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On an Axiomatization of Path Integral Quantization and its

Equivalence to Berezin’s Quantization

Joshua Lackman
∗

Abstract

We axiomatize path integral quantization of symplectic manifolds. We prove that this path integral
formulation of quantization is equivalent to an abstract operator formulation, ie. abstract coherent
state (or Berezin) quantization. We use the corresponding path integral of Poisson manifolds to
quantize all complete Riemann surfaces of constant non–positive curvature and some Poisson
structures on the sphere.
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0 Introduction

Let pL,∇, x¨, ¨yq Ñ pM,ω{~q be a prequantum line bundle with Hermitian connection and let P pγq
denote parallel transport between the fibers of L over the curve γ. Consider the coherent state path
integral, which initially appeared in [19], [11] and most recently was discussed in [13]:

ż γp1q“y

γp0q“x

P pγqDγ P HompLx,Lyq . (0.0.1)

We give an axiomatic definition of this path integral and show that it is equivalent to an abstract
operator formalism, ie. coherent state (or Berezin) quantization ([2]). We define the integrand as a
formal inverse limit of an inverse system of complex measures on the space of paths. We axiomatize
the corresponding path integral for Poisson manifolds as well.

As we show, defining such a path integral is equivalent to Berezin’s quantization ([27]), which is a
very strong form of quantization. A brief explanation is as follows: L Ñ M is determined by a
classifying map

Hzt0u

q : M PpHq Ă BpHq
π (0.0.2)

for a separable Hilbert space H, where we are identifying points in PpHq with rank–one orthogonal
projections in BpHq. Roughly, we show that computing 0.0.1 determines a classifying map q with the
overcompleteness property

1H “
ż

M

qpxq ω
n
x

~n
.1 (0.0.3)

In particular, this identifies H as the physical Hilbert space. In the other direction, it is a simple
observation that given such a q, 0.0.1 is the canonical projection map Lx Ñ Ly of the associated line
bundle, which a physicist would write as |xy Ñ |yyxy|xy.

As a brief review of the rest of Berezin’s quantization, from eq. (0.0.3) it follows that there is an
identity–preserving quantization map which restricts to a map into the Hilbert–Schmidt operators,
given by

Q|L2 : L2pMq Ñ BpHqHS , Qf :“
ż

M

fpxqqpxq ω
n
x

~n
. (0.0.4)

1More accurately, the integration is with respect to a measure which is equal to ωn{~n ` Op1{~n´1q.
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This is Berezin’s contravariant symbol. In the physics literature, this would be written as

Qf “
ż

M

fpzq|zyxz| ω
n
z

~n
. (0.0.5)

Assuming qpMq has enough states, the adjoint map (Berezin’s covariant symbol)

Q: : BpHqHS Ñ L2pMq X C8pMq (0.0.6)

is injective and thus a dense subspace of pkerQ|L2qK inherits a noncommutative product.

For symplectic manifolds, these ideas have been implemented by choosing a compatible almost complex
structure — these have been used to quantize a very large class of prequantizable symplectic manifolds,
including all compact ones ([7],[23]). By contrast, no such result can exist for the Kostant–Souriau
prescription. On the other hand, a general description of a quantization map for Poisson manifolds has
been elusive. The corresponding path integral for Poisson manifolds still has the completeness prop-
erty, but q doesn’t necessarily map into PpHq, so it can quantize some non–prequantizable symplectic
manifolds as well, eg. all complete Riemann surfaces of constant non–positive curvature.

In conventional quantum mechanics, qpx, pq is the projection map onto the eigenstate of the low-
ering operator x̂ ` ip̂ for which xx̂y “ x, xp̂y “ p. This is a coherent state and it minimizes the
uncertainty principle. The corresponding noncommutative product is the non-formal Wick algebra, ie.
the normal–ordered product.

For the Berezin–Toeplitz quantization of compact Käher manifolds ([6], [8], [30]), q is given by a
normalized Kodaira embedding. In the case of S2

ãÝÑ R3, the image of Q: is the space of polynomials
in the coordinate functions of degree at most degpLq. Another source of examples of such quantiza-
tions comes from irreducible unitary representations of Lie groups ([21]). This construction is dual to
Kirillov’s orbit method.

We introduce a category of abstract coherent state quantizations — this is an abstraction of the
quantization obtained by a map q satisfying eq. (0.0.3). We prove it is equivalent to the category of
path integrals, and we compute a path integral for:

1. All complete Riemann surfaces of constant curvature ď 0, including quotient stacks of the form
rH{Γs, Γ Ă PSLp2,Rq.

2. A Poisson structure with a quartic zero at the north pole of S2.

3. The Podlès sphere, which is an SUp2q–invariant Poisson structure on S2 with a quadratic zero
at the north pole.

A C˚–algebra for the Podlès sphere was described in [5], but a quantization map is absent. The algebra
we use for a Poisson manifold pM,Πq is a subalgebra of sections of the prequantum line bundle over
the symplectic groupoid, and in nice cases, this subalgebra embeds as a vector space into C8pMq.
This work is in the same vein as the Poisson sigma model and the symplectic groupoid approach to
quantization, [4], [9], [15], [32], [33].

Some coherent state path integrals were rigorously constructed using Brownian motion in [11], [20],
by Daubechies and Klauder.2 We take a different approach — since the usual practice of defining
a path integral depends on the approximation scheme and is thus ill–defined, we instead define the
entire category of path integrals. Essentially, this category contains the limits of all finite dimensional
approximation schemes to eq. (0.0.1).

2For related work concerning time evolution, see [10].
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1 Abstract Coherent State Quantization

We introduce an abstract definition of coherent state quantization for symplectic manifolds; this is an
abstraction of the quantization scheme described by Berezin ([2], [18]). We will show that the category
of path integral quantizations is equivalent to category of abstract coherent state quantizations. We
can get more general quantizations by relaxing the projection axiom, eg. some non–prequantizable
symplectic manifolds.

We use W˚–algebras. Concretely, these are weakly–closed ˚–subalgebras of BpHq, ie. von Neumann
algebras, whereas C˚–algebras are only norm–closed. More details follow.

Definition 1.0.1. An abstract coherent state quantization of a connected manifold with a Borel mea-
sure pM,dµq is given by a continuous injection into a W˚–algebra

q : M ãÝÑ M~ (1.0.1)

such that:

1. (projection axiom) qpxq is a minimal projection for all x P M, ie.

qpxq ‰ 0 , qpxq2 “ qpxq “ qpxq˚ , qpxqM~qpxq “ Cqpxq . (1.0.2)

2. (overcompleteness axiom) In the weak sense,

1 “
ż

M

qpxq dµpxq . (1.0.3)

3*. (separation axiom) We say that an abstract coherent state quantization has enough states if
qpxqAqpxq “ 0 for all x P M implies that A “ 0.

Example 1.0.2. The simplest and prototypical example of such a quantization is given by the canonical
inclusion CPn q

ãÝÑ BpCn`1q, taking a point in CPn to the orthogonal projection onto its corresponding
subspace in Cn`1. Here,

dµ “ pn ` 1q
πn

ωn
FS . (1.0.4)

That the overcompleteness axiom holds can be checked directly, and that the separation axiom holds
follows from the basic fact that on a complex Hilbert space, xv,Avy “ 0 for all v implies that A “ 0.

Every f P L2pCPnq determines an operator Qf P BpCn`1q, given by

Qf “ pn ` 1q
πn

ż

CPn

fq ωn
FS . (1.0.5)

The adjoint to Q with respect to the Hilbert–Schmidt inner product is given by A ÞÑ Q
:
A, where

Q
:
Aprxsq “ xx,Axy (1.0.6)

for any normalized x P rxs P CPn. Since Q: is injective its image inherits a noncommutative product,
which in this case is such that ([28])

rQ:
A, Q

:
Bs “ itQ:

A, Q
:
Bu . (1.0.7)

It’s worth emphasizing that this means that Q:
rA,Bs “ itQ:

A, Q
:
Bu, and in particular, the quantum and

classical equations of motion are equivalent.
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1.0.1 Basic Theory of W˚–Algebras

We describe the basic theory of W˚–Algebras, otherwise known as von Neumann algebras. We use
these rather than C˚–algebras because the completeness axiom is more natural in this setting. In what
follows, we assume that H is a separable Hilbert space (which may be finite dimensional).

Definition 1.0.3. A W˚–algebra A is a C˚–algebra that admits a predual A˚, ie. A˚ is a Banach
space and A – A˚

˚. The topology on A is the weak˚–topology, called the ultraweak topology.

Note that, the ultraweak topology is independent of the particular choice of predual.

Example 1.0.4. For a separable Hilbert space H, BpHq is aW˚–algebra whose predual is the trace–class
operators.

Theorem 1.0.5. Every W˚–algebra faithfully embeds as a weakly closed subspace of BpHq, for some
Hilbert space H.

Therefore, when discussing a W˚–algebra A, without loss of generality we may assume A Ă BpHq.
However, the topology is a bit different than might be expected.

Definition 1.0.6. Let A Ă BpHq be a weakly closed subspace. The ultraweak topology is the topology

such that An
nÑ8ÝÝÝÑ A if for all xi P H, i “ 1, . . . , such that

ř8
i“1 }xi}2 ă 8,

8ÿ

i“1

xxi, Anxiy nÑ8ÝÝÝÑ
8ÿ

i“1

xxi, Axiy . (1.0.8)

Note that, if An Ñ A in the ultraweak topology then An Ñ A in the weak topology.

The following result will be used to show that the concrete definition of coherent state (or Berezin)
quantization is equivalent to the abstract one. It is theorem 4.2.1 in [17], and it says that type 1 factors
are isomorphic to BpHq:

Lemma 1.0.7. If a W˚–algebra A has a non–zero minimal projection and its center contains only
multiples of the identity, then A – BpHq for some Hilbert space H.

1.1 Basic Theory of Abstract Coherent State Quantization

Here we describe the basic theory of abstract coherent state quantization. As we will see, without loss
of generatlity one can assume that M~ “ BpHq for some Hilbert space H. Given this, most results of
this part and section 1.1.1 are standard ([27]) and we will go through them quickly. In section 1.1.2
we discuss the cohomology class associated to such a quantization.

First, we describe the meaning of the overcompleteness axiom. Let M~˚ Ă M˚
~

be the predual of
M~. The overcompleteness axiom is equivalent to: for all s P M~˚, the map x ÞÑ spqxq is in L1pM,dµq
and

sp1q “
ż

M

spqxq dµpxq . (1.1.1)

Definition 1.1.1. We have a continuous, ˚-linear map ρ : M~ ˆ M Ñ C defined by

qxAqx “ ρApxqqx . (1.1.2)

In particular, ρ1pxq “ 1 or all x.

Lemma 1.1.2. There exists a Hilbert space H such that M~ – BpHq.

5



Proof. Suppose that A P M~ is in the center. By lemma 1.0.7, it is enough to show that A is a multiple
of the identity. We have that

Aqx “ Aq2x “ qxAqx “ ρApxqqx . (1.1.3)

This implies that for any x, y P M and B P M~,

ρApxqqxBqy “ ρApyqqxBqy . (1.1.4)

Therefore, if qxBqy ‰ 0 it follows that ρApxq “ ρApyq. Fix x P M. We claim that

ty P M : there exists B P M~ such that qxBqy ‰ 0u “ M . (1.1.5)

This set is nonempty because it contains x. It is open because q is continuous and if qxBqy ‰ 0 then
there exists an open neighborhood U Q qy such that for all C P U, qxBC ‰ 0. It is closed because
its complement is open: suppose qy is such that qxBqy “ 0 for all B, and let U Q y be an open
neighborhood such that for all z P U, qyqz ‰ 0. This implies that ρqy pzq ‰ 0. By assumption, it must
be true that

qxpBqzqqy “ 0 . (1.1.6)

Therefore,
ρqy pzqqxBqz “ qxpBqzqqyqz “ 0 , (1.1.7)

from which we deduce that qxBqz “ 0 for all B as well. This completes the proof of eq. (1.1.5), which
implies that x ÞÑ ρApxq is constant. By the overcompleteness axiom it follows that A “ ρA1, and this
completes the proof.

