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ABSTRACT. Motivated by group-theoretical questions that arise in the context of

asymptotic symmetries in gravity, we study model spaces and their quantization

from the viewpoint of constrained Hamiltonian systems. More precisely, we pro-

pose a definition of a model space for a generic Lie group G as a suitable second

class constrained system associated to the cotangent bundle T ˚G. Before turning to

the non-compact infinite-dimensional groups relevant in the gravitational setting, we

work out all details in the simplest case of SUp2q. Besides recovering well-known

results on the quantum theory of angular momentum from a unified perspective, the

analysis sheds some light on the definition and properties of spin-weighted/monopole

spherical harmonics.
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1 Introduction

The solution space of asymptotically anti-de Sitter gravity in three dimensions in Fefferman-

Graham gauge is known in closed from [1, 2]. It can be identified with the coadjoint represen-

tation of its asymptotic symmetry group given by two copies of the Virasoro group [3]. The

same goes for asymptotically flat spacetimes in three dimensions, where the solution space [4]

corresponds to the coadjoint representation of the centrally extended BMS3 group [5, 6].

The coadjoint representation admits a partition into orbits. Each of these coadjoint orbits

is a symplectic manifold that can in principle be quantized [7–11]. What is needed in the

context of three dimensional gravity is not really a quantization of each of the coadjoint orbits

separately, but of all of them at once in a consistent fashion. This is where model spaces come

in.

The model space of a Lie group G is a classical G-invariant system whose quantization

yields a Hilbert space that carries all unitary irreducible representations ofG with multiplicity

one.

We start here with geometric actions, i.e., Lagrangian particle actions associated to indi-

vidual coadjoint orbits. When quantized through path integral methods, they have been used

in [12, 13] to produce group characters. The study of what the model space should correspond

to in the case of the Virasoro group has been initiated in [14]. The case of compact Lie groups

has been worked out in detail in terms of Darboux coordinates related to the Gelfand-Zetlin ba-

sis. The relation to earlier work in [15] had been left open. Their proposal has been discussed

further in [16] from the viewpoint of the Hilbert space and operator quantization.

In order to relate path integral and operator quantization (see e.g. [17]), it is useful to

reformulate geometric actions as constrained Hamiltonian systems [18], even if these actions

are already of first order. As summarized in the first section below, the geometric action for

a fixed coadjoint vector is related to the one of the cotangent bundle T ˚G by natural primary

constraints. Those associated with the little algebra of the coadjoint vector are first class, while

the other ones are second class. From this viewpoint, the heuristic proposal is the following:

The model space is obtained by dropping the first class constraints while keeping those of

second class. Equivalently, it is obtained from the geometric action by replacing the compo-

nents of the coadjoint vector along the little algebra by additional dynamical variables.

When formulated in these terms, one can use the full flexibility of constrained Hamiltonian

systems, such as introducing additional spurious degrees of freedom in the form of (general-

ized) auxiliary fields, and conversion of second into first class systems. While in field theory

applications, this allows for a local formulation with manifest Lorentz invariance, the aim here

is manifest covariance under the Lie group symmetries.

On the quantum level, in addition to geometric quantization, the whole arsenal of oper-

ator and path integral methods for quantization of constrained Hamiltonian systems may be
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used to construct the unitary irreducible representations associated to the model space. Again,

the advantage of the Batalin-Fradkin-Vilkovisky approach as opposed to reduced phase space

quantization is manifest covariance. Furthermore, there is no need to find Darboux coordinates

in order to evaluate the path integral.

Conversely, these systems can serve as completely tractable, non-trivial applications of

constrained Hamiltonian systems and BRST-BFV quantization methods in a finite-dimensional

setting. Even though not strictly necessary in this context of Lie algebras where there are no

structure functions, open algebras or reducible constraints, these techniques turn out neverthe-

less to be quite useful.

After fixing notations and conventions for the description of Lie groups and algebras in

Section 2.1, geometric actions together with their global and gauge symmetries as well as

their relation to coadjoint orbits are reviewed in Sections 2.2 and 2.3. The analysis [18] of

geometric actions as constrained Hamiltonian system of the cotangent bundle T ˚G is reviewed

in sections 2.4 and 2.5. Generalities on geometric actions associated to the cotangent bundle

T ˚G are briefly discussed in Section 2.6, while the proposal for the model space is presented

in 2.7.

General remarks on quantization that will be useful in the application considered here,

and more generally, in subsequent work, are gathered in Section 3: BRST-BFV techniques

for constrained systems of Lie algebra type, i.e., with structure constants are briefly described,

together with those elements from geometric quantization that will be needed because of global

considerations.

