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In loop quantum gravity (LQG), quantum states of the gravitational field are represented by labelled
graphs called spinnetworks. Their dynamics can be described by a Hamiltonian constraint, which
modifies the spinnetwork graphs. Fixed graph approximations of the dynamics have been exten-
sively studied, but its full graph-changing action so far remains elusive. The latter, alongside the
solutions of its constraint, are arguably the missing features to access physically correct quantum-
relativistic phenomenology from canonical LQG. Here, we introduce the first numerical tool that
implements graph-changing dynamics via the Hamiltonian constraint. We find new solutions to
this constraint and show that some quantum-geometrical observables behave differently than in the
graph-preserving truncation. This work aims at fostering a new era of numerical simulations in
canonical LQG that, crucially, embrace the graph-changing aspects of its dynamics, laying aside
debated approximations.

Loop quantum gravity (LQG) is a tentative quan-
tum theory of gravity with the distinct feature of ge-
ometric observables having discrete spectra [1]. While
its mathematics is fairly well defined, computations are
extremely challenging. Recently, numerical computa-
tions [2–6] were achieved within the covariant formulation
of the theory [7], yet none of these numerical tools apply
to the canonical approach [8]. The dynamics of canoni-
cal LQG is defined by a single operator, the Hamiltonian
constraint [9]. It acts on a state space for the quan-
tum spacetime geometry that admits a basis labeled by
spinnetworks (SNs) [10, 11]. These are closely related to
ribbon-graphs and string-nets [12–14]. SNs are graphs
with spins assigned to links, and nodes forming singlets
out of the link spins [15–18]. The Hamiltonian-constraint
action on a SN changes the graph and its spin assign-
ments in multiple ways, yielding a large superposition
of SNs with different graphs. This complication is ampli-
fied by the quantum-volume operator in the Hamiltonian.
Calculating matrix elements of the volume requires diag-
onalizing matrices built on subspaces of SNs with identi-
cal graphs, which demands numerical approaches largely
lacking in canonical LQG. The resulting dynamics, as
well as the solutions to its constraint, have therefore re-
mained inaccessible. Even its effect on the volume – a key
observable to extract information about the (quantum)
geometry – has yet to be characterized, preventing canon-
ical LQG from reaching the physically correct quantum
domain.

In this Letter, we introduce the first numerical ap-
proach implementing the Hamiltonian-constraint action
on 3- and 4-valent SNs, the simplest duals to triangu-
lations of bi- and tri-dimensional hypersurfaces (“space-
time cuts”), without recurring to its truncation to fixed
graphs as is common in LQG. Our approach allows

for controlled recursive application of the Hamiltonian
on SNs, yielding perturbative expansions of constraint-
generated operators. A key feature of our approach is
a bijective map between SNs and functions of lists, on
which the Hamiltonian acts as a functional. The applica-
bility of this approach might reach beyond LQG. All for-
mulas derived and implemented are presented in the com-
panion paper [19]. For the 3-valent case, akin to Ref. [20],
our derivations update those in Refs. [21, 22], that em-
ployed the (outdated) Temperley-Lieb algebra [15] (lead-
ing to different results). Furthermore, building on and
correcting the partial derivations from Ref. [23], we pro-
vide the first action of the Hamiltonian on 4-valent SNs.

We perform the first numerical study of graph-
changing (GC) canonical LQG, computing volume ex-
pectation values of two perturbatively transformed 4-
valent SNs. We compare the results with data generated
with a graph-preserving (GP) Hamiltonian, presenting
the first concrete indication that the latter fails to cap-
ture the proper SN dynamics. Our results on GC dy-
namics provide the missing reference point for approxi-
mations to be devised and tested, and should enable cer-
tain calculations to be performed entirely approximation-
free. Lastly, considering that no eigenstates are known
in the chosen algebra without additional assumptions,
we find solutions to the Hamiltonian constraint with
our code [24–26]. Performing GC computations opens
a range of possibilities, including checks about how GC
formulations affect semi-classical predictions [27, 28].