Proposition 1.1.3. Let H be such that BpHq – M~. Then dimH “ VolµpMq.
Proof. Using the overcompleteness axiom and taking the trace, it follows that

Trp1Hq “
ż

M

dµ “ VolµpMq . (1.1.8)

Proposition 1.1.4. Let s P M~˚ and let

f P
ď

t1ďpď8u

LppM,dµq . (1.1.9)

Then x ÞÑ fpxqspqxq is in L1pM,dµq.
Proof. Let 1{p ` 1{q “ 1 and write |fpxqspqxq| “ |fpxq||spqxq|1{p|spqxq|1{q. Hölder’s inequality implies
that

}fspqq}1 ď }f |spqq|1{p}p}spqq}1{q
1 . (1.1.10)

Since }qx} “ 1 for all x it follows that spqq is bounded. Since it’s also true that spqq P L1pM,dµq, the
result follows.

Definition 1.1.5. We define an identity–preserving, continuous ˚-linear map

Q :
à

1ďpď8

LppM,dµq Ñ M~ , Qf “
ż

M

fpxqqx dµpxq . (1.1.11)

More generally, Q is definable on functions f such that fspqq P L1pM,dµq for all s P M~˚.

Proposition 1.1.6. If M ‰ t˚u then M~ is noncommutative.

Proof. Let x P M. Since y ÞÑ qy is continuous and q2x “ qx ‰ 0, it follows that there exists y ‰ x P M

such that qxqy, qyqx ‰ 0. Suppose qxqy “ qyqx. Then

qxqy “ qyqxqy “ λqy ùñ qxqy “ λqxqy ùñ λ “ 1 ùñ qxqy “ qy. (1.1.12)

Similarly, it follows that qxqy “ qx, therefore qx “ qy. This contradicts injectivity.
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1.1.1 The Adjoint to the Quantization Map and the Noncommutative Product

The next proposition follows immediately from the definition.

Proposition 1.1.7. If pM~, qq has enough states, then A ÞÑ ρA is injective.

Definition 1.1.8. Let HS denote the vector space of all A P M~ such that

}A}HS
:“

ż

M

ρA˚A dµ ă 8 . (1.1.13)

HS is a Hilbert space with inner product

xA,ByHS
“

ż

M

ρA˚B dµ . (1.1.14)

If we make an identification M~ – BpHq, then this is just the space of Hilbert–Schmidt operators.

Proposition 1.1.9. Q|L2pL2pMqq Ă HS and ρ|HS
pHSq Ă L2pMq X L8pMq.

Lemma 1.1.10. Q|L2 and ρ|HS
are adjoints. We write ρ|HS

“ Q:.

Proof.

xA,Qf yHS
“

ż

M

ρA˚Qf
pxq dµpxq “

ż

MˆM

fpyq ρA˚qy pxq dµpyq dµpxq (1.1.15)

“
ż

MˆM

fpyq ρpAqxq˚ pxq dµpxq dµpyq “
ż

M

fpyq ρA˚pyq dµpyq “ xρA, fyL2 , (1.1.16)

where the third equality follows from ρxpqyAq “ ρypAqxq and the fact that states are ˚-linear. The
fourth equality follows from Q1 “ 1.

Lemma 1.1.11. If pM~, qq has enough states then Q|L2 has dense image. Conversely, if Q|L2 has
dense image then there are enough states to separate HS . Furthermore, Q|L2 is injective if and only if
Q: has a dense image.

Proof. This follows from the fact that Q: and Q|L2 are adjoint, since a map is injective if and only if
its adjoint has dense image.

Definition 1.1.12. We have a pairing

x¨, ¨y : L8pMq˚ ˆ M~˚ Ñ C , xdλ, sy “
ż

M

spqxq dλpxq , (1.1.17)

where dλ is a Borel measure which is locally absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesgue measure.

1.1.2 The 3-Point Function ∆ and its Cohomology Class

Here, we show that associated to any abstract coherent state quantization of pM,dµq is a canonical
representative of a class in H2pM,Cq, which will actually turn out to be in H2pM,Zq. This is an
abstraction of the first Chern class of a line bundle.

Recall that PairM is the pair groupoid, definition .0.4.

Definition 1.1.13. We define

∆ : Pairp2q M Ñ C , ∆px, y, zq “ ρxpqyqzq . (1.1.18)

7



We call ∆ the 3–point function. This is an abstraction of the 3–point function defined in [1]. One can
similarly define n–point functions for any n P N, but the 3–point function is the one that determines
a first Chern class. As we are about to see, ∆ determines a degree 2 class in the cohomology of the
local pair groupoid, or equivalently, the Alexander–Spanier cohomology. First, we mention that ∆ is
invariant under isomorphisms:

Proposition 1.1.14. Let pM~,1, q1q, pM~,2, q2q be abstract coherent state quantizations of pM,dµq.
Suppose that π : M~,1 Ñ M~,2 is an isomorphism of W˚-algebras for which πpq1,xq “ q2,x. Then
∆1px, y, zq “ ∆2px, y, zq.

It follows from the definition that:

Proposition 1.1.15. ∆ is 1 on the identity bisection and is conjugation–antisymmetric with respect
to the S3–action on Pairp2q M.

Definition 1.1.16. Let U be a neighborhood of M ãÝÑ Pairp2qM such that ∆|U is nowhere zero. We
define a cohomology class in H2pM,Cq as follows: let

r∆spx, y, zq :“ ∆px, y, zq
∆px, x, zq . (1.1.19)

This defines a closed 2-cocycle in the cochain complex of local of the pair groupoid, valued in C˚. Its
logarithm is a 2-cocycle valued in C (where we choose the logarithm so that log r∆s|M “ 0q.

One can see that this is a cocycle by applying the groupoid differential and using that ρxpqyqzqqx “
qxqyqzqx, together with conjugation–antisymmetry. Assuming px, y, zq ÞÑ ρxpqyqzq is smooth, we get
a closed 2-form by applying the van Est map, definition .0.10.

Remark 1.1.17. ∆ implicitly appeared earlier, since

xQf , QgyHS
“

ż

M3

fpyqgpxq∆px, y, zq dµpxq dµpyq dµpzq . (1.1.20)

1.2 Abstract Quantization Maps

Sometimes abstract quantization maps aren’t assumed to be determined by an abstract coherent state
quantization, eg. [31]. However, if a quantization map Q : L8pMq Ñ M~ is determined by an abstract
coherent state quantization, then the latter is uniquely determined. This happens for well–behaved
quantization maps which “preserve minimal projections”. This implies that being an abstract coherent
state quantization is a property of a quantization map.

We’ll assume M has finite volume, for simplicity.

Proposition 1.2.1. Let M be a manifold with Borel measures dµ, dµ1, with finite volume. Let q, q1 :
M Ñ M~ be abstract coherent state quantizations with respect to dµ, dµ1, respectively. Suppose that
Q “ Q1. Then dµ “ dµ and q “ q1.

Proof. Without loss of generality, assume M~ “ BpHq. For all x P M, Trpqxq “ Trpq1
xq “ 1. It follows

that for all f P CcpMq, ż

M

fpxq dµpxq “
ż

M

f dµ1pxq . (1.2.1)

By the Riesz–Markov–Kakutani representation theorem, dµ “ dµ1. This implies that for all f P CcpMq
ż

M

fpxqqx dµpxq “
ż

M

fpxqq1
x dµpxq , (1.2.2)

from which the result follows.
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Corollary 1.2.2. Let M be a manifold and consider a map Q : L8pMq Ñ M~. If Q is determined by
an abstract coherent state quantization, then q and dµ are uniquely determined.

To understand how q and dµ are constructed, assume Q is determined by an abstract coherent state
quantization. Then without loss of generality, we may assume M~ – BpHq. Consider the map

CcpMq Ñ C , f ÞÑ TrpQf q . (1.2.3)

By the Riesz–Markov–Kakutani representation theorem there is a Borel measure dµ on M such that

TrpQf q “
ż

M

f dµ . (1.2.4)

Q must extend to a bounded map

Q|L2 : L2pM,dµq Ñ BpHqHS (1.2.5)

with respect to the Hilbert–Schmidt norm. Letting Q: be its adjoint, for each x P M we get a bounded
map

BpHqHS Ñ C , A ÞÑ pQ:pAqqpxq . (1.2.6)

The Riesz representation theorem determines a Hilbert-Schmidt operator qx such that

pQ:pAqqpxq “ TrpA˚qxq . (1.2.7)

By assumption, qx must be a minimal projection.

1.3 Abstract Deformation Quantization

Definition 1.3.1. Let I Ă p0, 1s contain 0 an accumulation point. An abstract coherent state de-

formation quantization of a symplectic manifold pM2n, ωq is given by an abstract coherent state
quantization of pM,dµ~ “ ωn

~
q for each ~ P I, such that

4. ω~ is a symplectic form such that ~ω~

~Ñ0ÝÝÝÑ Cω pointwise, for some C ą 0.

5. ρQ~pfqpxq ~Ñ0ÝÝÝÑ fpxq.

6. There exists a formal deformation quantization ‹~ on C8
c pMqrr~ss such that, for all n P N,

1

~n
||Q~pfqQ~pgq ´ Q~pf ‹n

~ gq||~ ~Ñ0ÝÝÝÑ 0 , (1.3.1)

where f ‹n
~
g is the truncation of the formal deformation quantization above order n.

In nice cases, ~2 ą ~1 ùñ kerQ~2
Ă kerQ~1

and the perturbative expansion of the resulting
non–commutative product on pkerQ~qK is a star product. See [30], page 25.

Remark 1.3.2. The formal deformation quantization condition 1.3.1 is really just the corresponding
condition for n “ 1 together with a smoothness condition (proposition 2.2, [16]). That is, if there exists
linear maps Ck : C8

c b C8
c pMq Ñ C8

c pMq, k “ 1, 2, . . . such that

Q~pfqQ~pgq „ Q~

`
fg `

8ÿ

k“0

pi~qkCkpf, gq
˘

as ~ Ñ 0 , (1.3.2)

then Ck, k “ 1, 2, . . . are unique and

f ‹~ g “ fg `
8ÿ

k“0

pi~qkCkpf, gq (1.3.3)

is a formal deformation quantization if

C1pf, gq ´ C1pg, fq “ tf, gu . (1.3.4)
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2 Formal Path Integral Quantization of Symplectic Manifolds

Before doing rigorous mathematics we will describe the non–perturbative aspects of the formal path
integral theory, much of which is described in [11], [20]. Some of the perturbative aspects are discussed
in [14], also [13].

