated to the ∆3 triangulation. We highlighted in red
the face dual to the bulk triangle. Right panel: The ∆3 triangulation. We highlighted in red the bulk
triangle and colored the three 4-simplices for a simpler visualization.

The amplitude associated with the ∆3 triangulation is

A∆3( j f ,n f ) = ∑
ie

∑
ih

∑
jh

(2 jh +1)Av1( j f , ie; jh, ih1 , ih2)Av2( j f , ie; jh, ih2 , ih3)×

Av3( j f , ie; jh, ih3 , ih1)∏
e

cie(n f ) ,
(15)

where we denoted with h the face dual to the bulk triangle (highlighted in red in
Figure 4), with jh the associated spin, with h1, h2, h3 the three bulk edges, with
ih1 , ih2 , ih3 the associated intertwiners, and with cie the boundary coherent states
representing a classical curved geometry.

For simplicity, we considered highly symmetric boundary data with all the spins
equal j f = j. The rate of exponential decrease at large spins is related to the curvature
of the geometry: the more curved the geometry is, the fastest the amplitude decreases.
We constructed boundary data corresponding to a euclidean curved geometry with
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the largest possible (discrete) curvature compatible with the symmetry (see [41] for a
detailed description of the boundary data).

In Figure 5, we plot the EPRL transition amplitude for the ∆3 triangulation with
Immirzi parameter γ = 2, truncation parameter ∆ l = 2, and rescaling the boundary
spins homogeneously with scale λ from 1 to 30. The exponential decrease in the
amplitude is apparent. Thus we confirm that just taking large spins is not a good
semiclassical limit of the theory.

0 5 10 15 20 25 30

1

10
-2

10
-4

Fig. 5 Log-linear plot of the absolute value of the A∆3 EPRL amplitude for different boundary
spins scale λ . The calculation is done with Immirzi parameter γ = 2 and small truncation parameter
∆ l = 2. We plot the function 8e−4λ/10 with a continuous blue line. This function is just a visual
guide highlighting the amplitude’s exponential decrease. It is not the result of a fit, and we do not
have enough data points to disentangle the exponential behavior from the oscillations. The data was
kindly shared by the authors of [6].

2.7.4 Radiative corrections

Spinfoams are ultraviolet finite. However, in the case of a vanishing cosmological con-
stant, they are affected by infrared divergences. Divergences arise due to unbounded
summation over the spin labels on bulk faces. They require some renormalization
procedure, and in general, their study and understanding are essential in defining the
continuum limit.

The divergences of the Lorentzian EPRL model have been studied analytically
using asymptotic techniques in [42], with a hybrid numerical and analytical analysis
in [43], and very recently numerically using sl2cfoam-next with a massive
computational effort in [32].

We focus on the computation of the radiative corrections to the EPRL spinfoam
edge. The amplitude comprises two vertices glued along four edges, with six internal
and four boundary faces. We sum over the spins of the internal faces jh, and we
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fix the spins to the boundary faces j f . Similarly, we sum over the bulk intertwiners
associated with the internal edges ihe , and we fix the boundary ones ie. We regularize
the two vertex amplitudes removing the same integration over the boundary edge.
The result is two identical vertex amplitudes, and the radiative correction amplitude
is given by

Arc = ∑
jh

(
∏
f∈h

(2 j f +1)

)
∑
ihe

(
∏
he

(2ihe +1)

)
A2

v( jh, j f , ihe , ie) . (16)

The sums over jh are unbounded and can cause the amplitude to diverge. We introduce
a homogeneous cutoff K and study the value of the amplitude as a function of K. The
nature of this cutoff is utterly different from the truncation ∆ l, introduced as a tool to
approximate the convergent sums over the virtual spins l f and the vertex amplitudes
Av.

We numerically evaluate the amplitude (16) for values of the cutoff K from 1
2

to 10 at half-integers steps. We fix the boundary spins to j f =
1
2 and the boundary

intertwiners to ie = 0. For each K we fix ∆ l = 20, and we approximate the amplitude
using the convergence acceleration formula (11). In this calculation, we use γ = 0.1.
We summarize the results in Figure 6.

0 2 4 6 8 10

0

2

4

6

8

Fig. 6 Plot of the radiative correction amplitude Arc×105 as a function of the cutoff K in halfinteger
steps. The numerical evaluation uses γ = 0.1 and ∆ l = 20. The data was kindly shared by the authors
of [32].

We fit the amplitude with a function a+bKc and find c = 1.06. We confidently
claim that also the amplitude is scaling linearly. For completeness we report also the
values of a =−5.31 ·10−6 and b = 7.18 ·10−6.

Recently, in [44], other potentially divergent contributions of the radiative correc-
tions to the EPRL propagator have been studied. All the contributions of diagrams
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with four or two bulk faces are indeed convergent. The results with different boundary
data and Immirzi parameters are incredibly stable.

2.7.5 Other applications and future developments

The numerical framework sl2cfoam-next is mainly used in phenomenological
applications: to study the early universe, quantum tunneling of a black hole to a white
hole, and explore the continuum limit.

Some preliminary results are available [45, 46]. In this section, we would like to
mention some innovative techniques used to overcome the issue of sl2cfoam-next
of being very resource-intensive on large triangulations.

For example, to calculate the expectation value of a geometrical operator O( j f , ie)
at fixed boundary spins j f , it is necessary to compute the spin-foam amplitude
for every value of the boundary intertwiners ie. With 20 boundary tetrahedra, all
boundary spins equal j, and the computation of one expectation value requires the
evaluation of (2 j+1)20 amplitudes. Even in the small spins regime j = 2, and with
the most optimistic estimate of 1µs of CPU time per amplitude, the computation of
one expectation value would take 520µs≈ 3 years.

The proposed solution to this problem uses statistical methods like Markov chain
Monte Carlo techniques to evaluate the many sums and efficiently sample the space
of possible amplitudes.

A similar issue also arises when we want to compute a spin foam transition
amplitude with many bulk faces. The amplitude calculation must be repeated for
many values of the bulk variables, and the CPU time needed piles up rapidly.

Another actively developed direction is the reduction of the dependence on the
numerical result from the truncation parameters. Other convergence acceleration
techniques and a systematic way to estimate the error in the amplitude are being
studied.

3 Complex critical points and resolution of flatness problem

The semiclassical consistency is an important requirement in quantum physics, as
any satisfactory quantum theory must reproduce the corresponding classical theory in
the approximation of smallh̄. In particular, the role of semiclassical analysis is crucial
in quantum gravity, as it is the zero-th order test of the consistency with General
Relativity. Moreover the semiclassical expansion provides a method of computing
quantum effect perturbatively and connects the non-pertubative formulation of LQG
to the perturbative regime. In spinfoam models, the semiclassical regime relates to the
large- j regime. As mentioned above, the numerical framework sl2cfoam-next is
very resource-intensive for computing the spinfoam amplitude in the large- j regime
and for large triangulations. Therefore, we look for the alternative strategies toward
the semiclassical analysis of spinfoam models. In this section, we introduce the
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numerical method based on the stationary phase approximation of the spinfoam
amplitude, and in particular, we discussion the method of complex critical point,
which is crucial for obtain curved geometries from the large- j spinfoam amplitude.
The discussion of this section is mostly based on the recent result in [47]. Some
earlier literature on the stationary phase analysis of spinfoam amplitude are [48, 33,
49, 50, 51, 52, 53, 54].