Using Ashtekar-Barbero variables [29–31], the
Einstein-Hilbert action can be recast as smearings
over 3 sets of constraints corresponding to gauge in-
variance, diffeomorphism invariance and (Euclidean)
time reparametrization [32]. The resulting constrained
system can be quantized “à la Dirac” [33, 34]. In the
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FIG. 1. (a) A 4-valent SN node (center), with its assigned ghost function below, transforms under the action of the Hamiltonian
to give six modified structures containing inner loops (top and bottom). Ghost functions containing the lists encoding two such
SNs, the top-most and bottom-most ones, are given. Double arrows emphasize the reversible character of the Hamiltonian,
and the numbers within them highlight the location of the added loop. (b) Example of SN: the dipole model. Two 4-valent
nodes are connected through their links pairwise, so that its dual is formed by two tetrahedra with faces that are pairwise
glued (in 4D). These tetrahedra represent quanta of volume in a discretized geometry. Under the action of a unitary formed
by exponentiating the Hamiltonian with a perturbation parameter N ≪ 1, the transformed SN behaves differently when GC
(left) or GP (right) dynamics are considered. (c) Pseudocode for the Hamiltonian implementation. The code checks whether
an inner loop is present. If absent, it will introduce inner loops in all six locations, with spin 1/2 on the newly created link. If
present, for each possible location, a series of steps is followed (the case for location 1 is shown, while for other locations the
dashed-line continuation of the diagram implies similar rules not displayed). Namely, coupling a new loop at the innermost-loop
location merely shifts spins without graph changes. If the connecting link reaches spin 0, it is removed, and the inner-loop data
in the corresponding list is shifted left by 4 entries. Also, inner loops are added (deeper) to all other positions, but if a loop
was added at position 3 right before inserting one at position 1 (these loops share no links), it either removes its extra link or
simply changes spins. The diagram contains examples for the simplest SN for which the rules apply.

quantum theory, consideration solely of SNs with spin
singlets at every node (also called intertwiners) suffices
to satisfy the gauge constraint, which enforces fulfillment
of the Cauchy-Schwarz inequalities. For SNs embedded
in manifolds, diffeomorphisms can be understood as
(invertible analytic) deformations of the graphs. To
satisfy the diffeomorphism constraint, one considers
equivalence classes of (dual) SNs with respect to diffeo-
morphisms [33, 35]: all graphs related by deformations
should be superposed. The last constraint, referred
to as Hamiltonian (or scalar constraint), dictates the
dynamics. When neither matter nor a cosmological
constant are considered, the simultaneous solutions to
all constraints provide the physical states of LQG.

We consider the following (Hermitian) Hamiltonian:

Ĉs =

lim
□→0

∑
□

iNϵijk
3l20

tr
{
ĥ[αji]− ĥ[αij ], ĥ[pk]V̂ ĥ−1[pk]

}
.(1)

Braces denote the anticommutator and tr the trace. The
building blocks of Eq. (1) are the volume operator V̂

and the holonomies ĥ[p] (link-related parallel-transport
unitaries) defined over a path p. The symbol □ repre-
sents a partition of the manifold into cubes, with cube
sizes going to zero, □ → 0, while their number diverges.
As a result of this regularization, only the cubes cen-
tered at SN nodes contribute and no cube contains more
than one node. The prefactor N is the lapse, serv-
ing as an amplitude modulator for the constraint action
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in each cube. Here, we consider it independent of the
cube. It translates a tridimensional foliation of space-
time (or triagulation thereof) along a timelike vector of
norm ∝ N . The loops αij and αji of opposite orienta-
tions (i.e., αij = α−1

ji ) are formed by segments parallel to
two perpendicular links (labelled by i and j), connected
by an additional link [the source of the GC effect, see
Fig. 1(a)]. Path pk is a line segment parallel to yet an-
other link from the node (labelled k), perpendicular to
both i and j links. The totally anti-symmetric symbol
ϵijk enforces that only holonomies applied over 3 mutu-
ally perpendicular links from an intertwiner contribute
to the scalar-constraint action. These holonomies couple
additional spins to SN links acted upon by Ĉs. Lastly,
the volume operator gives the number of (Planck-scale)
quanta of volume based on the spins of the links con-
nected to nodes of valency 4 or higher, with l0 being the
Planck length. This provides an interpretation of SNs as
duals to triangulations of manifolds, associating a link to
each face of the triangulation, and a node to each tetra-
hedron [see Fig. 1(b)].