In [12], Feynman formulates quantum mechanics as a path integral over a space of maps into phase
space. This can be formally generalized to symplectic manifolds: given a prequantum line bundle

pL,∇, x¨, ¨yq Ñ pM2n, ω{~q , (2.0.1)

the path integral is given by ż
Dγ P pγqe´ i

~

ş
1

0
γ˚H dt , (2.0.2)

where P pγq is the parallel transport map between the fibers of L~ over γp0q, γp1q, and where H is a
Hamiltonian H : M Ñ R. If we let H “ 0 and take the domain of integration to be the space of maps

tγ : r0, 1s Ñ M : γ0 “ x, γ1 “ yu (2.0.3)

we get the coherent state path integral, which is equivalent to the equal–time path integral for H ‰ 0 :
ż γ1“y

γ0“x

Dγ P pγq P HompLx,Lyq . (2.0.4)

Formally, this path integral is a Hermitian section of

π˚
0L

˚ b π˚
1L Ñ M ˆ M (2.0.5)

and is equal to the identity map when x “ y. In addition, it has the property that integrating over all
paths that go from x to y gives the same result as first integrating over all paths that go from x to z

and then from z to y, and finally integrating over z. These properties imply that the linear operator
which takes a section Ψ P ΓpLq to the section

x ÞÑ
ż

M

ωn
z

~n
Ψpzq

ż γ1“x

γ0“z

Dγ P pγq (2.0.6)

is an orthogonal projection. Its image is the physical Hilbert space Hphy.

For 0 ă t ă 1 and f P L8pMq, there is a map on the space of paths given by ftpγq “ fpγptqq.
The integral kernel of the quantization map is given by

Q : L8pMq Ñ Γpπ˚
0L

˚ b π˚
1Lq , Qf px, yq “

ż γ1“y

γ0“x

Dγ P pγqftpγq , (2.0.7)

and it satisfies QfQg „ Qf‹~g as ~ Ñ 0, where ‹~ is a star product ([13], [14]). Each x P M defines a
one–dimensional orthogonal projection, called a coherent state, resulting in a map

q : M Ñ P pHphyq Ă BpHphyq , x ÞÑ qx , (2.0.8)

where

qxpΨqpyq “ Ψpxq
ż γ1“y

γ0“x

Dγ P pγq . (2.0.9)

This is the operator associated to the integral kernel Qδx , where δx is the delta function supported at
x. The map q is a classifying map for L Ñ M, whose first Chern class is determined by applying the
van Est map (definition .0.10) to the 3–point function

Pairp2q M “ M3 Ñ C , px, y, zq ÞÑ
ż

γ0“x,γ1“y,γ8“z

Dγ P pγq , (2.0.10)

where the integral is over tγ : S1 Ñ M : γ0 “ x, γ1 “ y, γ8 “ zu, where 0, 1,8 P S1 are any distinct
points ordered counter–clockwise.
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Remark 2.0.1. Assuming q is an immersion, computing eq. (2.0.4) endows M with a Riemannian
metric. If furthermore q embeds M as an almost complex submanifold, then M inherits the structure
of a Kähler manifold.

Remark 2.0.2. Formally, integrating the coherent states over the fibers of a Lagrangian polarization
determines an orthogonal basis for the physical Hilbert space, and this is equivalent to integrating the
endpoints of eq. (2.0.4) over the fibers of the Lagrangian polarization. This gives a common form of
the phase space path integral, [3]. One can see that that this works in the case of T˚

R
n when using

linear Lagrangian polarizations, ie. using x “ const. gives the position space basis of the Hilbert space.

2.1 Formal Path Integral Quantization of Poisson Manifolds

The path integral quantization of symplectic manifolds generalizes to Poisson manifolds pM, ~Πq by
replacing M ˆ M with the symplectic groupoid Π1pT ˚Mq, and the prequantum line bundle over M

with the multiplicative prequantum line bundle pL,∇, x¨, ¨yq Ñ Π1pT ˚Mq. The path integral is formally
given by ż

rγs“g

Dγ P pγq P Lg . (2.1.1)

Here, P pγq denotes parallel transport over the algebroid path γ with respect to the multiplicative pre-
quantum line bundle, and the path integral is over algebroid paths with homotopy class g P Π1pT ˚Mq.
This reduces to the path integral of symplectic manifolds if Π is symplectic and the pair groupoid is
used.

The quantization Qf of f P L8pMq is a section of the prequantum line bundle — these sections
generate a W˚-algebra. Each x P M determines a state ρx such that ρxpQf q “ Qf pxq, where we are
identifying x with its identity arrow. There are corresponding elements qx that resolve the identity,
but they need not be projections. Let 0, 8 P BD be distinct points on the boundary of a disk. If the
source simply connected groupoid is used, then formally

Qf pxq “
ż

X:TDÑT˚M

DX fpXp8qqe i
~

ş
D

X˚Π , (2.1.2)

where the path integral is over algebroid morphisms for which Xp0q “ x.

Integrals of the form eq. (2.1.1), eq. (2.1.2) are directly related to Kontsevich’s star product [22] via
the Poisson sigma model [4], which formally explains why they perturbatively produce star products,
ie. Qf1Qf2 „ Qf1‹~f2 as ~ Ñ 0.

3 Path Integral Quantization of Manifolds

We will first define the general case of a path integral whose integrand is parallel transport between
two fibers of a line bundle, ie.

Ωpx, yq “
ż γp1q“y

γp0q“x

P pγqDγ , (3.0.1)

where P pγq denotes parallel transport over γ. We do this before discussing the path integral in the
symplectic case, because that case involves defining a sequence of path integrals depending on ~ and
obeying an asymptotic condition.

Given a line bundle π : L Ñ M, any section Ω of

π˚
0L

˚ b π˚
1L Ñ M ˆ M (3.0.2)
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which satisfies Ωpx, xq “ 1 for all x P M determines a connection ∇Ω on L. This is because we can
identify a connection with a splitting

TL π˚TM

∇

, (3.0.3)

and Ω determines such a splitting.

Definition 3.0.1. Given Ω P Γpπ˚
0L

˚ b π˚
1Lq such that Ωpx, xqq “ 1 for all x P M, we define ∇Ω to

be the connection determined by the splitting of eq. (3.0.3) given by

∇Ωplx, Xq “ plxΩpx, ¨qq˚X , (3.0.4)

where plx, Xq P π˚TxM and lxΩpx, ¨q P ΓpLq is given by

y ÞÑ lxΩpx, yq . (3.0.5)

3.1 Definition of the Path Integral

In section 5, we formally prove that finding Ω satisfying the following definition is equivalent to
computing the path integral. In particular, we will rigorously prove that such an Ω determines an
inverse system of complex measures on the space of paths.

Definition 3.1.1. Let L Ñ M be a line bundle with Hermitian metric and let dµ be a Borel measure
on M. Let Ω be a continuous section of

π˚
0L

˚ b π˚
1L Ñ M ˆ M (3.1.1)

such that

1. Ωpx, xq “ 1 ,

2. |Ωpx, yq| ă 1 if x ‰ y ,

3. Ωpx, yq “ Ω˚py, xq ,

4.
ş
M

Ωpx, zqΩpz, yq dµpzq “ Ωpx, yq ,

5. supxPM

ş
M

|Ωpx, yq| dµpyq ă 8 .

We say that Ω is an (equal–time) propagator. If Ω is smooth and ∇Ω “ ∇, then we say that Ω is a
propagator integrating ∇. If F p∇Ωq “ ω, we say that Ω integrates ω.

In the following, PairM is the pair groupoid, definition .0.4.

Definition 3.1.2. We define a function

∆ : Pairp2q M Ñ C , ∆px, y, zq “ Ωpx, yqΩpy, zqΩpz, xq (3.1.2)

which we call the 3–point function.

Associated to ∆ is a cohomology class in H2pM,Cq, where we use the identification of H‚pM,Cq with
the cohomology of the local pair groupoid:

Definition 3.1.3. Let U be a neighborhood of M ãÝÑ Pairp2q M such that ∆|U is nowhere zero. We
have a function

r∆s : U Ñ C
˚ , r∆spx, y, zq “ ∆px, y, zq

∆px, x, zq . (3.1.3)

r∆s is a 2–cocycle on the local pair groupoid valued in C˚, and log r∆s is a 2-cocycle valued in C, where
we choose the logarithm so that log r∆s|M “ 0.
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In the following, VE is the van Est map (definition .0.10):

Proposition 3.1.4. F p∇Ωq “ VEplog∆q.

When quantizing symplectic manifolds it is mostly ω that we are interested in, rather than the specific
connection.

We call ∆ a 3–point function because as a path integral it is equal to

∆px, y, zq “
ż

X

P pγqDγ , X “ tγ : S1 Ñ M : γp0q “ x, γp1q “ y, γp8q “ zu , (3.1.4)

where 0, 1, 8 P S1 are any distinct points ordered counterclockwise.

Remark 3.1.5. As we will see, associated to any x P M is a state, and condition 1 is required for this
state to be normalized. Condition 2 is a mild condition, and it means that this state is localized at x and
that the map from points to states is injective. The third condition is a Hermitian condition and is due
to parallel transport defining a Hermitian map. The fourth condition is a consistency condition and
implies that the path integral satisfies a form of Fubini’s theorem: integrating from x to y is equivalent
to integrating from x to z and then from z to y, and finally integrating over z. Condition 5 is a technical
condition and can be weakened, but it automatically holds if VolµpMq ă 8.

Note that, conditions 2 and 4 imply that for all x, y P M,

pz ÞÑ Ωpx, zqΩpz, yqq P L1pM,Lq . (3.1.5)

Therefore, condition 5 makes sense. Furthermore, condition 2 is a mild condition: the assumption that

pz ÞÑ Ωpx, zqΩpz, yqq P L1pM,Lq (3.1.6)

together with conditions 1, 3, 4 imply that |Ωpx, yq| ď 1, via the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality.

Lemma 3.1.6. Let Ψ P ΓpLq be a continuous section. Then

M Ñ L2pM,Lq , x ÞÑ ΨpxqΩpx, ¨q (3.1.7)

is a continuous.

Proof. Properties 1, 3, 5 show that

ż

M

|ΨpxqΩpx, zq ´ ΨpyqΩpy, zq|2 dµpzq “ |Ψpxq|2 ` |Ψpyq|2 ´ xΨpxq,Ψpyqy ´ xΨpyq,Ψpxqy , (3.1.8)

and the result follows.

Lemma 3.1.7. For all x P M, |Ωpx, yq|2 is a probability density, ie.
ş
M

|Ωpx, yq|2 dµpyq “ 1.

Proof. This follows from conditions 1, 3, 5.

Lemma 3.1.8. The map

PΩ : L2pM,Lq Ñ L2pM,Lq , PΩpΨqpxq “
ż

M

ΨpyqΩpy, xq dµpyq (3.1.9)

is well–defined and is an orthogonal projection. In particular, it is bounded.
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Proof. First we’ll show that for all x P M, py ÞÑ pΨpyqΩpy, xqq P L1pM,Lxq, so that the right side of
eq. (3.1.9) makes sense:

ż

M

|ΨpyqΩpy, xq| dµpyq ď
ż

M

|Ψpyq|2 dµpyq
ż

M

|Ωpy, xq|2 dµpyq “
ż

M

|Ψpyq|2 dy , (3.1.10)

where the inequality follows from Hölder’s inequality and the equality follows from lemma 3.1.7

Now we’ll show that PΩΨ P L2pM,Lq. We have that

}PΩ}22 “
ż

M

ˇ̌
ˇ
ż

M

ΨpyqΩpy, xq dµpyq
ˇ̌
ˇ
2

dµpxq

ď
ż

M

ˆ ż

M

|Ψpyq|2|Ωpy, xq| dµpyq
ż

M

|Ωpy, xq| dµpyq
˙

dµpxq ď }Ψ}22 sup
xPM

}Ωpx, ¨q}21 ă 8 , (3.1.11)

where the first inequality follows the triangle inequality and Hölder’s inequality with the functions
|Ψ|

a
|Ωpx, ¨q|,

a
|Ωpx, ¨q|, and the last inequality follows from Fubini’s theorem, condition 3 and con-

dition 5.