3.1 Spinfoam amplitude and complex critical points

3.1.1 Integral representation of spinfoam amplitude

The 4-dimensional triangulation ∆ are made by 4-simplices v, tetrahedra e, triangles
f , line segments, and points. Here we denote the internal triangle by h and the
boundary triangle by b ( f is either h or b), and assign the SU(2) spins jh, jb ∈ N0/2
to h,b. The Lorentzian EPRL spinfoam amplitude on ∆ sums over internal spins
{ jh} and has the following integral expression in analogy with path integral:

A(∆) =
jmax

∑
{ jh}

∏
h

ddd jh

∫
[dgdz]eS( jh,gve,zv f ; jb,ξeb). (17)

ddd jh = 2 jh +1 is the dimension of SU(2) irreducible representation. The boundary
states of A(∆) are the SU(2) coherent states | jb,ξeb〉, where jb,ξeb determines the
area and the 3-normal of b in the boundary tetrahedra e. The summed/integrated
variables are gve ∈ SL(2,C), zv f ∈ CP1, and jh, while the boundary jb,ξeb are
not summed/integrated. The integration measure is [dgdz] = ∏(v,e) dgve ∏(v, f ) dΩzv f ,
where dgve is the SL(2,C) Haar measure, and dΩzv f is a scaling invariant measure
on CP1. We truncate the sum over internal jh ∈ N0/2 at jmax. jmax is determined by
boundary spins jb via the triangle inequality for some internal triangles, otherwise
jmax is an IR cut-off. The spinfoam action S is complex and linear to the spins jh, jb.
Here we emply the action S derived in [50], so that there is no internal ξeh appearing
in the integral of A(∆) (this version of integral expression of A(∆) turns out to avoid
some degeneracy of the Hessian). We skip the detailed expression of S but refer the
reader to [50] (see also [47]).

We apply the Poisson summation formula to change the sum over jh to the integral,
as a preparation for the stationary phase analysis. Indeed, we firstly replace each ddd jh
by a smooth compact support function τ[−ε, jmax+ε]( jh) satisfying

τ[−ε, jmax+ε]( jh) = ddd jh , jh ∈ [0, jmax] and τ[−ε, jmax+ε]( jh) = 0,
jh 6∈ [−ε, jmax + ε], (18)

for any 0 < ε < 1/2. This replacement does not change the value of the amplitude
A(∆), but now the summand of ∑ jh is smooth and compact support in jh. We apply
the Poisson summation formula
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∑
n∈Z

f (n) = ∑
k∈Z

∫
R

dn f (n)e2πikn,

to the spinfoam amplitude. The discrete sum over jh in A(∆) becomes the integral,

A(∆) = ∑
{kh∈Z}

∫
R
∏

h
d jh ∏

h
2τ[−ε, jmax+ε]( jh)

∫
[dgdz]eS(k) ,

S(k) = S+4πi∑
h

jhkh. (19)

By the area spectrum of LQG a f = 8πγGh̄
√

j f ( j f +1), the classical area a f and
small h̄ imply the large spin j f � 1. This motivates to understand the large- j regime
as the semiclassical regime of the spinfoam model. To probe the semiclassical regime,
we scale uniformly the boundary spins jb → λ jb with any λ � 1, and make the
change of variables for the internal spins jh→ λ jh, at the same time, we also scale
jmax by jmax→ λ jmax. The resulting A(∆) is given by

A(∆) = ∑
{kh∈Z}

∫
R
∏

h
d jh ∏

h
2λ τ[−ε,λ jmax+ε](λ jh)

∫
[dgdz]eλS(k) ,

S(k) = S+4πi∑
h

jhkh, (20)

where jh is real and continuous. Each term in A(∆) at fixed {kh} is cast into a
standard form ready for the stationary phase approximation, in order to explore its
semiclassical behavior as λ � 1.

Fig. 7 (a) The triangulation σ1-5 made by the 1-5 Pachner move dividing a 4-simplex into five
4-simplices. σ1-5 has 10 internal triangles and 5 internal segments I = 1, · · · ,5 (red). (b) The real and
complex critical points x̊ and Z(r). S (r,z) is analytic extended from the real axis to the complex
neighborhood illustrated by the red disk.
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3.1.2 The flatness problem

By the stationary phase approximation, each integral in (20) with λ � 1 receives the
dominant contributions from solutions of the critical equations

Re(S) = ∂gveS = ∂zv f S = 0, (21)
∂ jhS = 4πikh, kh ∈ Z. (22)

We view the integration domain as a real manifold, and the solution inside the
integration domain, denoted by { j̊h, g̊ve, z̊v f }, is refered to as the real critical point.

Every real solution satisfying the part (21) and a nondegeneracy condition endows
a Regge geometry to ∆ [50, 49, 33, 48]. However, further imposing (22) to these
Regge geometries gives the accidental flatness constraint to every deficit angle δh
hinged by the internal triangle h [9, 55]

γδh = 4πkh, kh ∈ Z. (23)

The Barbero-Immirzi parameter γ 6= 0 is finite. When kh = 0, δh at every internal
triangle is zero, so the Regge geometry endowed by the real critical point is flat. If
the dominant contribution to A(∆) with λ � 1 only came from real critical points,
Eq.(23) would imply that only the flat geometry and geometries with γδh =±4πZ+

could contribute dominantly to A(∆), whereas the contributions from generic curved
geometries were suppressed. Then the semiclassical behavior of A(∆) would fail to
be consistent with GR. By the argument in [12, 11] and confirmed recently by [47],
the resolution of this flatness problem requires to analytically extend the equations
(21) and (22) to the complexified variables and solve for the complex critical points,
which turn out to encode curved geometries.

Before coming to the details about complex critical point, we would like to
mention that a generic { j̊h, g̊ve, z̊v f } can endow discontinuous 4d orientation to ∆ ,
i.e., the orientation flips between 4-simplices. Then generally (23) may become
γ ∑v∈h svΘh(v) = 4πkh where sv = ±1 labels two possible orientations at each 4-
simplex v. Θh(v) is the dihedral angle hinged by h in v.