Graphical data can be rather unpractical and resource-
consuming, yet transforming SNs demands the storage
of information about superpositions of different (change-
able) graphs with spins assigned to their links. Our
goal is to encode SNs while allowing them to assume in-
creasingly more complex structures resulting from loops
added by the Hamiltonian closer and closer to the cen-
tral nodes. We consider either 3 or 4 external legs (the
outermost links). Their internal structures can accom-
modate an arbitrarily large number of inner loops or-
dered by their proximity to the central nodes. The
spin and location information is stored as ordered lists,
each in one-to-one relation with an SN. Since one can-
not span a vector space out of lists, we construct a vec-
tor space of abstract functions for which the arguments
are these lists. We call them ghost functions because
they are never assigned a functional form. All needed
information is in their arguments, which can have ar-
bitrary size. Their orthogonality is based on whether
arguments coincide: if si = {si,1, si,2, . . .} denotes lists
encoding SNs, the functions f(si) are endowed with the
inner product I[f(si), f(sj)] = δi,j . The Hamiltonian
is then coded as a linear functional acting on the ghost
functions by reading and manipulating their arguments:
Cs[f(si)] =

∑
j cj(si)f(sj) for coefficients cj taken from

the action of Eq. (1) on 3-valent or 4-valent SNs and
derived in the companion paper [19]. Linearity im-
plies Cs[

∑
i cif(si)] =

∑
i ciCs[f(si)], thus the constraint

functional can be used recursively.

We focus here on 4-valent SNs with 4 external legs,
an inner virtual link and an arbitrary number of inner
loops. The inner loops can be arranged in 6 different
ways, by connecting links belonging to each possible pair
of directions [cf. Fig. 1(a)]. We label such inner-loop lo-
cations from 1 to 6, connecting links along the respective

pairs {p1, p3}, {p2, p3}, {p2, p4}, {p1, p4}, {p1, p2}, and
{p3, p4}. In the central SN of Fig. 1(a), ji is the link spin
along direction pi. The presence of certain inner loops af-
fects the manner in which Eq. (1) can attach new loops.
If a loop is present, e.g., in location 1 (placed between
directions p1 and p3), Ĉs attaches a new loop in the same
location by coupling its holonomies with the already ex-
isting loop links, without changing the graph structure,
but altering the spins of these links (unless the spin of
the connecting link becomes zero, changing the graph).
The Hamiltonian also forms inner loops in all other loca-
tions, but the presence of a loop in location 1 means that
loops in locations 2, 4, 5, and 6 (sharing a common link
with loop 1) would have to be introduced further inwards
relative to the location-1 loop. Meanwhile, a loop intro-
duced in location 3 is unaffected by that loop and could
be located at similar depth. Consequently, recursive ap-
plication of Eq. (1) generates structures with increasingly
deeper inner loops, with depths dependent on loop po-
sitions. Figure 1(c) shows pseudocode exemplifying the
addition/removal of loops.