Finally, we’ll show that P 2
Ω “ PΩ, P

˚
Ω “ PΩ. We first note that if Ψ P L2pM,Lq then py ÞÑ

PΩΨpyqΩpy, xqq P L1pM,Lq for each x P M. To see this, note that
ż

M

|PΩΨpyqΩpy, xq| dµpyq ď }PΩΨ}2}Ωp¨, xq}2 “ }PΩΨ}2 . (3.1.12)

Therefore, Fubini’s theorem and condition 3 imply that P 2 “ P. Now observe that for Ψ1, Ψ2 P
L2pM,Lq, ppx, yq ÞÑ xΨ1pxqΩpx, yq,Ψ2pyqyq P L1pM ˆ M,Cq. This is because

ż

MˆM

|xΨ1pxqΩpx, yq,Ψ2pyqy| dµpxqdµpyq

ď
ż

MˆM

|Ψ1pxq||Ωpx, yq||Ψ2pyq| dµpxqdµpyq ď }Ψ1}22}Ψ2}22 sup
xPM

}Ωpx, ¨q}21 . (3.1.13)

Therefore, by Fubini’s theorem we can switch the order of integration and use condition 3 to see that
P˚
Ω “ PΩ. Since orthogonal projections have norm 1, this completes the proof.

4 Propagators ÐÑ Abstract Coherent State Quantization

Here we will show that there is a an equivalence of categories between the category of (equal–time)
propagators and the category of abstract coherent state quantizations. More precisely:

Theorem 4.0.1. Let pM,dµq be a manifold with a Borel measure. There is a ∆–preserving equivalence
of categories between:

1. Abstract coherent state quantizations pM~, qq such that

sup
xPM

ż

M

b
ρxpqyq dµpyq ă 8 3 (4.0.1)

2. Propagators Ω.

In the 1 Ñ 2 direction of this equivalence, the cohomology class determined by the 3-point function of
pM~, qq is the first Chern class of the line bundle associated to it, which is the pullback of the canonical
bundle. In the 2 Ñ 1 direction, M is embedded into PpHphyq and pL,∇Ωq Ñ M is the pullback of the
canonical bundle with the Fubini–Study connection.

We will take the morphisms in the underlying categories to simply be isomorphisms:

3This is automatically satisfied for manifolds with finite volume.
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Definition 4.0.2. Given two abstract coherent state quantizations of pM1,~, q1q, pM2,~, q2q of pM,dµq,
an isomorphism between them is a morphism of W˚–algebras

π : M1,~ Ñ M2,~ (4.0.2)

such that q2 “ π ˝ q1.

Similarly,

Definition 4.0.3. An isomorphism of (equal–time) propagators is a fiberwise isometry of line bundles
that fiberwise commutes with the propagators.

4.1 Propagator Ñ Abstract Coherent State Quantization

We discuss some basic properties of the propagator and its associated representation. After doing this
we will deduce the forward direction of the desired equivalence.

Definition 4.1.1. We define the physical Hilbert space Hphy to be the image of PΩ .

Proposition 4.1.2. For all Ψ P Hphys, Ψ is essentially bounded and has a continuous representative.

Proof. This follows from

Ψp¨q “
ż

M

ΨpyqΩpy, ¨q dµpyq . (4.1.1)

That the right side is continuous follows from lemma 3.1.6. That Ψ is essentially bounded follows from
the next proposition, since

|Ψpxq| “ |Ψpxq|}Ωpx, ¨q}2 “ }qxΨ}2 ď }Ψ}2 , (4.1.2)

where the final inequality follows from the fact that orthogonal projections have norm 1.

In particular, this means that pointwise evaluation of sections in Hphy is continuous. Such Hilbert
spaces are commonly called reproducing kernel Hilbert spaces.

Proposition 4.1.3. For each z P M, the operator qz P BpHphyq given by

qzΨpxq “ ΨpzqΩpz, xq (4.1.3)

is a rank-one orthogonal projection, with eigenspace given by x ÞÑ lzΩpz, xq for lz P Lz.

Here, we are assuming Ψ is a continuous representative to make sense of eq. (4.1.3).

Proof. Let lz P Lz be normalized. We can see that qz is an orthogonal projection onto x ÞÑ lzΩpz, xq,
since

lzΩpz, xq
ż

M

xlzΩpz, yq,ΨpyqyLy
dµpyq (4.1.4)

“ lzΩpz, xq
ż

M

xlz,ΨpyqΩpy, zqyLz
dµpyq (by condition 3q (4.1.5)

“ lzΩpz, xq xlz,
ż

M

ΨpyqΩpy, zq dµpyqyLz
(4.1.6)

“ lzΩpz, xq xlz,ΨpzqyLz
(since Ψ P Hphyq (4.1.7)

“ ΨpzqΩpz, xq . (4.1.8)

Lemma 4.1.4. For Ψ P Hphy, xΨ, qxΨy “ |Ψpxq|2.
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Proof.

xΨ, qxΨy “
ż

M

xΨpyq,ΨpxqΩpx, yqy dµpyq “
ż

M

xΨpyqΩpy, xq,Ψpxqy dµpyq “ |Ψpxq|2. (4.1.9)

The following shows that, indeed, the eigenvectors of qx are maximally localized at x.

Corollary 4.1.5. Let Ψ P Hphy be normalized. Then |Ψpxq|2 ď 1 and |Ψpxq|2 “ 1 if and only if Ψ is
an eigenvector of qx.

Proof. This follows from lemma 4.1.4 and the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality, using that qx has norm 1
and noting that equality in Cauchy–Schwarz occurs if and only if qxΨ “ λΨ.

Proposition 4.1.6. The map M Ñ BpHphysq, x ÞÑ qx is continuous.

Proof. This follows from lemma 3.1.6 and the fact that the map H Ñ BpHq taking a vector to its
associated orthogonal projection is continuous.

Proposition 4.1.7. The map

Q|L8pMq : L
8pMq Ñ BpHphysq , Qf “

ż

M

fpzqqpzq dµpzq (4.1.10)

is equal to PΩMf , where Mf P BpL2pM,Lqq is the multiplication operator Ψ ÞÑ fΨ.

Proof. We can see this by noting that Mf is a bounded on LppM,Lq and writing out the operator:

QfΨ “
ż

M

fpzqΨpzqΩpz, xq dµpzq “ PΩMfΨ . (4.1.11)

Therefore, in the context of Berezin–Toeplitz quantization, Qf is the Berezin–Toeplitz operator.

Lemma 4.1.8. Hphy is an irreducible representation of the W˚–algebra that is weakly generated by
the image of q.

Proof. Let V Ă Hphy be a subrepresentation. By proposition 1.1.6, if there exists x P M such that
qxV ‰ t0u, then qxV ‰ t0u for all x P M. Suppose that qxV “ t0u for all x P M. Then for Ψ P V,

Ψpxq “ 0 for all x, implying that V “ t0u. Otherwise, V “ Hphy since V must contain the eigenvectors
of qx for all x P M, and these generate Hphy.

Corollary 4.1.9. The W˚–algebra weakly generated by the image of q is BpHphyq.

Proof. This is due to the fact that this W˚–algebra is a subspace of BpHphyq that contains a compact
operator (since it contains a rank–one projection), and since Hphy is an irreducible representation of
this W˚–algebra it must therefore contain all compact operators. Since a W˚-algebra containing all
compact operators contains all bounded operators, the result follows.

Remark 4.1.10. For a simply connected symplectic manifold pM,ωq, we formally have that

ρQf ˚Qg
pxq “

ż

XÑM

DX fpXp0qqgpXp1qqe i
~

ş
D

X˚ω , (4.1.12)

where 0, 1, 8 are cyclically ordered points on BD and the path integral is over maps X : D Ñ M such
that Xp8q “ x.
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4.1.1 Proof of Ñ Direction of Equivalence

Our W˚-algebra is BpHphyq and it is weakly generated by q, as shown in corollary 4.1.9. Furthermore,
eq. (4.0.1) is satisfied because b

ρxpqyq “ |Ωpx, yq| . (4.1.13)

Also, Ωpx, yqΩpy, zqΩpz, xq “ ρxpqyqzq, so that the 3–point functions agree. We still need to show that:

Lemma 4.1.11. Weakly,

1 “
ż

M

qx dµpxq . (4.1.14)

Proof. Let Ψi P Hphy, i “ 1, 2, . . . be such that
ř8

i“1 }Ψi}2 ă 8. Then using Fubini’s theorem and
lemma 4.1.4,

ż

M

8ÿ

i“1

|xΨi, qxΨiy| dµpxq “
8ÿ

i“1

ż

M

|xΨi, qxΨiy| dµpxq “
8ÿ

i“1

}Ψi}2 ă 8 . (4.1.15)

Note that, xΨi, qxΨiy ě 0. Therefore, this also shows that

ż

M

8ÿ

i“1

xΨi, qxΨiy dµpxq “
8ÿ

i“1

}Ψi}2 , (4.1.16)

and this completes the proof.

Finally, to complete this section we observe the following:

Proposition 4.1.12. If h : L1 Ñ L2 is a fiberwise isometry of line bundles over M and Ω1, Ω2 are
propagators such that

Ω1px, yqhpyq “ hpxqΩ2px, yq , (4.1.17)

then
BpHphy,1q Ñ BpHphy,2q , A ÞÑ

`
Ψ ÞÑ hAh´1Ψ

˘
(4.1.18)

is an isomorphism of W˚-algebras such that hq1h
´1 “ q2.

4.2 Propagator ÐÝ Abstract Coherent State Quantization

By lemma 1.1.2, we may assume that M~ “ BpHq.

Definition 4.2.1. Let pL, x¨, ¨yq Ñ M be the line bundle with Hermitian metric obtained by pulling
back Hzt0u Ñ PpHq via π ˝ q.

We now define the propagator:

Definition 4.2.2. Define Ω : π˚
0L

˚ b π˚
1L by

vxΩpx, yq :“ πpqyqvx , (4.2.1)

where on the right we are identifying vectors in Lz with vectors in H projecting to πpqzq P PpHq, for
z P M.

We have that

ρxpqyqzqπpqxq “ πpqxqπpqyqπpqzqπpqxq “ Ωpx, zqΩpz, yqΩpy, xqπpqxq , (4.2.2)

hence:
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Proposition 4.2.3. ρxpqyqzq “ Ωpx, zqΩpz, yqΩpy, xq.
Therefore, the 3–point functions ∆ defined in both categories agree.

Proposition 4.2.4. Ωpx, xq “ 1, |Ωpx, yq| ă 1 if x ‰ y and Ωpx, yq “ Ω˚py, xq.
Proof. That Ωpx, xq “ 1 follows from the definition and that |Ωpx, yq| ă 1 if x ‰ y follows from the
Cauchy-Schwarz inequality: for normalized vectors v, w,

xv, wy ď 1 (4.2.3)

and equality holds if and only if v, w define the same orthogonal projection. Since q is injective, the
result follows. That Ωpx, yq “ Ω˚py, xq follows from q˚

x “ qx.

Proposition 4.2.5. Condition 5 holds.

Proof. This follows immediately from |Ωpx, yq| “
a
ρxpqyq.

Proposition 4.2.6.
ş
M

Ωpx, yqΩpz, yq dµpzq “ Ωpx, yq.
Proof. Since vxΩpx, zqΩpz, yq “ πpqyqπpqzqvx, this follows from

1 “
ż

M

qz dµpzq . (4.2.4)

Proposition 4.2.7. The map

H ÞÑ Hphy , v ÞÑ Ψ , Ψpxq “ qxv (4.2.5)

is a unitary equivalence, with the inverse given weakly by

Hphy Ñ H , Ψ ÞÑ
ż

M

Ψpxq dµpxq . (4.2.6)

Proof. This follows from proposition 4.2.6 and the resolution of the identity.