3.1.3 Complex critical points

The argument toward the flatness problem assumes all the dominant contribution
to the spinfoam amplitude comes from the real critical point. However, as we will
show, the large-λ spinfoam amplitude does receive dominant contributions from the
complex critical point away from the real integration domain. The complex critical
points encode the curved geometries missing in the above argument. Demonstrating
this property requires a more refined stationary phase analysis: We come back to
the amplitude (20) and separate M internal areas jho (ho = 1, · · · ,M) from other jh̄
(h̄ = 1, · · · ,F −M). F is the total number of internal triangles in ∆ . M equals to
number of internal segments I. The areas { jho} are suitably chosen such that we can
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change variables from the areas { jho}M
ho=1 to the internal segment-lengths {lI}M

I=1

(by inverting Heron’s formula 3) in a neighborhood of { j̊ho} of a real critical point
{ j̊h, g̊ve, z̊v f }, and we have dM+N jh = JldMlI dF−M jh̄ where Jl is the jacobian.

A(∆) = ∑
{kh}

∫ M

∏
I=1

dlIZ
{kh}

∆
(lI) , (24)

Z
{kh}

∆
(lI) =

∫
∏

h̄

d jh̄ ∏
h

(
2λdddλ jh

)∫
[dgdz]eλS(k)Jl , (25)

The partial amplitude Z
{kh}

∆
has the external parameters r≡{lI , jb,ξeb} including not

only the boundary data jb,ξeb but also internal segment-lengths lI . Then we apply the
stationary phase analysis for the complex action with parameters [56, 57]4 to Z

{kh}
∆

:
Consider the large-λ integral

∫
K eλS(r,x)dNx and regard r as the external parameter.

S(r,x) is an analytic function of r ∈U ⊂Rk,x∈K ⊂RN . U×K is a neighborhood of
(r̊, x̊), where x̊ is a real critical point of S(r̊,x). We denote by S (r,z), z = x+ iy∈CN ,
the analytic extension of S(r,x) to a complex neighborhood of x̊. The complex critical
equation is given by ∂zS = 0, which contains N holomorphic equations for N
complex variables. The complex critical equation is solved by z = Z(r) where Z(r) is
analytic in r in the neighborhood U . When r = r̊, Z(r̊) = x̊ reduces to the real critical
point. When r deviates away from r̊, Z(r) ∈ CN can move away from the real plane
RN , and thus generally Z(r) is called the complex critical point (see Figure 7(b)). We
have the following large-λ asymptotic expansion for the integral

∫
K

eλS(r,x)dNx =

(
1
λ

)N
2 eλS (r,Z(r))√

det
(
−δ 2

z,zS (r,Z(r))/2π
) [1+O(1/λ )] (26)

where S (r,Z(r)) and δ 2
z,zS (r,Z(r)) are the action and Hessian at the complex

critical point.
The importance of (26) is that the integral can receive the dominant contribution

from the complex critical point away from the real plane. This fact has been over-
looked by the argument of the flatness problem. Moreover, Eq.(26) reduces A(∆) to
the integral (

1
λ

)N
2∫ M

∏
I=1

dlINl eλS (r,Z(r)) [1+O(1/λ )] (27)

3 We relate the chosen M areas { jho} to M segment-lengths {lI} by Heron’s formula as in the
Regge geometry. Inverting the relation between { jho}M

ho=1 and {lI}M
I=1 defines the local change

of variables ( jho , jh̄)→ (lI , jh̄) in a neighborhood of the real critical point. This procedure is just
changing variables and does not impose any restriction.
4 The literature [56, 57] uses the semi-analytic machinery, since they deal with more generic
situation with S being smooth instead of being analytic.
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at each kh. Nl ∝ ∏h (4 jh)Jl [det
(
−δ 2

z,zS /2π
)
]−1/2 at Z(r). Given that {lI} deter-

mines the Regge geometry on ∆ , Eq.(27) is a path integral of Regge geometries
with the complex effective action S . The path integral sums over curved geometries.
In the following, we make the above general analysis concrete by considering the
amplitudes on ∆ = ∆3,σ1-5, and we compute numerically the complex critical points,
which demonstrate the curved geometries in the spinfoam amplitude.

3.2 Applications

3.2.1 Asymptotics of A(∆3)

The simplicial complex ∆3 contains three 4-simplices and a single internal triangle
h. All line segments of ∆3 are boundary, so M = 0 in (24). The Regge geometry g
on ∆3 is completely fixed by the (Regge-like) boundary data { jb,ξeb} that uniquely
corresponds to the boundary segment-lengths.

Following the above general scheme, r = { jb,ξeb} is the boundary data. r̊ =

{ j̊b, ξ̊eb} determines the flat geometry, denoted by g(r̊), with δh = 0. x̊= { j̊h, g̊ve, z̊v f }
is the real critical point associated to r̊, and it endows the orientations sv = +1 to
all 4-simplices. r̊, g(r̊), and x̊ are computed numerically in [47]. The integration
domain of A(∆3) is 124 real dimensional. The local coordinates x ∈ R124 covers the
neighborhood of x̊ inside the integration domain. S(r,x) is the spinfoam action and
is analytic in the neighborhood of (r̊, x̊). z ∈ C124 complexifies x. S (r,z) extends
holomorphically S(r,x) to a complex neighborhood of x̊. Here we only complexify x
but do not complexify r. We focus on kh = 0, since the integrals with kh 6= 0 have no
real critical point when r = r̊, and are still suppressed even when taking into account
complex critical points, as far as δh is not close to 4πkh.

We deform the boundary data r = r̊+δ r to obtain the curved geometries g(r) with
δh 6= 0. In practice, we vary the length l26 of the line segment connecting the points
2 and 6, while leaving other segment lengths unchanged. A family of (Regge-like)
boundary data r parametrized by l26 can be constructed numerically, and give the
family of curved geometries.

At each r 6= r̊, the real critical point is absent. But we are able to find the complex
critical point z = Z(r) satisfying ∂zS (r,z) = 0 with the high-precision numerics. The
details about the numerical solution and error analysis are given in [47]. We insert
Z(r) into S (r,z), and we compute numerically the difference between S (r,Z(r))
and the Regge action IR of the curved geometry g(r):

δI (r) = S (r,Z(r))− iIR[g(r)], (28)
where IR[g(r)] = ah(r)δh(r)+∑

b
ab(r)Θb(r). (29)

The areas ah(r),ab(r) and deficit/dihedral angles δh(r),Θb(r) are computed from
g(r).
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We repeat the computation for many r’s from varying the length l26. The compu-
tations give a family of δI (r) with many r’s. By the asymptotic formula (26), the
dominant contribution from Z(r) to A(∆3) is proportional to |eiλS |= eλRe(S ) ≤ 1.
As shown in Figure 8(a) and (c), given any finite λ � 1, there are the curved ge-
ometries with small nonzero |δh|, such that |A(∆3)| is the same order of magitude
as |A(∆3)| at the flat geometry. The range of allowed δh for non-suppressed A(∆3)
is nonvanishing as far as λ is finite. The range of allowed δh is enlarged when γ is
small, shown in Figure 8(d). The qualitative behavior is similar to the result from
the effective spinfoam model in [58]. Moreover, motivated by relating δI to higher
curvature terms [11], we find the best polynomial fit of δI in terms of δh (the blue
curve in Figure 8(a))

δI = a2(γ)δ
2
h +a3(γ)δ

3
h +a4(γ)δ

4
h +O(δ 5

h ), (30)

For example, at γ = 0.1, the best fit coefficient ai (i = 2,3,4) and the correspond-
ing fitting errors are a2 =−0.00016±10−17−0.00083±10−16 i, a3 =−0.0071±10−13−
0.011±10−12 i, a4 =−0.059±10−9 +0.070±10−8 i.