The remainder of the current paper is devoted to illustrating the proposal in detail in the

simplest non-trivial case, the group SUp2q, where all results are perfectly well-known. We

start by reviewing the coadjoint orbits, which correspond to the foliation of R3 by two-spheres

together with the associated Hopf fibration of SUp2q, in Section 4.1. Sections 4.2 to 4.4 are

devoted to the appropriate global description needed to avoid the Gribov obstruction. The

associated model space, with an additional dynamical variable directly related to the radius of

the sphere, is described next in Section 4.7. This formulation of the model space is connected

to Schwinger’s construction in terms of an isotropic two dimensional harmonic oscillator [19]

by embedding SUp2q as a subgroup of the group of non-zero quaternions of modulus one in

sections 4.8 and 4.9.

In the last part of the paper, we apply the general strategy outlined in Section 3 to the quan-

tization of single coadjoint orbits (Section 5.1), the quantization of T ˚SUp2q (Section 5.2) in

terms of Wigner functions, the Dirac quantization of both the model space (Section 5.3) and

single orbits (Section 5.4) from the quantization of T ˚SUp2q, and the quantization of the sec-

ond class system in the cotangent bundle of quaternions that leads to Schwinger’s description

of the quantized model space (Section 5.5). Finally, in the quantized model space, we compute

the partition function associated to the Casimir operator.
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In Appendix A, left and right invariant Maurer-Cartan forms and vector fields are computed

in the various parametrizations of SUp2q needed in the different applications. Appendix B is

devoted to quaternions, while two more appendices, one on SUp2q coherent states and one

on the left and right invariant Maurer-Cartan forms and vector fields for GLp2,Cq and their

connection to the generalized Jordan map complete the technical material.

2 Geometric actions as constrained Hamiltonian systems

2.1 Notation and generalities

The following elements of Lie group and algebra theory (see e.g. [20, 21]) are useful, both for

the Hamiltonian formulation of coset spaces [22, 23] and of geometric actions [18].

Let gi be (arbitrary) local coordinates on a Lie group G and eα, α “ 1, . . . , n be a basis

of its Lie algebra g, with reα, eβs “ f
γ
αβ eγ . The generators of right/left translations are the

left/right invariant vector fields

~Lα “ L i
α

B
Bgi { ~Rα “ R i

α

B
Bgi , (2.1)

which satisfy

r~Lα, ~Lβs “ f
γ
αβ
~Lγ , r~Rα, ~Rβs “ ´f γαβ ~Rγ, r~Lα, ~Rβs “ 0. (2.2)

The left/right invariant Maurer-Cartan forms L “ g´1dg{R “ dgg´1 are given by

L “ eαL
α “ Lidg

i “ eαL
α
idg

i { R “ eαR
α “ Ridg

i “ eαR
α
idg

i, (2.3)

where

L i
α L

α
j “ δij “ R i

α R
α
j , L i

α L
β
i “ δβα “ R i

α R
β
i. (2.4)

and

dLα “ ´1

2
fαβγL

βLγ , dRα “ 1

2
fαβγR

βRγ , (2.5)

or equivalently, dL` 1

2
rL, Ls “ 0, dR´ 1

2
rR,Rs “ 0. In these terms, the adjoint and coadjoint

actions are given by

Adgeα “ eβR
β
iL

i
α , Ad˚

ge
γ
˚ “ eα˚L

γ
jR

j
α . (2.6)

If there is a Lie algebra metric gαβ invariant under the coadjoint representation, the associ-

ated bi-invariant metric on the Lie group is

gij “ gαβR
α
iR

β
j “ gαβL

α
iL

β
j. (2.7)

It follows from the last of (2.2) that

L~Lα
Rβ “ 0 “ L~Rα

Lβ , (2.8)
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so that left and right invariant vector fields are Killing vectors,

L~Rα
gij “ 0 “ L~Lα

gij. (2.9)

Furthermore, the Christoffel symbols are given by

Γijk “ 1

2
R i
α f

α
βγR

β
jR

γ
k ´ Rα

jBkR i
α “ ´1

2
L i
α f

α
βγL

β
jL

γ
k ´ LαjBkL i

α , (2.10)

while the scalar Laplacian is given by

∆Gf “ gijDiBjf “ |g|´ 1

2 Bip|g| 12gijBjfq “ gαβ~Lα~Lβf “ gαβ ~Rα
~Rβf. (2.11)

2.2 Geometric actions

Let gptq denote maps from R to G, or in other words, consider a particle that moves on G. For

a fixed nonzero covector, 0 ‰ Y P g˚, let HY be its little group,

HY Q h,Ad˚
hY “ Y. (2.12)

and consider left translations by elements h´1 P HY , and also right translations by elements

k P G,

gptq Ñ h´1ptqgptq, gptq Ñ gptqkptq, (2.13)

with associated infinitesimal transformations

δǫg
i “ ´ǫαptqR i

α , ǫptq P hY Ă g, δXg
i “ XαptqL i

α , Xptq P g. (2.14)

We consider here geometric actions of the type

SOY rgi; Yαs “
ˆ

dt rxY, 9gg´1y ´ V s “
ˆ

dt
“
YαR

α
i 9gi ´ V

‰
, (2.15)

where V pgiq is required to be gauge invariant, so that the geometric action is suitably gauge

invariant,

δǫV “ 0 ùñ δǫS
OY “

ˆ

dt
d

dt
xY, ǫy. (2.16)

Accordingly, the geometric action is associated with the set of right cosets HY zG, rather than

with G itself, and the little group HY is the gauge group of the model1. In turn, HY zG is

isomorphic to the coadjoint orbit OY containing Y .