Note that, eq. (4.2.6) is defined on the entire Hilbert space of sections, but as a result of overcom-
pleteness it isn’t injective on the entire space. Sometimes one can use Lagrangian polarizations to
determine an orthogonal basis of the physical Hilbert space.

4.2.1 Pullback of Hermitian Form

One can use q to pullback the Hermitian form to a complex–valued form on M. In most cases q is
a smooth embedding, therefore M inherits a Riemannian metric. If in addition qpMq Ă PpHq is an
almost complex submanifold then the pullback of the Hermitian form turns M into a Kähler manifold.
We can compute the pullback from ∆:

Definition 4.2.8. Let α : Gpnq Ñ C be smooth, normalized and invariant under even permutations
with respect to Sn`1 ýGpnq. Define

J0pαq : g b ¨ ¨ ¨ b g Ñ C , J0pαqpX1, . . . , Xnq “ X1 ¨ ¨ ¨Xnαpm, ¨, . . . , ¨q , (4.2.7)

where for 1 ď k ď n, Xk P gm differentiates in the pk ` 1qth component of α.

Proposition 4.2.9. The pullback of the Hermitian form is given by

J0plog∆q . (4.2.8)

Remark 4.2.10. J0pαq|m is naturally identified with the n-jet of αpm, ¨, . . . , ¨q. In addition, its anti-
symmetrization is equal to VEpαq{2.
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5 Proof of Equivalence of Propagators and Path Integrals

In order to formally prove the desired equivalence of definition 3.1.1 with eq. (3.0.1), we state the
following lemma, which uses a recent definition of the Riemann integral on manifolds (definition .0.11):

Lemma 5.0.1. Let f : r0, 1s Ñ R be C1 and let F : r0, 1s ˆ r0, 1s Ñ R be C1 and such that it vanishes
on the diagonal. Then

n´1ÿ

i“0

F pxi, xi`1q ∆xiÑ0ÝÝÝÝÝÑ
ż b

a

f dx (5.0.1)

for all 0 ď a ď b ď 1, where a “ x0 ă ¨ ¨ ¨ ă xn “ b, if and only if for all x P r0, 1s,

ByF px, yq|y“x “ fpxq . (5.0.2)

Theorem 5.0.2. (formal) Ω is equal to eq. (3.0.1) if and only if it satisfies definition 3.1.1.

Proof. Iterating (4) with x0 “ x, xn “ y, we have

Ωpx, yq “
ż

Mn´1

n´1ź

k“0

Ωpxk, xk`1q dµpx1q ¨ ¨ ¨ dµpxn´1q . (5.0.3)

Let γ : r0, 1s Ñ M be a C1 path and let 0 “ t0 ă ¨ ¨ ¨ ă tn “ 1. Then by lemma 5.0.1,

n´1ź

k“0

Ωpγtk , γtk`1
q ∆tiÑ0ÝÝÝÝÑ PΩpγq , (5.0.4)

where PΩ denotes parallel transport with respect to ∇Ω. Therefore, taking n Ñ 8 in (5.0.3) gives

Ωpx, yq “
ż γ1“y

γ0“x

PΩpγqDγ . (5.0.5)

We obtain eq. (3.0.1) if and only if ∇Ω “ ∇.

5.1 The Measure PpγqDγ

P pγqDγ can’t be defined as a complex measure, but it can be defined as a formal inverse limit of an
inverse system of complex measures. The reason the limit is formal is because the category of complex
measure spaces doesn’t have enough inverse limits.

Definition 5.1.1. A morphism between measurable spaces is a measurable function between them. A
morphism between complex measure spaces is a measurable map f : pM1,F1, µ1q Ñ pM2,F2, µ2q such
that f˚µ1 “ µ2.

Definition 5.1.2. Let tppMi,Fi, µiq, fijqui,jPJ be an inverse system in the category of complex measure
spaces for which

pM,Fq :“ limÐÝtppMi,Fiq, fijqui,jPJ (5.1.1)

exists, and let
πi : pM,Fq Ñ pMi,Fiq (5.1.2)

be the projection map. We say that g P L1pM,F , µq if there exists i P J and gi P L1pMi,Fi, µiq such
that g “ gi ˝ πi, and we define ż

M

g dµ :“
ż

Mi

gi ˝ πi dµi . (5.1.3)
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Note that, µ is just notation. It is formally the inverse limit of the measures µi, which may not actually
exist. This definition is consistent because if f : pM1,F1, µ1q Ñ pM2,F2, µ2q is a morphism and if
g P L1pM,F2, µ2q, then ż

M1

g ˝ f dµ1 “
ż

M2

g dµ2 . (5.1.4)

Definition 5.1.3. Let M be a manifold and let ∆r0,1s denote the directed set of partitions of r0, 1s,
partially ordered by refinement. Let x, y P M and let B denote the Borel σ–algebra of

X “ tγ : r0, 1s Ñ M : γp0q “ x, γp1q “ yu . (5.1.5)

For ∆ P ∆r0,1s, let B∆ be the finest sub–σ–algebra of B that doesn’t separate paths that agree on ∆.

That is, if A P B then A P B∆ if and only if: γ1 P A and γ1|∆ “ γ2|∆ implies that γ2 P A.

Note that, if ∆1 ď ∆2, then 1 : pX,∆2q Ñ pX,∆1q is measurable. In the context of Poisson manifolds,
it is more natural to take B∆ to be the finest sub–σ–algebra that doesn’t separate paths that are
homotopic relative to the points of ∆.

Proposition 5.1.4. Let Ω be a propagator on pM,dµq and let ∆ P ∆r0,1s be a partition with pn ` 1q
points. Consider the measurable space pX,B∆q. Let

Ω∆ : Mn´1 Ñ C , Ω∆px1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , xn´1q “ Ωpx, x1qΩpx1, x2q ¨ ¨ ¨Ωpxn´1, yq . (5.1.6)

Then tppX,B∆,Ω∆ dµq,1qu∆P∆r0,1s
is an inverse system of HompLx,Lyq–valued measure spaces4 for

which
pX,Bq “ limÐÝpX,B∆q . (5.1.7)

Proof. That eq. (5.1.7) holds follows from the fact that B is generated by cylindrical sets, ie. sets of
the form

tγpt1q P B1, . . . , γptnq P Bnu , (5.1.8)

where B1, . . . , Bn are Borel measurable sets ofM. That this is an inverse system of HompLx,Lyq–valued
measure spaces follows directly from condition 4.

Definition 5.1.5. For x, y P M, we denote by P pγqDγ the formal measure µ of definition 5.1.2.

The next proposition immediately follows from the definitions.

Proposition 5.1.6. Let t1 ă ¨ ¨ ¨ ă tn P p0, 1q and f1, . . . , fn P L8pMq. For f : tγ : r0, 1s Ñ Mu Ñ C,

let
ftpγq “ fpγptqq . (5.1.9)

Then5

pQf1 ¨ ¨ ¨Qfnqpx, yq “
ż γp1q“y

γp0q“x

f1,t1pγq ¨ ¨ ¨ fn,tnpγqP pγqDγ . (5.1.10)

Since eq. (5.1.10) is independent of the values of t1, . . . , tn, it defines a linear map

8à
n“0

L8pMqbn Ñ HompLx,Lyq . (5.1.11)

4Because HompLx,Lyq – C, only traditional measure theory is needed for this.
5On the left, we are identifying an operator with its integral kernel.
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6 Examples

We’ll first discuss the simplest example, given by overcomplete projective submanifolds, then we’ll
discuss S2 from the perspective of Toeplitz quantization. We’ll then survey examples coming from
unitary representations of Lie groups and reproducing kernels.

Remark 6.0.1. Actually, the most basic example is the case of a compact manifold with a probability
measure and a trivial flat connection. In this case, Ω is just the parallel transport map itself and the
Hilbert space is one–dimensional (except the quantization map isn’t injective). To get the example of a
non–trivial flat connection one has to use the path integral of Poisson manifolds, since the fundamental
groupoid needs to be used instead of the pair groupoid.

6.1 Overcomplete Projective Submanifolds

Let H be a separable Hilbert space. The most natural quantizations are of overcomplete symplectic
submanifolds of PpHq. On these spaces, the path integral is easily described and essentially no choices
are required to do the quantization.

Definition 6.1.1. We call a symplectic submanifold M2n Ă PpHq overcomplete if there exists C ą 0
such that

C

ż

M

q ωn
FS (6.1.1)

is an orthogonal projection, where q : M Ă PpHq ãÝÑ BpHq is the canonical embedding.

If eq. (6.1.1) is an orthogonal projection, then it is the identity on the subspace of H spanned by the
rank–one subspaces associated to the points in M. Therefore, without loss of generality we may assume
that eq. (6.1.1) is the identity. As a result, this notion of overcompleteness is consistent with that of
definition 1.0.1 and the quantization is simply given by q.

Remark 6.1.2. Given any overcomplete projective manifold, we can generate another one by consid-
ering the time evolution under Schrödinger’s equation. In the case that M “ CPn, this just results in
Hamiltonian flow.

Proposition 6.1.3. Let M Ă PpHq be overcomplete and equipped with the pullback prequantum line
bundle and Hermitian connection. Then there is a propagator Ω integrating the connection, with respect
to Cωn

FS.

Proof.
xΩprxs, rysq “ qrysx (6.1.2)

is a propagator integrating the connection, with respect to Cωn
FS.

To prove that eq. (6.1.2) determines the right connection, it is either by definition or the following
lemma is required:

Lemma 6.1.4. Let pL,∇q Ñ pM, Iq be a holomorphic line bundle and let Ω P Γpπ˚
0L

˚ b π˚
1Lq be the

identity along the diagonal and holomorphic with respect to p´I, Iq. Then ∇Ω “ ∇.

Proof. Since Ω is holomorphic, ∇p0,XqΩ “ 0 for any X P T
p0,1q
x M. Furthermore, since Ω is constant

along the diagonal, for any X P TM b C

0 “ dΩpX,Xq “ ∇pX,0qΩ ` ∇p0,XqΩ . (6.1.3)

For X P T p1,0qM, it follows that ∇p0,XqΩ “ 0 . Therefore, ∇p0,XqΩ “ 0 for all X P TxM b C, implying
the result.
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In this case, the Hilbert space is H (or more accurately, it is the one space spanned by M) and the
quantization map and adjoint are as follows:

Qf “ C

ż

M

fq ωn
FS , Q

:
Aprxsq “ xx,Axy , (6.1.4)

where x P rxs is any normalized vector. As for when a projective manifold is overcomplete, this is the
case if the Bergman kernel is constant along the diagonal:

Lemma 6.1.5. Suppose pM,Ω, Iq is a Kähler manifold with very ample prequantum line bundle L. If
the Bergman kernel is constant along the diagonal, then the rank–one orthogonal projection

Ψ ÞÑ Ψpxq Bpx, ¨q
Bpx, xq (6.1.5)

symplectically embeds M as an overcomplete submanifold of P pL2
holpM,Lqq. Furthermore, the pullback

of the canonical line bundle with Hermitian connection agrees with the prequantum line bundle with
Hermitian connection ([8]).

Proof. This follows from the fact that the Bergman kernel has the overcompleteness property. The
second part follows from lemma 6.1.4.

In [8], the Bergman kernel along the diagonal is denoted by θ. Those authors discuss consequences of
it being constant. We’ve found that in addition, when it is constant the path integral associated to
the prequantum connection exists exactly.

While the Bergman kernel isn’t always constant, it is always asymptotically constant ([29]), as we
will discuss in section 7.1. The idea of quantization then seems to be to determine an approximately
sympletic, overcomplete embedding into projective space.