So far we have considered the complex critical point near x̊ with all sv = +1.
Given the boundary data r̊, there are exactly 2 real critical points x̊ and x̊′, where
x̊′ corresponds to the same flat geometry but with all orientations sv =−1. Other 6
discontinuous orientations (two 4-simplices has plus/minus and the other has mi-
nus/plus) do not leads to any real critical point, because they violates the flatness
constraint γδ s

h = γ ∑v svΘh(v) = 0, and |δ s
h | is not small for the discontinuous orien-

tation, as it can be checked numerically. Their contribution to A(∆3) is suppressed
even when considering the complex critical point. Therefore we only need to focus
on the integrals over 2 real neighborhoods K,K′ of x̊, x̊′, while the integral outside
K∪K′ only gives suppressed contribution to A(∆3) for large λ . We carry out a similar
analysis as the above for the integral over K′, and we obtain the following asymptotic
formula of A(∆3) with r = r̊+δ r

A(∆3) =

(
1
λ

)60

eiϕ
[
N+eiλIR[g(r)]+λδI (r)+N−e−iλIR[g(r)]+λδI ′(r)

]
[1+O(1/λ )] . (31)

where ϕ is the overall phase. 2 complex critical points near x̊, x̊′ respectively con-
tribute 2 terms, with phase plus or minus the Regge action of g(r) corrected by δI (r)
and δI ′(r) = δI (r)∗|δh→−δh

. N± are proportional to [det
(
−δ 2

z,zS /2π
)
]−1/2 eval-

uated at these 2 complex critical points.
Known as the cosine problem, there has been the naive guess A(∆3)∼ (N1eiλIR +

N2e−iλIR)3 (each factor is from the vertex amplitude), whose expansion gave 8 terms
corresponding to all possible orientations (see e.g. [41]). But Eq.(31) demonstrates
that A(∆3) only contain 2 terms corresponding to the continuous orientations.
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Fig. 8 (a) plots eλRe(S ) versus the deficit angle δh at λ = 1011 and γ = 0.1 in A(∆3), and (b)

plots eλRe(S ) versus the deficit angle δ =
√

1
10 ∑

10
h=1 δ 2

h at λ = 1011 and γ = 1 in Zσ1−5 . These
2 plots show the numerical data of curved geometries (red points) and the best fits (30) and (33)
(blue curve). (c) and (d) are the contour plots of eλRe(S ) as functions of (λ ,δh) at γ = 0.1 and of
(γ,δh) at λ = 5×1010 in A(∆3). (e) and (f) are the contour plots of eλRe(S ) as functions of (λ ,δ )
at γ = 1 and of (γ,δ ) at λ = 5×1010 in Zσ1-5 . They demonstrate the (non-blue) regime of curved
geometries where the spinfoam amplitude is not suppressed.
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3.2.2 1-5 Pachner move

σ1-5 is the complex of the 1-5 Pachner move for refining one 4-simplex into five
4-simplices. σ1-5 has 5 internal segments (see Figure 7(a)), so M = 5 in (24), in
contrast to ∆3, where all segments are on the boundary. There are 10 internal triangles
h in σ1-5. The integrals in the partial amplitude Zσ1-5 have the external parameters
r≡{lI , jb,ξeb} including not only the boundary data jb,ξeb but also internal segment-
lengths lI (I = 1, · · · ,5). We set r̊≡{l̊I , j̊b, ξ̊eb} determining all internal and boundary
segment-lengths of the flat geometry g(r̊) on σ1-5. Here we still focus on kh = 0, and
we find in Zσ1-5 the non-degenerate real critical point x̊= { j̊h̄, g̊ve, z̊v f } corresponding
to the flat geometry with all sv = 1.

There are the local coordinates x ∈ RN covering the neighborhood K of x̊. We
analytic continue the spinfoam action S(r,x) to S (r,z), where z ∈ CN and we fix the
boundary data and deform the internal lengths lI = l̊I +δ lI , so that r = {lI , j̊b, ξ̊eb} ≡
rl give curved geometries g(rl). As in (26), the dominant contribution to A(σ1-5)
from the complex critical point Z(rl) is given by(

1
λ

) 155
2 ∫ 5

∏
I=1

dlINl eλS (rl ,Z(rl)) [1+O(1/λ )] . (32)

This formula reduces A(σ1-5) to the integral over Regge geometries g(rl). Nl is
proportional to ∏h (4 jh)Jl [det

(
−δ 2

z,zS /2π
)
]−1/2 at Z(rl). The numerical result of

|eiλS |= eλRe(S ) is presented in Figure 8 (b), (e), and (f), which demonstrate curved
geometries with small |δh| do not lead to the suppression of Zσ1-5(lI). Moreover
S (rl ,Z(rl)) in (32) is numerically fit by:

S (rl ,Z(rl)) =−iIR[g(rl)]−a2(γ)δ (rl)
2 +O(δ 3), (33)

where δ (rl) =
√

1
10 ∑

10
h=1 δh(rl)2 and a2 = 8.88×10−5

±10−12 − i0.033±10−10 at γ = 1.
IR[g(rl)] is the Regge action of g(rl). Some more detailed analysis are given in [47].

4 Spinfoam Propagator and Lefschetz thimble

4.1 The Lefschetz Thimble and Algorithm

As shown in Section 3.1.1, the spinfoam action S is complex valued. As a result, the
integrands in (19) are highly oscillatory, especially when λ is large. This fact plagues
the attempts to use the conventional Monte-Carlo method to compute the amplitude
and observables in spinfoam. In this section, we review how to use Picard-Lefschetz
theory to transform these types of integrals with complex actions to non-oscillatory
integrals(see e.g. [59, 15]) for detailed reviews). We summarize the framework
presented in [16] that combines the thimble and Markov-Chain Monte Carlo (MCMC)
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methods which can compute the expectation value of observables when the action is
complex valued.