Our SN-encoding lists have the spins of the outermost
links as their first four entries. They are stored only
for normalization. The next four entries are the inner-
most spins adjacent to the central virtual link, i.e., along
directions p1, p2, p3, and p4. The 9th entry is the central-
virtual-link spin. If the SN has no inner loops, all remain-
ing entries are zero [cf. center of Fig. 1(a)]. Otherwise,
the innermost-loop data occupy the next 4 entries, and
every following loop, in decreasing order of depth, is de-
scribed by 4 additional entries: the first two store the
location of the loop and the spin of its connecting link,
while the other two store the spins adjacent to (but not
contained in) the loop along the directions it connects.
When Cs creates a new loop, it moves all entries from
10th onward to the right by 4, so that inner-loop entries
are moved down in depth order to allow for inclusion of
the new-loop data. The new spins adjacent to the cen-
tral nodes are encoded in entries 5-8, and the new central
spin in the 9th entry. Information about the added in-
nermost loop occupies entries 10-13. Although SNs and
their encoding lists become increasingly complex, Ĉs acts
only upon the two deepest inner loops of a 4-valent SN.
Since we store the information about these two loops be-
tween the 5th and 17th entries, the coefficients cj(si)
in Cs[f(si)] =

∑
j cj(si)f(sj) depend only on these en-

tries of the input-ghost-function argument, avoiding the
search for entries scattered among large lists.

The constraint is a map between nonnormalized SNs.
So, normalization is required after applying Cs several
times. The “normalizer” functional linearly implements
this according to f(si) → [dj1dj2dj3dj4

∏
k d

−1
k ]f(si) [19],

where dj = 2j+1. Here, ji are spins of the outermost legs
and k runs over the spins of all SN links, including the
outermost ones. To achieve this, the normalizer reads in
each ghost-function argument the first 6 entries and the
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jth, (j−1)th, and (j−2)th entries for j = 4n+9 (n ∈ N).
As key observable, we implement a quantum-volume

functional. It only sees the spins adjacent to the cen-
tral link in the SN. These determine the size of the ma-
trix generated by the volume operator. Since the vol-
ume maps a 4-valent SN with central spin i into a lin-
ear combination of 4-valent SNs with all possible cen-
tral spins, the size of the matrix it generates runs from
min{|j′1 − j′3|, |j′2 − j′4|} to max{j′1 + j′3, j

′
2 + j′4} (for in-

nermost spins j′1, j
′
2, j

′
3, and j′4), and the indices are the

input and output central-link spin values. The volume
is derived from an intermediate operator acting on the
SNs, whose matrix needs to be diagonalized, so that
the absolute value and square root of its entries can
be taken before the inverse of the diagonalizing trans-
formation is applied, giving volume-operator matrix el-
ements in a basis of 4-valent-SN states [19]. Finally,
the inner-product functional is defined by linearity as
I[
∑

i cif(si),
∑

j djf(sj)] =
∑

i,j c
∗
i djI[f(si), f(sj)].

The solutions to constraint (1), which compose the
space of physical states in LQG, remain unknown. Some
solutions were found (a) in the presence of a semi-classical
massive scalar field [24], (b) using the Temperley-Lieb al-

gebra [25] and (c) using an incomplete Hamiltonian [23],
yet none holds in the case we study. The existence of
certain classes of diffeomorphism-invariant solutions was
also proven, but no explicit solution was constructed [26].
Using our code, we have searched for states annihilated
by Ĉs. Our protocol runs over semi-integer spins within
[0, 7/2] on each link of an SN without inner loops. Only
gauge-invariant states are allowed. Within the inves-
tigated spin range, we have found a solution only for
j1 = j2 = j3 = j4 = i = 0, suggesting that SNs
with zero innermost spins connected to the intertwin-
ers provide solutions. When acting on a linear combi-
nation of SNs that cannot be generated from one an-
other by inner-loop couplings, the Hamiltonian generates
a linear combination of SNs that does not overlap with
the input state |s0⟩. Denoting as |si⟩ the state gener-
ated by i loop insertions on |s0⟩, with ⟨si|sj⟩ = δij and