For the next proposition, see [30], page 23 or [8], example 1.

Proposition 6.1.6. The Bergman kernel of a homogeneous Kähler manifold whose action lifts to the
prequantum line bundle with Hermitian connection is constant along the diagonal.

For example, the previous proposition applies to CPn,T˚
Rn, Siegel upper half space.

Remark 6.1.7. The Bergman kernel is exactly of the form of equation (2.8) in [13], and indeed it is
equal to a delta function, but only on the physical Hilbert space.

The symmetry problem raised by the authors only suggests that the path integral can’t be defined
uniquely. We circumvent this issue by defining the entire set of sections Ω which formally deter-
mine the path integral.

The final point brought up by the authors is that the path integral doesn’t have a useful perturba-
tion theory. This can be observed in the following example. The perturbation series of Ωpx, yq in ~ is
zero, except at x “ y where it’s 1. However, after integrating Ω against smooth functions and sections
we do get a non–zero perturbation series, eg. a formal deformation quantization.

6.1.1 The 2–Sphere

In the following example we will compute the propagator of S2 and the induced non-commutative
product on the space of polynomial functions of degree ď n. We will do this example from the per-
spective of Toeplitz quantization. This is a special case of overcomplete projective manifolds. First
we’ll compute Ω, then we’ll compute the noncommutative product, then we’ll show that for n “ 1 the
map Q: agrees with the usual identification of the Pauli matrices with the coordinate functions on
S2

ãÝÑ R
3.
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Example 6.1.8. Let M “ S2 with symplectic form nω, where ω is the Fubini–Study form. In the
standard trivialization on the complement of the north pole,

nω “ ni
dz ^ dz̄

p1 ` |z|2q2 . (6.1.6)

Ω : The Hermitian metric of the fiber of the prequantum line bundle L Ñ S2 over z is given by

xλ, βyz “ λ̄β

p1 ` |z|2qn , (6.1.7)

and an orthonormal basis for holomorphic sections is given by

Ψkpzq “
d

n ` 1

2πn

ˆ
n

k

˙
zk , k “ 0, . . . , n . (6.1.8)

The Bergman kernel is given by

Bpw, zq “
ÿ

i

Ψ˚
i pwq b Ψipzq “ n ` 1

2πnp1 ` |w|2qn
nÿ

i“0

ˆ
n

k

˙
pw̄zqk “ n ` 1

2πn

ˆ
1 ` w̄z

1 ` |w|2
˙n

. (6.1.9)

It is constant along the diagonal, so lemma 6.1.4 implies that the path integral is equal to

Ωpw, zq “ Bpw, zq
Bpw,wq “

ˆ
1 ` w̄z

1 ` |w|2
˙n

. (6.1.10)

The projection qw is given by the projection onto the normalized section (which we’ll also denote
by qw)

qwpzq “
c

n ` 1

2πn
Ωpw, zq “ 1a

p1 ` |w|2qn
nÿ

k“0

dˆ
n

k

˙
w̄kΨkpzq . (6.1.11)

Q: : Using eq. (6.1.8) to make the identification

BpΓholpLqq – MnˆnpCq , (6.1.12)

the embedding
Q: : BpΓholpLqq ãÝÑ C8pCP1q , Q

:
Apzq “ xqz, Aqzy . (6.1.13)

is given by

Q
:
Apzq “ 1

p1 ` |z|2qn
nÿ

j,k“0

dˆ
n

j

˙ˆ
n

k

˙
zj z̄kAjk . (6.1.14)

The image of this map is
1

p1 ` |z|2qnPnpz, z̄q , (6.1.15)

where Pnpz, z̄q is the space of polynomials that are at most degree n in each of z, z̄. This space
of functions is equal to Pnpx1, x2, x3q, the set of polynomials in x1, x2, x3 that have degree ď n,

where x1, x2, x3 are the coordinate functions on CP1 – S2 Ă R3. The identification of these two
spaces of functions is given by

x1 ` ix2 “ 2z

1 ` |z|2 , x3 “ ´1 ` |z|2
1 ` |z|2 . (6.1.16)
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The noncommutative product inherited by Pnpx1, x2, x3q is such that

p1 ˚1{n p2 “ p1p2 ` i

2n

`
tp1, p2u ´ ig´1pXp1

, Xp2
q
˘

` Op1{n2q , (6.1.17)

where g is the Kähler metric and Xp1
, Xp2

are the respective Hamiltonian vector fields. Explicitly,
if we write such a function as

apz, z̄q
p1 ` |z|2qn , apz, z̄q “

nÿ

j,k“0

dˆ
n

j

˙ˆ
n

k

˙
ajkz

j z̄k , (6.1.18)

then the product is given by

apz, z̄q
p1 ` |z|2qn ˚1{n

bpz, z̄q
p1 ` |z|2qn “ cpz, z̄q

p1 ` |z|2qn , cjk “
nÿ

i“0

aji bik . (6.1.19)

One can check that, for ti, j, ku “ t1, 2, 3u,

xi ˚1{n xi “ x2
i ` 1

n
px2

j ` x2
kq , (6.1.20)

px1 ` ix2q ˚1{n px1 ´ ix2q “ x2
1 ` x2

2 ` 1

n
p1 ` x3q2 , (6.1.21)

px1 ´ ix2q ˚1{n px1 ` ix2q “ x2
1 ` x2

2 ` 1

n
p1 ´ x3q2 . (6.1.22)

σ : For n “ 1, the map A ÞÑ Q
:
A gives the standard identification of the Pauli matrices with the

coordinate functions on S2:

ˆ
0 0
1 0

˙
ÞÑ x1 ` ix2 ,

ˆ
0 1
0 0

˙
ÞÑ x1 ´ ix2 ,

ˆ
´1 0
0 1

˙
ÞÑ x3 . (6.1.23)

These matrices are commonly denoted σ`, σ´, σz, respectively.

Regarding remark 6.1.7, Ωpw, zq is of the form fpw, zq1{~ for ~ “ 1{n, where f is such that
fpz, zq “ 1, |fpw, zq| ă 1 for w ‰ z. Since

|x| ă 1 ùñ x1{~

~k

~Ñ0ÝÝÝÑ 0 (6.1.24)

for all k ą 0, it follows that the perturbation series of Ω vanishes for w ‰ z.

6.2 Examples From Unitary Representations

The following construction is dual to Kirillov’s orbit method (see chapter 5 of [21]). Let G be a compact
Lie group (compactness can be relaxed). Let

π : G Ñ UpHq (6.2.1)

be an irreducible unitary representation. Let w P H be normalized and let H Ă G be the subgroup
of elements which act by scalar multiplication on w. Let M “ G{H with dµ “ dx the induced left
invariant measure.

For x P G{H, let qx be the orthogonal projection onto Upx1qw, where x1 P G is any vector in the
fiber over x, ie.

qxv “ xUpx1qw, vyUpx1qw . (6.2.2)
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This defines an injective map
q : G{H Ñ PpHq . (6.2.3)

The overcompleteness axiom holds due to Schur’s lemma: let g P G, v P H. Then

Upgq
ż

G{H

qx dx v “
ż

G{H

Upgqqxv dx “
ż

G{H

xUpx1qw, vyUpgqUpx1qw dx (6.2.4)

“
ż

G{H

xUpx1qw, vyUpgx1qw dx “
ż

G{H

xUpg´1x1qw, vyUpx1qv0 dx

“
ż

G{H

xUpx1qw,UpgqvyUpx1qw dx “
ż

G{H

qx dx Upgqv ,

where for the fourth equality we have used that dx is left–invariant, and for the fifth equality we have
used that U is unitary. Therefore, ż

G{H

qx dx (6.2.5)

commutes with Upgq for all g P G, and it follows from Schur’s lemma that it is constant. We can
therefore rescale dx so that this constant is 1.

6.3 Examples From Reproducing Kernels

Let pM,dµq be a manifold with a Borel measure, let pL, x¨, ¨yq Ñ M be a line bundle with Hermitian
connection and let H Ă L2pM,Lq be a closed subspace for which

L Ñ Lx , Ψ ÞÑ Ψpxq (6.3.1)

is continuous, for all x P M (eg. if H is finite–dimensional). For each x P M we get a bounded
sesquilinear form given by

H bC H Ñ C , pΨ1,Ψ2q ÞÑ xΨ1pxq,Ψ2pxqyx , (6.3.2)

and the Riesz representation theorem guarantees that there is a bounded operator qx such that

xΨ1pxq,Ψ2pxqyx “ xΨ1, qxΨ2yL2 . (6.3.3)

We can rescale qx so that it is a rank–one orthogonal projection — to see this, choose a normalized
vector lx P Lx. Writing Ψpxq “ λlx determines a bounded linear functional H Ñ C, Ψ ÞÑ λ. Letting vx
be the vector determined by the Riesz representation theorem, we have that qxpvq “ xvx, vy vx. After
rescaling dµpxq in the inverse way as done to qx, it satisfies

xΨ1,Ψ2yL2 “
ż

M

xΨ1, qxΨ2yL2 dµ , (6.3.4)

and therefore x ÞÑ qx satisfies the overcompleteness axiom. The map M Ñ PpHq , x ÞÑ qx is injective
if and only if the pointwise inner product of sections separates points of M . These can be used to
quantize all compact symplectic manifolds ([7]).

7 Path Integral Quantization of Symplectic Manifolds

In this paper we are focusing on the non–perturbative aspects of quantization, but a complete quan-
tization of a symplectic manifold pM2n, ωq includes a nice perturbation theory with respect to an
~–dependency. Using path integrals, we want an ~–family of propagators Ω~ with respect to dµ~ “ ωn

~
,

such that applying the functor from the category of path integrals to the category of abstract coherent
state quantizations results in an abstract coherent state deformation quantization. Here,

~ω~

~Ñ0ÝÝÝÑ Cω (7.0.1)
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for some C ą 0. The coarsest requirement is that the cohomology class of ~ log r∆~s is equal to rωs.
More precisely, we need ~VEplog∆~q ~Ñ0ÝÝÝÑ iω, or equivalently ~F p∇Ωq ~Ñ0ÝÝÝÑ iω.6

We also need that for x ‰ y, Ω~px, yq ~Ñ0ÝÝÝÑ 0 in such a way that
ż

M2

fpyqgpzqΩ~px, yqΩ~py, zqΩ~pz, xqωn
~ pyqωn

~ pzq ~Ñ0ÝÝÝÑ fpxqgpxq , (7.0.2)

and that the left side is smooth at ~ “ 0.

In practice, propagators tend to come in such families and an important example is of Toeplitz quan-
tization.

7.1 Berezin–Toeplitz Quantization

Let pM2n, ω, Iq be a prequantizable compact Kähler manifold with very ample prequantum line bundle
pL,∇, x¨, ¨yq Ñ M. Let tΨαuα be an orthonormal basis for the space of holomorphic sections of Lk.