4.1.1 Picard-Lefschetz theory and Lefschetz Thimbles

The Lefschetz thimble method is a high-dimensional generalization of the saddle
point integration along the steepest descent (SD) paths. We start from a multi-
dimensional integral, which takes the general form

A =
∫

dnx f (x)e−S(x), (34)

with S(x) complex valued. The starting point is to analytically continue both f (x)
and S(x) to holomorphic functions f̂ (z) and Ŝ(z). Equation (34) becomes an integral
of analytic functions f̂ (z) and Ŝ(z) of complex variables on the real domain

A =
∫
Rn

dnz f̂ (z)e−Ŝ(z), (35)

where dnz f̂ (z)e−Ŝ(z) is a holomorphic n-form restricted on Rn.
The Picard-Lefschetz theory shows that the integral A can be decomposed into

a linear combination of integrals over real n-dimensional integral cycles Jσ , σ =
1,2,3, · · · on the complex domain∫

Rn
dnz f̂ (z)e−Ŝ(z) = ∑

σ

nσ

∫
Jσ

dnz f̂ (z)e−Ŝ(z), (36)

where ∑σ nσ Jσ with weights nσ is homologically equivalent to Rn. The n-
dimensional real sub-manifolds {Jσ}, called Lefschetz thimbles, present a good
basis of relative homology group for the integral (34) [60]. Each Jσ is attached to
a critical point pσ satisfying ∂zŜ(pσ ) = 0 in the complex space5, as a union of SD
paths that are solutions to the SD equations

dza

dt
=−∂ Ŝ(z)

∂ za . (37)

Here we call t the flow time. Any points on the thimble will fall to the critical
point pσ after flowing for infinitely long time. Following (37), Re(Ŝ) monotonically
decreases along each SD path and approaches its minimum at the critical point pσ

in the limit t→ ∞, while Im(Ŝ) is a constant along the path. Thus, on each thimble
Jσ , the original integral becomes a non-oscillatory integral times a constant phase
e−i Im(Ŝ(pσ )), ∫

Jσ

dnz f̂ (z)e−Ŝ(z) = e−i Im(Ŝ(pσ ))
∫

Jσ

dnz f̂ (z)e−Re(Ŝ(z)) . (38)

5 We do not impose Re(Ŝ) = 0 for critical points in the complex space.
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On each thimble Jσ , Re(Ŝ) grows when moving far away from the critical point, so
the integrand is exponentially suppressed at infinity.

Using the Lefschetz thimble basis {Jσ}, the integral (36) is valid for a specific
set {nσ} of the weights of the thimbles. Consider f̂ as an observable. The expectation
value 〈 f 〉 is given by

〈 f 〉=
∫
Rn dnz f̂ (z)e−Ŝ(z)∫

Rn dnze−Ŝ(z)
=

∑σ nσ

∫
Jσ

dnz f̂ (z)e−Ŝ(z)

∑σ nσ

∫
Jσ

dnze−Ŝ(z)
. (39)

A weight nσ is the intersection number between the original integration cycle Rn

and the manifold of the steepest ascent (SA) paths which are solutions to the SA
equations

dza

dt
=

∂ Ŝ(z)
∂ za . (40)

Contrary to the SD path, along each SA path Re(Ŝ) monotonically increases and ap-
proaches the maximum at the critical point when t→∞, with Im(Ŝ) being conserved.
Computing these weights are challenging in general (see e.g. [61, 62] for some recent
progresses). Nevertheless, in the case where one of the thimbles Jσ ′ dominates the
integral, we may neglect the contribution of other thimbles and re-express (39) as

〈 f 〉 '
nσ ′e−i Im(S(p

σ ′ ))
∫
J

σ ′
dnz f̂ (z)e−Re(Ŝ(z))

nσ ′e−i Im(S(p
σ ′ ))

∫
J

σ ′
dnze−Re(Ŝ(z))

=

∫
J

σ ′
dnz f̂ (z)e−Re(Ŝ(z))∫

J
σ ′

dnze−Re(Ŝ(z))
, (41)

which can be considered as a mean value under a sampling on the thimble Jσ ′

with a Boltzmann factor e−Re(Ŝ(z)). Then, it is possible to use the MCMC method to
numerically compute 〈 f 〉 in such case.

4.1.2 Thimbles Generated by Flows

As the first step to applying the above Lefschetz thimble technique, we need to
identify the Lefschetz thimble Jσ associated with a given critical point pσ (FIG. 9
(a)). By definition, one might try to decide if a point is on the thimble by checking if
it falls to pσ at t→ ∞ under the SD equation. However, it is really hard in practice
due to the infinite flow time. It is also problematic to use the SA equation with pσ as
the initial point to generate the thimble since pσ is a fixed point of the SA equation.

We follow the method reviewed in [15] to bypass the difficulty of generating
the thimble Jσ numerically. The trick is, instead of pσ itself, we consider a small
real n-dimensional neighborhood Vσ of pσ and a slightly different integration cycle
denoted by Ĵσ (FIG. 9 (b)), which is the union of solutions to the SD equations
(37) falling to Vσ at t → ∞. Ĵσ is a good approximation of the true thimble Jσ
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when the size of Vσ is small enough, and it approaches Jσ when Vσ shrinks to the
critical point pσ . Since the integrand is analytic, and Ĵσ is a deformation of Jσ ,
the integral ∫

Ĵσ

dnz f̂ (z)e−Ŝ(z) (42)

is the same as (38). However, in this case the above integral becomes oscillatory in
contrast to the integral on Jσ , as Im(Ŝ) is no longer constant in Ĵσ . If Vσ is small
enough, we can control the fluctuation of the Im(Ŝ) on Ĵσ , such that it is still small
and the oscillation of the integral is weak enough to keep the Monte Carlo method
accurate.

Since infinite time evolution is involved, finding the entire Ĵσ is still not numer-
ically practical. A practical integral cycle J̃σ is the union of the paths which are
solutions to the SD equations (37) falling to Vσ at some finite but sufficiently long
flow time T . The thimble J̃σ approaches Ĵσ in the limit T → ∞. Similar to the
method in [61], we can find the approximation J̃σ as an inverse process using SA
flows. We firstly choose a small real n-dimensional neighborhood Vσ of the critical
point pσ , then generate the upward flows from Vσ according to the SA equation with
a finite time T . The endpoints of these flows form the real n-dimensional manifold
J̃σ (FIG. 9c). Due to the finite flow time, the thimble J̃σ does not reach the infinity
of the Lefschetz thimble Jσ . Its size depends on the choice of flow time T .

Fig. 9 (a) A Lefschetz thimble Jσ (purple surface) is the union of all the SD paths falling to the
critical point pσ (red dot) when t→ ∞.
(b) Ĵσ (green transparent surface) is defined as the union of points that flow to Vσ (green disk at
the bottom) by the SD equation when t → ∞. The cross-sections of Ĵσ (illustrated by the blue,
yellow and red circles in Ĵσ ) flow to the cross-sections in Vσ (blue, yellow and red circles in the
green disk).
(c) J̃σ (red transparent surface) is generated by upward flows from each point in Vσ with a finite
time by the SA equation. The cross-sections in Vσ (blue, yellow and red circles in the green disk)
flow upward to the cross-sections in J̃σ (blue, yellow and red circles in J̃σ ).