Ĉs|s0⟩ = c∗1|s1⟩, we have Ĉs|si⟩ = ci|si−1⟩+ c∗i+1|si+1⟩ =
⟨si−1|Ĉs|si⟩|si−1⟩ + ⟨si+1|Ĉs|si⟩|si+1⟩. Therefore, from
|s0⟩, we can generate the following solution to our Hamil-
tonian constraint [19]:

|E0⟩ = |s0⟩ −
⟨s1|Ĉs|s0⟩
⟨s1|Ĉs|s2⟩

|s2⟩+
⟨s1|Ĉs|s0⟩⟨s3|Ĉs|s2⟩
⟨s1|Ĉs|s2⟩⟨s3|Ĉs|s4⟩

|s4⟩+ . . . =
∑
i even

(−1)i/2
⟨s1|Ĉs|s0⟩
⟨s1|Ĉs|s2⟩

· · · ⟨si−1|Ĉs|si−2⟩
⟨si−1|Ĉs|si⟩

|si⟩ . (2)

We now investigate the validity of the GP approxima-
tion commonly used in the literature. By perturbatively
transforming SNs, we estimate how the expectation value
of the volume transforms when comparing GC and GP
dynamics. We consider N as our perturbation param-
eter, and expand the unitary Û = exp[−iĈs(N)] [36]
up to 3rd and 4th order for GC and GP scenarios, re-
spectively. Note that odd-order contributions to expec-
tation values of observables are absent in our calcula-
tions. Since, under the action of the GC constraint, any
SN graph can only be recovered after applying the con-
straint an even number of times, while the volume oper-
ator does not change graphs, ⟨Ĉn

s V̂ Ĉm
s ⟩ = 0 for n + m

odd. This also holds for Hamiltonian matrix elements,
with ⟨Ĉm

s ⟩ = 0 for m odd. For fixed graph structures,
however, an SN can be recovered after an odd number
of applications of the Hamiltonian, depending on the SN
connectivity [19]. We consider a ladder-type SN with
intertwiners connected by their upper or lower pairs of
legs and loop couplings restricted to solely happen above
and below the fiducial intertwiner, neglecting large loops
coupled from the sides (which can lead to ⟨Ĉm

s ⟩ ̸= 0,
⟨Ĉn

s V̂ Ĉm
s ⟩ ≠ 0 for m odd).

The volume expectation value as a function of the lapse
N for two fiducial SNs is shown in Fig. 2. We choose the

central SN in Fig. 1(a) with j1 = j2 = j3 = j4 = 1/2
and i = 0 (red curves) or i = 1 (green curves). Unex-
pectedly, the curves coincide for the two SNs transformed
under GC dynamics. The results indicate that the GP
approximation leads to miss-estimation of this geometric
observable. The volumes surprisingly decrease with |N |
for |N | ≲ 1/2. For the GP case, the volume actually in-
creases when |N | ≳ 1/2 due to 4th-order contributions,
and a similar trend is expected for GC dynamics. This
represents the first quantitative evidence that GP ap-
proximations lead to departure from the GC dynamics.
Furthermore, the fact that ⟨Ĉm

s̃ ⟩ ̸= 0 can happen in the
GP case for m odd, leading to asymmetries in the volume
dependence on N , further evidences the severe effects of
this approximation.

Our work introduces a numerical tool to solve problems
involving large superpositions of (changing) graphs. We
use it for first GC calculations in canonical LQG, provid-
ing quantitative data for the volume, which shows that
the dynamics of GP Hamiltonians depart from the cor-
rect GC one. We also introduce new families of potential
solutions to the GC Hamiltonian. Lastly, we have for the
first time derived the complete action of the Hamiltonian
on 4-valent SNs, with details given in Ref. [19]. Our work
enables a new generation of LQG calculations in which
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FIG. 2. Variation of the dimensionless quantum-volume ex-
pectation value with the lapse. The curves are shown for two
SNs with j1 = j2 = j3 = j4 = 1/2, ε = 0, and either i = 0
(red) or i = 1 (green). We compare GC (solid) and GP Hamil-
tonians (dashed), for which unitaries are expanded up to 3rd
and 4th order in N , respectively. Inset: corresponding curves
for the volume variances.

approximations are either avoided or better controlled,
allowing for studies of observable properties of quantum
geometries, which could eventually be measurable in fu-
ture experiments [37, 38] or quantum simulations.
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