The Bergman kernel Bk ([29]) is a section of π˚
0L

k˚ b π˚
1L

k Ñ M ˆ M and is given by

Bkpx, yq “
ÿ

α

Ψαpxq˚ b Ψαpyq . (7.1.1)

This is the integral kernel for the orthogonal projection onto holomorphic sections. We define a
propagator with respect to the measure determined by the rescaled symplectic form

ωkpxq “ Bkpx, xq1{nωpxq , (7.1.2)

given by

Ωkpx, yq “ Bkpx, yqa
Bkpx, xq

a
Bkpy, yq

. (7.1.3)

Since Bkpx, xq1{n{k kÑ8ÝÝÝÑ 1{π , it follows that

ωk

k
Ñ ω

π
. (7.1.4)

Furthermore, for any m ([34])
››q

˚
kωFS

k
´ ω

››
Cm “ Op1{kq . (7.1.5)

Equation (7.1.4), eq. (7.1.5) say that qk approximately symplectically embeds M into projective space
as an overcomplete submanifold, definition 6.1.1. The quantum operators are given by

Qf px, yq “
ż

M

fpzqΩkpx, zqΩkpz, yqωn
1{kpzq

“ 1a
Bkpx, xq

a
Bkpy, yq

ż

M

fpzqBkpx, zqBkpz, yqωnpzq . (7.1.6)

These are the integral kernels of the normalized Berezin–Toeplitz operators — the integral kernels of
the usual Berezin–Toeplitz operators act on the Hilbert space of holomorphic sections and are given
by eq. (7.1.6), without the fraction on the outside of the integral. There is a unitary equivalence
intertwining the Berezin–Toeplitz operators with the operators eq. (7.1.6), given by

L2
holpM,Lkq Ñ Hphy , Ψ ÞÑ Ψ?

Bk

(7.1.7)

6This means that we are not requiring that ~F p∇Ωq “ iω exactly, which means that the embedding into projec-
tive space needn’t be symplectic. In this precise sense, a quantization is an approximately sympelctic, overcomplete
embedding into projective space. See eq. (7.1.5).
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We have that7

ρxpQf q “ Qfpx, xq “
ż

M

fpzq|Ωkpx, zq|2 ωn
1{kpzq (7.1.8)

“ 1

Bkpx, xq

ż

M

fpzq|Bkpx, zq|2 ωnpzq kÑ8ÝÝÝÑ fpxq , (7.1.9)

where to take the limit in eq. (7.1.9) we are assuming that f is continuous.

Finally, there is a unique star product ‹1{k such that ([30])

1

km
}QfQg ´ Qf‹m

1{k
g} Ñ kÑ8ÝÝÝÑ 0 , (7.1.10)

where ‹m
1{k is the truncation of the star product above order m. By proposition 1.1.3

dimHphy “ Volωn
1{k

pMq . (7.1.11)

8 The Path Integral of Lie Algebroids

We will define the path integral of Poisson manifolds —mirroring section 3, we begin with a definition
of the path integral of Lie algebroids. Before doing this, we set things up.

Let Π1pgq Ñ M be the source simply connected Lie groupoid integrating g Ñ M, let dµ be a continu-
ously varying measure on the orbits of g and let pL,∇, x¨, ¨yq Ñ Π1pgq be a multiplicative line bundle
with Hermitian connection ([15]). We want to define the formal path integral

Ωpgq “
ż

rγs“g

P pγqDγ , (8.0.1)

where the integral is over algebroid morphisms T r0, 1s Ñ g with homotopy class g P Π1pMq and P pγq
denotes parallel transport over γ.

Definition 8.0.1. We let pG, dµq Ñ M denote a Lie groupoid with source and target maps s, t and a
continuously varying measure dµ along the orbits, ie. for f P CcpMq,

O ÞÑ
ż

O

f dµ (8.0.2)

is continuous, where O is a point in the space of orbits.

Since the target map restricted to a source fiber surjects onto an orbit, we get the following:

Definition 8.0.2. dµ induces a Haar measure on G, for which the source fibers of G are equipped with
the following σ–algebra: for each x P M, the σ–algebra of s´1pxq is the smallest one for which

tx : s´1pxq Ñ M (8.0.3)

is measurable. If G is source simply connected, we may instead take the σ–algebra of s´1pxq to be the
smallest one for which

t̃x : s´1pxq Ñ ĂM (8.0.4)

is measurable, where ĂM is the universal cover of M and t̃x is the lift of t|s´1pxq : s
´1pxq Ñ M. We will

also denote this Haar measure by dµ.

7This holds from estimates in [29]): Bkpx, xq is bounded away from 0 in pk, xq and |Bkpx, zq|
kÑ8

ÝÝÝÝÑ 0 uniformly in z

on the complement of any open set containing x.
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We denote the groupoid convolution by

˚ : ΓpLq bC ΓpLq Ñ ΓpLq . (8.0.5)

Definition 8.0.3. There is an involution ˚ : ΓpLq Ñ ΓpLq defined as follows: using the multiplicative
structure of L, for each g P G there is a natural map

Lg b Lg´1 Ñ C (8.0.6)

since the pullback of L to the identity bisection is trivial. Combining this with the Hermitian metric,
we get an adjoint map

˚: Lg Ñ Lg´1 . (8.0.7)

The involution is defined by Ψ˚pgq “ pΨpg´1qq˚.

Definition 8.0.4. Any Ω P ΓpLq for which Ω|M “ 1 determines a map

∇Ω : g Ñ TML , (8.0.8)

which is obtained by differentiating Ω along the source fibers at the identity bisection.

8.1 Definition of the Propagator

Definition 8.1.1. With the previous notation, let Ω P ΓpLq be continuous and such that its restriction
to each source fiber is measurable. We say that Ω is an (equal–time) propagator if

1. Ω|M “ 1,

2. |Ωpgq| ă 1 for g R IsopMq0,8

3. Ω˚ “ Ω,

4. Ω ˚ Ω “ Ω,

5. supxPM

ş
s´1pxq

|Ωpgq| dµpgq ă 8 ,

If Ω is smooth and ∇Ω “ ∇|g, then we say that Ω is a propagator integrating ∇.

Conditions 1, 3, 4 say that Ω is a normalized self–adjoint idempotent.

Definition 8.1.2. We define a 2–cochain

∆ : Gp2q Ñ C , ∆pg1, g2q “ Ωpg1qΩpg2qΩpg´1
2 g´1

1 q (8.1.1)

which we call the 3–point function.

In the following, VE is the van Est map (definition .0.10):

Definition 8.1.3. If VEplog∆q “ Π P Λ2
g

˚ we say that Ω is a propagator integrating Π .

In the previous definition, Π is equal to the restriction of the curvature of ∇ to the source fibers. When
quantizing Poisson manifolds it is really Π that we are interested in, rather than the specific connection.

Similarly to the case of the path integral of manifolds, ∆ determines a cohomology class of the local
groupoid:

8IsopMq0 is the connected component of the bundle of isotropy groups of G.
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Definition 8.1.4. Let U be a neighborhood of M ÝÑ Gp2q such that ∆|U is nowhere zero. We define

r∆s : U Ñ C
˚ , r∆spg1, g2q “ Ωpg1qΩpg2qΩpg´1

2 g´1
1 q

|Ωpg1g2q|2 . (8.1.2)

r∆s is a 2-cocycle on the local groupoid, valued in C˚. It follows that log r∆s is a 2-cocycle on the
local groupoid, valued in C (where we choose the logarithm so that log r∆s|M “ 0), and assuming it is
smooth this determines a 2-cocycle on the Lie algebroid.

Remark 8.1.5. For Poisson manifolds pM,Πq, the first condition formally says that
ż

X:TDÑT˚M

DX e
i
~

ş
D

X˚Π “ 1 , (8.1.3)

where the path integral is over Lie algebroid morphisms X : TD Ñ T ˚M such that Xp0q “ x, where
0 P BD.

8.2 Quantization of Lie Algebroids

The quantization of a Lie algebroid is essentially a smoothly varying quantization of its orbits. Before
defining it, we note that there is a measure on the arrows of G induced by the Haar measure and the
measure on M. Since ΓpLq acts on itself from the right, we get a W˚–algebra W˚pG,Lq by taking the
weak–closure of CcpG,Lq ãÝÑ BpL2pG,Lqq.

Proposition 8.2.1.
ş
spgq“x

|Ωpgq|2 dµpgq “ 1 .

Proof. This follows from conditions 1, 3, 4.

Definition 8.2.2. We define g~ to be the corner associated to Ω, ie.

g~ “ Ω ˚ W˚pG,Lq ˚ Ω . (8.2.1)

In other words, g~ consists of sections which are fixed by Ω on the right and on the left.

The following is a general property of corners of W˚–algebras and follows from the definition:

Proposition 8.2.3. The canonical map

r : W˚pG,Lq Ñ g~ , rpAq “ Ω ˚ A ˚ Ω (8.2.2)

is ˚–linear, continuous and fixes g~. That is, r is a ˚–linear retraction.

Definition 8.2.4. Let
LppMq :“ tf : M Ñ C : ess sup }f}p ă 8u , (8.2.3)

where }f}p is the orbit–wise constant function given by the orbit–wise Lp–norm.

Definition 8.2.5. The quantization map is given by

Q :
à

1ďpď8

LppMq Ñ g~ , Qf “ rpt˚fq . (8.2.4)

Equivalently, Qf “ rps˚fq.

We can quantize x P M by defining qx “ Qδx and these do resolve the identity, but they are only
continuous within the orbits. This next proposition is a simple computation.

Proposition 8.2.6.

pQf ˚ Qhqpgq “
ż

g1g2g3“g

fptpg1qqhptpg2qqΩpg1qΩpg2qΩpg3q dµpg1qdµpg2q . (8.2.5)
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We now define the state map:

Definition 8.2.7. Let
ρ : g~ Ñ L8pMq , ρApxq “ Apxq , (8.2.6)

where we are identifying x P M with its identity arrow.

The next proposition immediately follows from the definitions.

Proposition 8.2.8.

ρQf
pxq “

ż

s´1pxq

fptpgqq|Ωpgq|2 dµ . (8.2.7)

The map f ÞÑ ρQf
generalizes the Berezin transform.

Definition 8.2.9. We say that ρpMq has enough states if ρApxq “ 0 for all x P M implies that A “ 0.

In the case that ρpMq has enough states we get an embedding g~ ãÝÑ L8pMq.
Definition 8.2.10. We let

HS :“ tA P g~ : ρA˚˚A P L1pMqu . (8.2.8)

Definition 8.2.11. We have inner products on g~, L
2pMq valued in

tf P L8pMq : f is constant along orbitsu , (8.2.9)

given by

xA,ByHS
pxq “

ż

Ox

ρA˚B dµ , (8.2.10)

xf, gyL2pxq “
ż

Ox

f̄g dµ , (8.2.11)

where Ox is the orbit containing x.

The next proposition can be taken to be the defining feature of abstract coherent state quantizations
of Lie algebroids with orbit–wise measures:

Proposition 8.2.12. Q|L2pL2pMqq Ă HS and ρ|HS
“ Q:|L2 , in the sense that for f P L2pMq, A P

HS ,

xA,Qf yHS
“ xρA, fyL2 . (8.2.12)

Proof. Let Ox be the orbit of x. Then
ż

yPOx

|ρQ˚
f

˚Qf
|pyq dµpyq “

ż

yPOx

|Qf̄ ˚ Qf |pyq dµpyq (8.2.13)

ď
ż

yPOx

ż

g1g2g3“y

ˇ̌
f̄ptpg1qqfptpg2qqΩpg1qΩpg2qΩpg3q

ˇ̌
dµpg1qdµpg2qdµpyq (8.2.14)

ď C

ż

spg2q,tpg2qPOx

|f̄pspg2qqfptpg2qqΩpg2q|dµpg2q (8.2.15)

ď C}f}2L2pMq , (8.2.16)

where to go from the second to third line we have used proposition 8.2.6, the triangle inequality
and conditions 2 and 5. From the third to fourth line we have used and Hölder’s inequality and
proposition 8.2.1. Note that, C is independent of x. The adjoint property follows from

ż

yPOx

pA˚ ˚ Ω ˚ t˚f ˚ Ωqpyq dµpyq “
ż

yPOx

pΩ ˚ A˚ ˚ Ωqpyqfpyq dµpyq (8.2.17)

“
ż

yPOx

ĘApyqfpyq dµpyq , (8.2.18)

where we have used that Ω ˚ A ˚ Ω “ A by definition of g~.
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Remark 8.2.13. Let 0, 1, 8 are cyclically ordered points on the boundary of a disk. For a Poisson
manifold pM,Πq, we formally have that

ρQf ˚Qh
pxq “

ż

X:TDÑT˚M

DX fpXp0qqhpXp1qqe i
~

ş
D

X˚Π , (8.2.19)

where the path integral is over algebroid morphisms such that Xp8q “ x. According to [4], this is
equivalent to the Poisson sigma model description of Kontsevich’s star product Writing it out exactly,

ρQf˚Qh
pxq “

ż

pg1,g2qPGp2q, spg1q“x

fptpg1qqhptpg2qq∆pg1, g2q dµpg1qdµpg2q . (8.2.20)

9 Quantization of Poisson Structures

One way of quantizing a Poisson manifold having a dense symplectic leaf is by finding a propagator on
the symplectic groupoid over the symplectic leaf that extends to the entire symplectic groupoid. We
show two examples of this here, before discussing Riemann surfaces.