As a summary, the approximation of Jσ is illustrated in the following diagram:
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Jσ

Fix Vσ−−−→ Ĵσ

Fix T−−−→ J̃σ .

In the first step, we use the Ĵσ as the union of all the SD paths falling to Vσ to
approximate Jσ . The size of Vσ can be set by a tolerance E of the fluctuation of the
Im(Ŝ) around Im( ˆS(pσ ) on Ĵσ . In the second step, we use J̃σ as the union of the
finitely evolved SA paths with time T starting from the points in Vσ to approximate
Ĵσ . The longer T and smaller Vσ are, the better approximation is achieved.

Note that in the second step of the approximation, making J̃σ very large (thus a
very long T ) is unnecessary. Recall that when computing (42), we sample the points
on the thimble with the probability distribution e−Re(S) where Re(S) monotonically
increases along the SA flow. Thus the contributions from points far away from the
critical point are exponentially suppressed. As a result, it is sufficient to choose flow
time T , which provides J̃σ containing points that contribute dominantly to (42),
thus increasing T adds only negligible contributions. The result shall converge when
further increasing T . In fact, existing results [15, 63, 64, 16] suggest T < 1 may
already be sufficient for a good accuracy.

The choice of real n-dimensional Vσ depends on the local behavior of the SA
equations (40) around the critical point pσ . Consider a small holomorphic variation
ωk = δ zk, we can linearize (40) around pσ :

dωk

dt
= H ·ω l , (43)

where H = ∂ 2Ŝ
∂ zk∂ zl

|z=pσ
of Ŝ(z) is the Hessian matrix at pσ . The solution of (43) is

ω =
2n

∑
a=1

etλ a
ωa,

where λ a and ωa are the eigenvalues and corresponding eigenvectors of the general-
ized eigenvalue equation:

Hω = λω. (44)

(44) is a real 2n-dimensional eigenvalue equation with the Takagi factorization [65]:[
HR −HI
−HI −HR

][
ωR
ωI

]
= λ

[
ωR
ωI

]
, (45)

where HR and HI are the real and imaginary parts of the Hessian H. The eigenvalues
of this matrix are real and appear in pairs (−λ ,λ ). The complex eigenvectors {ωa}
can be reconstructed from the real eigenvectors (ωaR,ωaI) by

ωa = ωaR+ iωaI.

The flow given by (40) is repulsive along the eigenvectors ωa with positive eigen-
values, and is attractive with negative eigenvalues. The paths along the attractive
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directions converge to the critical point pσ , so they can not form J̃σ . Only the paths
along the repulsive directions form the J̃σ . The space V̂σ at pσ in the z-coordinate
chart can be expressed as

V̂σ = {z|z =
n

∑
a=1

ω̂axa + pσ , each xa ∈ R is small}, (46)

where ω̂a is the normalized eigenvectors with positive eigenvalues.
In the active point of view, every point in V̂σ flows upward to J̃σ according

to the SA equation (40) with a fixed time T . There exists a local diffeomorphism
CT : V̂σ → J̃σ that maps the initial point p ∈ V̂σ to the endpoint CT (p) ∈ J̃σ . The
change from {xi} to {zi} is induced by CT . The Jacobian matrix Jk

i ≡ ∂ zk/∂xi for
the change is determined by the flow equation

d
(
Jk

i
)

t
dt

=
n

∑
l=1

∂ 2Ŝ(z)
∂ zk∂ zl

(Jl
i )t . (47)

The initial condition J0 is formed by column vectors ω̂a. Note that det(J) here is a
complex number.

As a result, for any given observable f , its expectation value can be computed by

〈 f 〉 '
∫
J̃σ

dnz f̂ (z)e−Ŝ(z)∫
J̃σ

dnze−Ŝ(z)
=

∫
V̂σ

dnx det(J(x)) f̂ (CT (x)) e−Ŝ(CT (x))∫
V̂σ

dnx det(J(x))e−Ŝ(CT (x))

=

∫
V̂σ

dnxei(arg(det(J))−Im(Ŝ)) f̂ e−Re(Ŝ)+log(|det(J)|)∫
V̂σ

dnxei(arg(det(J))−Im(Ŝ)) e−Re(Ŝ)+log(|det(J)|)
,

(48)

For any observable f , we define its expectation with respect to a real effective action
Se f f as

〈 f 〉e f f =

∫
V̂σ

dnx f e−Se f f∫
V̂σ

dnxe−Se f f
. (49)

(48) can be rewritten as

〈 f 〉 '
∫

V̂σ
dnx f̂ eiθres e−Se f f∫
V̂σ

dnxe−Se f f
×

∫
V̂σ

dnxe−Se f f∫
V̂σ

dnxeiθres e−Se f f
=
〈eiθres f̂ 〉e f f

〈eiθres〉e f f
. (50)

with Se f f ≡ Re(Ŝ)− log(det(J)) as the purely real effective action, and θres ≡
arg(det(J))− Im(Ŝ) is the residual phase. Note that the efficacy of MCMC method
in computing both 〈eiθres f̂ 〉e f f and 〈eiθres〉e f f relies on the little fluctuating residue
phase θres. The arg(det(J)) term usually does not have strong fluctuations, e.g. in the
spinfoam calculations. The fluctuations coming from Im(Ŝ(z)) in V̂σ can be bounded
by a maximal tolerance E . The tolerance determines the size of V̂σ , s.t. at any point
p ∈ V̂σ , |Im(Ŝ(p))− Im(Ŝ(pσ ))| ≤ E .
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4.2 Spinfoam on a Lefschetz Thimble

In the previous section, we have described the general algorithm of integrals on
Lefschetz thimbles. Here, we apply the Lefschetz thimble to spinfoam model.

First, we complexify the spinfoam variables jab,ga,zab and analytically continue
the integrand in (20). As describe in 3.1.3, the analytic continuation makes g†

ve and
zzzv f

† independent of gve and zzzv f . The spin variables jh are also complexified, and
the integrands are holomorphic in jh. The real scaling parameter λ is kept real. For
spinfoam vertex amplitude, the analytical continuation renders the integrand and the
action, denoted by S̃, holomorphic functions of 54 complex variables. The thimbles
are real 54-dimensional sub-manifolds in the space of complexified spinfoam vari-
ables. The detailed discussion of the analytic continuation of the spinfoam integrands
is given in [12] (see also [66]).

As shown in Section 3.1.3, after analytical continuation, S̃ may have more critical
points than S does: complex critical points may exist in addition to the real critical
points discussed above. The spinfoam integrals admit decompositions as in (36),
where {pσ} contain both real and complex critical points in the complex domain.
Complex critical points pσ̃ contribute to the integrals if nσ̃ 6= 0, namely, there exist
SA paths approaching pσ̃ from the real variables. Thus, nσ̃ 6= 0 for a complex critical
point pσ̃ implies that Re(S̃(pσ̃ )) > 0 since Re(S̃) = Re(S) ≥ 0 in the real domain.
Strictly positive Re(S̃(pσ̃ )) implies that when the spinfoam integrals are decomposed
as in Eq. (36), the thimbles Jσ̃ associated to complex critical points contribute
exponentially small at large λ .

As discussed in Section 3.1.3, at large λ , there exist a single geometrical critical
point pgeo = (k0, j0,g0,z0) dominates the spinfoam integrals (20) with geometrical
boundary data. Hence, the single Lefschetz thimble Jgeo associated to pgeo domi-
nates the decomposition (36) of the spinfoam integrals. Therefore, (41) is applicable
to the partition function and expectation values at large λ . As a result, the expectation
value of spinfoam observables is given by

〈O( j,g,z)〉 :=
〈W |O( j,g,z)|Ψ0〉
〈W |Ψ0〉

(51)

'
∫
Jgeo ∏h d jh ∏h 2λ τ[−ε,λ jmax+ε](λ jh)

∫
[dgdz]O( j,g,z)eλS(k0)∫

Jgeo ∏h d jh ∏h 2λ τ[−ε,λ jmax+ε](λ jh)
∫
[dgdz]eλS(k0)

,

for given boundary states Ψ0. Equations (51) capture the contributions of the domi-
nant critical point pgeo and include all orders of perturbative 1/λ corrections. The
approximation leading to (51) neglects the exponentially suppressed contributions at
large λ . These contributions are (1) integrals with k 6= 0 in (19), (2) extending some
integrals to infinite such as

∫
d jh on the cover space, and (3) the complex critical

points and associated Lefschetz thimbles.
We have shown that each quantity in the spinfoam partition function and observ-

ables can be expressed as the power series ∑s as
( 1

λ

)s
plus contributions exponentially

suppressed (namely suppressed faster than O(1/λ N) for any integer N) at large λ .
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Eq. (51) captures the power series containing all the perturbative quantum correc-
tions while neglecting the exponentially suppressed contributions. The exponentially
suppressed contributions may be called non-perturbative corrections, as they contain
the sub-dominant thimbles associated with the complex critical points generated by
the analytical continuation. In this sense, Eq. (51) captures all perturbative quantum
corrections while neglecting non-perturbative corrections.

It is known that in the traditional stationary phase expansion, the computational
complexity grows exponentially when computing the coefficient of higher order
O(1/λ s) corrections with larger s. In this sense, our method with the Lefschetz thim-
ble is a powerful way to compute the spinfoam observables containing perturbative
quantum corrections to all orders.

Besides, similar to the idea in [67, 68], we can consider the integral with the
Lefschetz thimble as a new definition of the spinfoam amplitude. When generalizing
to arbitrary simplicial complex ∆ , we define the spinfoam amplitude on the Lefschetz
thimble by

ZJ =
∫

J
d jh[dg dz]e−λ Ŝ∆ , (52)

where Ŝ∆ is the analytic continuation of the spinfoam action on ∆ [12]. Here,
∫

d jh
integrates all internal spins, and J is the Lefschetz thimble associated with a single
critical point. Eq. (52) has the advantage of focusing on the contribution from a single
critical point of all relevant critical points with non-zero weight and excluding the
other ones. In particular, when J is the thimble of the critical point corresponding to
the Lorentzian Regge geometry, it excludes contributions from vector geometries and
the geometries with flipping orientations (see [33, 34, 51, 52] for the classification of
critical points). In addition, Eq. (52) is a better formulation from the computational
point of view. Applying the Lefschetz thimble to the spinfoam model is also proposed
in the context of coupling to cosmological constant [69, 70, 71].

Given the dominant geometric critical point, the spinfoam amplitdue on the
Lefschetz thimble has the same perturbative 1/λ expansion as the usual definition of
the spinfoam amplitude and, in particular, has the same semi-classical limit, as shown
in the numerical results in Section 4.3. The small λ behavior of (52) is different than
the usual spinfoam amplitude because non-perturbative corrections are not negligible
at small λ .

4.3 Applications: Spinfoam propagator as an example

In this section we will show the result of calculating the Lorentzian EPRL spinfoam
propagator on a 4-simplex numerically with Lefschetz thimble MCMC method as a
concrete example. From the connected two-point correlation function Gabcd(x,y) =〈
qab(x)qcd(y)

〉
−
〈
qab(x)

〉〈
qab(x)

〉
, the spinfoam propagator is defined by
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Gabcd
mn =

〈
Ea

n ·Eb
n Ec

m ·Ed
m

〉
−
〈

Ea
n ·Eb

n

〉〈
Ec

m ·Ed
m

〉
(53)

where Ea
n is the flux operator through a face fan dual to the triangle between the tetra-

hedra a and n. It is obtained by computing the expectation values
〈
Ea

n ·Eb
n Ec

m ·Ed
m
〉

and
〈
Ea

n ·Eb
n
〉
. As shown in [72, 73, 74, 75], their definition is given by

〈W |Ψ0〉 '
∫

∞

−∞

d10 j
∫
[dgdz]e−λS, (54)

〈W |Ea
n ·Eb

n Ec
m ·Ed

m|Ψ0〉 '
∫

∞

−∞

d10 j
∫
[dgdz]e−λS(Aan ·Abn)(Acm ·Adm), (55)

〈W |Ea
n ·Eb

n |Ψ0〉 '
∫

∞

−∞

d10 j
∫
[dgdz]e−λS(Aan ·Abn), (56)

〈W |Ec
m ·Ed

m|Ψ0〉 '
∫

∞

−∞

d10 j
∫
[dgdz]e−λS(Acm ·Adm) , (57)

with

Ai
ab = γλ jab

〈
σ iZba,ξba

〉
〈Zba,ξba〉

,Ai
ba =−γλ jab

〈Jξba,σiZba〉
〈Jξba,Zba〉

. (58)

In this example, Differential Evolution Adaptive Metropolis (DREAM) algorithm,
which is a multi-chain MCMC method[76], is used. The detailed algorithm and
the boundary data used for the numerical computation can be found in [16, 77,
78]. The code can update > 1000 samples per thread per hour on X64 processors
(tested on systems with AMD EPYC™ 7742 and AMD EPYC™ 7642). Here the
Barbero-Immirzi parameter is fixed to γ =−0.1 and different λ are choosen in the
computation.

The expectation value of
〈
Ea

n ·Eb
n Ec

m ·Ed
m
〉

has 1275 non-zero components and〈
Ea

n ·Eb
n
〉

consists 50 non-zero components. As a result, the propagator Gabcd
mn has

1275 non-zero components. These components are evaluated around 107 of sam-
ples obtained by the multi-chain MCMC method on the Lefschetz thimble. As an
example of the computation, Figs. 10 shows the relative difference between the
numerical results and the leading order asymptotic results of the component G2315

14
and corresponding metric expectation values 〈E2

1 ·E3
1 E1

4 ·E5
4 〉, 〈E2

1 ·E3
1 〉, and E1

4 ·E5
4 〉.