9.1 Quartic Zero

Consider the Poisson structure on S2 which in coordinates on the complement of the south pole is
given by

Π “ 1

2i
|z|4Bz ^ Bz̄ . (9.1.1)

This Poisson structure is symplectic on the complement of the north pole, z “ 0.

The symplectic groupoid of eq. (9.1.1) is given by T ˚S2
Ñ S2. In coordinates pz, λq and for 1´λ|z|2z̄ ‰

0, the source and target maps are given by

spz, λq “ z , tpz, λq “ z

1 ´ λ|z|2z̄ . (9.1.2)

For arrows with source and target z “ 0, the composition is given by vector addition, ie.

p0, λ1q ¨ p0, λ2q “ p0, λ1 ` λ2q , (9.1.3)

and the full subgroupoid over the complement of the north pole is the pair groupoid.

The multiplicative line bundle is trivial and the Haar measure is given by

dµ “ i

2
|z|4dλ ^ dλ̄ . (9.1.4)

The propagator is given by

Ωpz, λq “ 1

2π~
e

´|λ|2|z|4`λ̄z´λz̄

4~ . (9.1.5)

This can be described geometrically as follows: let α P T ˚S2, then

Ωpαq “ e
Πpα,Ipαqq

4~ P pt ÞÑ tαq (9.1.6)

where I is the almost complex structure and P pt ÞÑ tαq is the parallel transport map over the curve

t ÞÑ tα , t P r0, 1s . (9.1.7)

The σ–algebra on a source fiber over the open symplectic leaf is the Borel σ–algebra, and the σ-algebra
on the source fiber over the north pole is the trivial one consisting of the empty set and the entire
source fiber, with the measure of this source fiber equaling 1.

On the coordinate patch containing the south pole, the resulting formal deformation quantization
is given by the Wick algebra:

f ‹~ g “ prod ˝ e~
B

Bz̄
b B

Bz f b g . (9.1.8)
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9.2 Podles̀ sphere

The Poisson manifold known as the Podles̀ sphere is the Poisson structure on S2 given by

Π “ 1

2i
|z|2p1 ` |z|2qBz ^ Bz̄ . (9.2.1)

Its geometric quantization is described in [4]. The symplectic groupoid is T ˚S2
Ñ S2. The full

subgroupoid over the complement of the north pole is the pair groupoid, and in coordinates on the
complement of the south pole the source and target maps are

spz, λq “ z , tpz, λq “ z

1 ´ λ̄p1 ` |z|2qz̄ . (9.2.2)

In these coordinates the multiplicative line bundle is trivial. To describe the propagator, let

Bpx, yq “
8ÿ

n“0

cnpx̄yqne 1

2~
pLi2p´|x|2q`Li2p´|y|2q , (9.2.3)

where L2ptq “ ´
şt
0

logp1´t1q
t1 dt1 is the dilogarithm and

cn “
´
2π

ż 8

0

tn?
1 ` t

e
1

~
Li2p´tq

¯´1

. (9.2.4)

On the complement of the north pole, this is the Bergman kernel. This orthonormal basis was computed
in [4]. The propagator is given by

Ωpx, yq “ Bpx, yqa
Bpx, xq

a
Bpy, yq

. (9.2.5)

9.3 Constant Curvature Surfaces

The complete simply connected surfaces of constant curvature ď 0 are C, H (we have already discussed
the positive curvature case). The propagators are given by

1. C :

Ωpz1, z2q “ e´
|z1|2`|z2|2´2z1Ěz2

2~ , ω~ “ i

4π~
dz ^ dz̄ . (9.3.1)

2. H “ tz P C : y ą 0u :

Ωpz1, z2q “
ˆ
2i

a
Impz1qImpz2q
z1 ´ z̄2

˙ 2

~

, ω~ “ i

4π~

dz ^ dz̄

Impzq2 . (9.3.2)

These propagators are the integral kernels of the orthogonal projections onto square–integrable holo-
morphic functions. A simple computation shows that VEplog∆q is proportional to ω~. A direct com-
putation shows the following:

Lemma 9.3.1. For both C and H, the C˚–valued 2-cocycle on the pair groupoid

r∆spx, y, zq “ Ωpx, yqΩpy, zqΩpz, xq
|Ωpx, zq|2 (9.3.3)

is invariant under orientation–preserving isometries, as is the map px, yq ÞÑ |Ωpx, yq|2.
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As a result, we get a universal description of quantizations of the quotients of C and H by any subgroup
of orientation–preserving isometries, since r∆s descends to the source simply connected groupoid. This
includes all complete Riemann surfaces of non–positive constant curvature. Using r∆s allows for the
simplest description of the multiplicative line bundle and it arises from a change of trivialization. We
explain this in the following lemma, but first we recall definition 8.1.4:

r∆spg1, g2q “ Ωpg1qΩpg2qΩpg´1
2 g´1

1 q
|Ωpg1g2q|2 . (9.3.4)

Assuming ∆ is nowhere vanishing, this is a 2-cocycle defined on all of Gp2q.

Lemma 9.3.2. Let pG, dµq be a Lie groupoid with a measure along the orbits, and let Ω be a
non–vanishing propagator on L Ñ Gp1q. Then Gp1q ˆ C Ñ G with multiplication given by

pg1, aq ¨ pg2, bq “ pg1g2, abr∆spg1, g2qq , (9.3.5)

with the metric given by xpg, aq, pg, bqyg “ āb|Ωpgq|2 and the propagator given by the constant 1 is
isomorphic to pL,Ωq.

Proof. The isomorphism is given by
pg, aq ÞÑ pg, aΩpgqq . (9.3.6)

To explicitly see that 1 is indeed a propagator,

p1 ˚ 1qpgq “
ż

tg1g2“gu

r∆spg1, g2q dµ “
ż

tg1g2“gu

Ωpg1qΩpg2qΩpg´1q
|Ωpgq|2 dµ

“ ΩpgqΩpg´1q
|Ωpgq|2 “ 1 . (9.3.7)

For a subgroup Γ of orientation preserving isometries, rM{Γs isn’t necessarily a manifold. In the case
that it isn’t, Π1prM{Γsq is described by the double groupoid ([26]) PairΓ ˙ PairM Ñ Γ ˙ M.

Corollary 9.3.3. Let M “ C or H and let Γ be a subgroup of orientation–preserving isometries. Then
pL,Ωq descends to Π1prM{Γsq .

If M{Γ is prequantizable to L0 Ñ M{Γ then L – s˚L˚
0 b t˚L0. It follows that there is a representation

of T pM{Γq~ on L2pM{Γ,L0q.

Appendix

We’ll review relevant definitions and results about groupoids. We’ll start with the definition of the
nerve of a groupoid and the van Est map given in [25]. The definitions we use are different than the
standard ones ([24], [33]), but they are equivalent and are more suitable for our purposes.

A basic but important example of a Lie groupoid is the pair groupoid:

Definition .0.4. The pair groupoid is denoted PairM Ñ M. It is the unique Lie groupoid such that
between any two points of M is a unique arrow.

Definition .0.5. Given an integrable Lie algebroid g, its source simply connected groupoid is denoted
Π1pgq. In the case that g “ TM, we may also denote it by Π1pMq.

The space of n-composable arrows of the pair groupoid is PairpnqM “ Mn`1. More generally:
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Definition .0.6. Let G Ñ M be a Lie groupoid with source and target maps s, t. We define the nerve
of G in degree n to be

Gpnq “ G sˆs G sˆs ¨ ¨ ¨ sˆs Glooooooooooooomooooooooooooon
n times

. (.0.8)

Using this definition, the action of the symmetric group is easy to describe:

Definition .0.7. For σ P Sn`1 and for pg1, . . . , gnq P Gpnq, we let

σ ¨ pg1, . . . , gnq :“ pg´1
σ´1p0qgσp1q, . . . , g

´1
σ´1p0qgσpnqq , (.0.9)

where g0 :“ idpspg1qq.

The result is a point in Gpnq whose common source is tpgσ´1p0qq. If σ fixes 0 P t0, . . . , nu then σ is just
a permutation.

Definition .0.8. Let G Ñ M be a Lie groupoid and g Ñ M its Lie algebroid. We define n-cochains
as follows:

CnpGq “ tΩ : Gpnq Ñ Cu , (.0.10)

Cnpgq “ tω : gbn Ñ Cu . (.0.11)

For the most part, we are interested in n-cochains that are invariant under An Ă Sn.

Definition .0.9. Let G Ñ M be a Lie groupoid. We define An
0G to be those n–cochains on G that

are invariant under An Ă Sn and that vanish on the identity bisection.

A vector ξ P g at a point x P M is a vector tangent to the source fiber of G at M. Given an n-cochain
Ω and a point x P X, we can restrict

Ω : G sˆs ¨ ¨ ¨ sˆs Gloooooooomoooooooon
n times

Ñ C (.0.12)

to a map
Ωx : s´1pxqˆ ¨ ¨ ¨ ˆs´1pxqloooooooooooomoooooooooooon

n times

Ñ C , (.0.13)

and it makes sense to differentiate Ωx in each of the n components independently.

Definition .0.10. Let G Ñ M be a Lie groupoid and g Ñ M its Lie algebroid. For each n ě 1 we
define the van Est map

VE : An
0G Ñ Λn

g , Ω ÞÑ VEpΩq (.0.14)

as follows: for ξ1, . . . , ξn P gx, we let

VEpΩqpξ1, . . . , ξnq “ n! ξn ¨ ¨ ¨ ξ1Ωx , (.0.15)

where ξi differentiates Ωx in the ith component.9

This definition of the van Est map has the advantage that it is defined as a map An
0G Ñ Λn

g. Using
the standard definition ([33]), C8pMq–linearity of VEpΩq is a property that needs to be checked. This
simplifies the proof of theorem .0.12.

This next definition is the main component of the proof of the equivalence of categories in section 5:

9The n! is due to the fact that the standard definition of the van Est map involves an alternating sum over permu-
tations, but it doesn’t divide by the number of permutations.
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Definition .0.11. Let M be an oriented n-dimensional manifold, let ω be an n-form on M and let
VEpΩq{n! “ ω. Then given a triangulation ∆M of M, the (generalized) Riemann sum of ω is defined
to be ÿ

∆P∆M

Ωp∆q , (.0.16)

where the sum is over all n-dimensional simplices.

Theorem .0.12. Suppose that VEpΩq{n! “ ω. Then

ÿ

∆P∆M

Ωp∆q ∆Ñ0ÝÝÝÑ
ż

M

ω , (.0.17)

where the limit is taken over barycentric subdivisions of any triangulation ∆M .
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