The results shows the convergence to the leading order asymptotic results in the
large spin regime. Their differences become large when λ decreases because of
the non-negligible contributions from the higher order 1/λ corrections beyond the
leading order asymptotics.

The comparison of the results for all of the 1275 components of the propagator
Gabcd

mn from multi-chain MCMC on the Lefschetz thimble with the results from
asymptotic analysis derived in (26) is shown in Figure 11. As shown in Figure 11(a),
the percentage differences of these components tend to decrease when the number
of samples increase, since increasing the number of samples will make the Markov
chains closer to the desired distribution. Figure 11(b) compares the histogram of the
percentage differences of the components with different λ for λ = 107 and λ = 106.
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Fig. 10 Difference between the numerical results and the leading order asymptotic results of G2315
14 ,

〈E2
1 ·E3

1 E1
4 ·E5

4 〉, 〈E2
1 ·E3

1 〉, and 〈E1
1 ·E5

1 〉

This shows that the Markov chains converge to the desired distribution faster with
larger λ , and the numerical results for larger λ are more consistent with the leading
order asymptotic results. This fact might suggest that when λ becoming large, the less
important 1/λ correction, and the easier converging Markov chains are correlated.

(a) λ = 106 with different number of samples (b) λ = 106 v.s. λ = 107

Fig. 11 Histogram of the percentage errors of the components of Gabccd
mn .

In summary, the algorithm based on Lefschetz thimble MCMC method is able to
compute the expectation values of the metric operators as well as the propagators
efficiently. The results show the compatibility with the asymptotic result in the large-
λ regime. As λ increasing, the compatibility with the asymptotic results tends to
be improved. These results are consistent with the semi-classical behavior of the
spinfoam propagator in the large-λ regime thus validate the algorithm. When λ is
not very large, we observe the non-negligible contributions from the higher order
1/λ corrections beyond the leading order asymptotics results.
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5 Conclusions

Performing calculations has always been arduous in spin foam theory due to its sheer
complexity. In recent years the field has undergone a proper numerical revolution.
Pulled by the fast developments in high-performance computing, the community
developed many different codes and libraries to put a spinfoam in a computer. This
chapter reviewed the major frameworks to perform calculations with the Lorentzian
EPRL spinfoam model.

We reviewed first sl2cfoam-next a tool to calculate spin foam amplitudes
based on the booster decomposition of the EPRL vertex amplitude.

The framework has many strengths. It provides all the tools to perform a vast
amount of calculations. It has a fast and optimized structure to compute all the
necessary building blocks (vertex, face, edge amplitudes, and coherent states). The
user needs to compose writing minimal scripts. The framework is optimized to run
calculations in parallel. Even if we can do small calculations on a personal laptop,
most applications we presented require a cluster. The architecture of the library
support also tensors contractions using GPUs. There are two main problems in the
framework. First is the weak control over the truncation parameter, which is necessary
to extract numbers from the amplitude with this technique. We do not have a way to
prescribe a truncation to match a predetermined and desired error on the amplitude.
We are limited to choosing it motivated by empirical arguments. Second is the
large number of computational resources needed for extended transition amplitudes.
These two aspects are currently being studied and improved. We are carrying out a
systematical study of possible approximation techniques that would help us to go
beyond truncations. Furthermore, we are experimenting with Monte Carlo techniques
to overcome the impossible obstacle of the massive amount of resources necessary to
sum over bulk degrees of freedom. We showcased the power of sl2cfoam-next
with some applications. We explored the large spin regime of spinfoam amplitudes
with a single and many vertices. We studied the divergences of the theory, and we
are currently applying numerical techniques to physical applications like early-time
cosmology or black hole tunneling.

Then we reviewed the numerical analysis of the curved Regge geometries from
the 4-dimensional Lorentzian EPRL spinfoam amplitude.

The results resolve the flatness problem by explicitly finding the curved Regge
geometries emergent from the EPRL spinfoam amplitudes. The curved geometries
correspond to the complex critical points away from the real integration domain. They
give non-suppressed eλRe(S ) and satisfy the bound Re(a2(γ))δ

2
h . 1/λ , if we neglect

high order terms O(δ 3
h ) in dihedral angle δh, in the examples we showed. This bound

is consistent with the earlier proposal [55] and the result in the effective spinfoam
model [58, 18, 19], although now this bound should be corrected when taking into
account O(δ 3

h ) corrections.All resulting curved geometries have small deficit angles.
The large- j spinfoam amplitude is still suppressed for geometries with larger δh. This
is not a problem for the semiclassical analysis. Indeed, the non-singular classical
spacetime geometries are smooth with vanishing δh. To well-approximating smooth
geometries by Regge geometries, the triangulation must be sufficiently refined, and
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all deficit angles must be small. We showed the example with the method applying
to triangulations of the 3-3 (∆3) and 1-5 Pachner move. The 1-5 move is one of the
elementary moves for the triangulation refinement. Our results provide a new method
for analyzing the triangulation dependence in the spinfoam model (see, e.g., [79]
for an earlier attempt). This may relate to the spinfoam renormalization [80, 81], to
address the issue of triangulation-dependence of the spinfoam theory.

Lastly, we reviewed the numerical method for computing the expectation value of
any observable based on the Lefschetz thimble and MCMC methods.

The method applies to all types of spin foam models and graphs, independently
of the choice of model (spacetime signature, Y -map, etc.). The framework efficiently
numerically computes observables in spinfoam models with relatively large spins. It
captures perturbative quantum corrections to all orders. The multiple-chain MCMC
method used in the framework runs in parallel and supports GPU boost. One of the
main problems in the framework is the generalization to the small spins regime, as
we neglect non-perturbative corrections that are exponentially small for large spins in
the calculation. Unlike in the asymptotic regime, in the small spin regime, multiple
thimbles will contribute to the partition function instead of only one dominant. This
requires us to identify all thimbles associated with complex critical points and calcu-
late their weight. Identifying all complex critical points is hard, even in the single
simplex case, as the critical equations form a high-order polynomial system with 54
variables. A possible solution to this problem is the world-volume and globally adap-
tive sampling methods [82]. We are currently exploring the possibility of using these
methods, and some preliminary results are available [17]. We showcased the power
and efficiency of this framework with the application in calculating the spinfoam
propagator as an example. Other exciting applications contain, e.g., the evaluation of
geometrical observables in cosmology and black holes, exploring the continuum limit
and the renormalization group flow. In the meantime, we are currently working on
improving the framework by choosing a more suitable ODE solver and by applying
different Markov chain Monte Carlo techniques, like Hamiltonian Monte Carlo, to
sample the amplitudes efficiently.
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