Note that, under finite gauge transformations g1 “ hg with h P HY , the right invariant

Maurer-Cartan form and the one form ag “ xY, dgg´1y transform as

dg1g1´1 “ hdgg´1h´1 ` dhh´1, ag1 “ ag ` xY, dhh´1y, (2.17)

1At this stage, it has not yet been shown that the model has no other gauge symmetries, which would be the

case if HY were only part of the gauge group. That there are no other gauge symmetries and that HY is indeed

the full gauge group follows for instance from the analysis in 2.5.
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while the two form σg “ dag “ xY, dgg´1 ^ dgg´1y is invariant

σg1 “ σg, (2.18)

because dpdhh´1q “ 1

2
rdhh´1, dhh´1s and dhh´1 belongs to the little algebra hY . Accord-

ingly, if γ is a closed loop on G, the gauge invariant functional2 related to the (kinetic term of

the) geometric action is a Wilson loop [25]

Wγ “ P exp

˛

γ

ag, (2.19)

which may be expressed in terms of the two form by using the non-abelian Stokes’ theo-

rem [26, 27]

Wγ “ P exp

ˆ

Σ

σg, BΣ “ γ. (2.20)

Under the infinitesimal transformations δX associated to right translations, the kinetic term

transforms as

δXxY, 9gg´1y “ Q 9X , QX “ xY,AdgXy “ YαR
α
iL

i
β X

β. (2.21)

We furthermore require here that the time dependence of Xptq may be determined through the

equation

Q 9X ´ δXV “ 0. (2.22)

It then follows that the geometric action is invariant under the associated infinitesimal global

symmetries, δXS
OY “ 0 with associated Noether charges given by QX .

For instance, if V “ QZ for some fixed Z P g, it is indeed gauge invariant. The corre-

sponding geometric action, on which we concentrate below, is denoted by

SOY rgi; Yα, Zβs “
ˆ

dt xY, 9gg´1 ´ AdgZy “
ˆ

dt
“
YαR

α
i 9gi ´ YαR

α
iL

i
β Z

β
‰
. (2.23)

In this case, the time-dependence of X may be fixed through 9X “ rX,Zs. Equivalently, if

Qα “ YβR
β
iL

i
α denote generators for the Noether charges at t “ 0,

Qαptq “ Qα ` tQγf
γ
αβZ

β . (2.24)

Similarly, for the associated finite transformations by right translations, the geometric action

is invariant provided the time-dependence is suitably fixed,

gptq Ñ gptqkptq, 9kk´1 “ AdkZ ´ Z, SOY rgk; Y, Zs “ SOY rg; Y, Zs. (2.25)

2See [24] in a closely related context with a Up1q gauge group.
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2.3 Coadjoint orbits and Lie algebra conjugacy classes

Consider partitions of g˚ and g into (co)-adjoint orbits, Y 1 „ Y ðñ Y
1 “ Ad˚

g1
Y , Z 1 „

Z ðñ Z 1 “ Adg2Z; and let Y Ξ, ZΣ denote a set of orbit representatives for these partitions,

g˚ »
ď

Ξ

Ad˚
GY

Ξ, g »
ď

Σ

AdGZΣ. (2.26)

Geometric actions associated to Lie algebra covectors or vectors that belong to the same equiv-

alence classes are (quantum)-mechanically equivalent in the sense that they are related by field

redefinitions,

SOY 1 rg; Y 1, Z 1s “ SOY rg1; Y, Zs, g1ptq “ g´1

1 gptqg2. (2.27)

It follows that it is enough to study the actions SO
Y Ξ rg; Y Ξ, ZΣs associated to the different

orbit representatives.

2.4 Phase space and primary constraints

The cotangent bundle T ˚G can either be described locally through coordinates pgi, piq with

canonical Poisson brackets

tgi, pju “ δij , tgi, gju “ 0 “ tpi, pju, (2.28)

or, in terms of non-Darboux coordinates pgi, παq,

πα “ R i
α pi, (2.29)

for which the fundamental Poisson brackets contain the Kirillov-Kostant-Souriau brackets,

tπα, πβu “ f
γ
αβ πγ , tgi, παu “ R i

α , tgi, gju “ 0. (2.30)

In these terms, geometric actions are obtained by imposing the primary constraints that follow

directly from the definition of the canonical momenta, pi “ YαR
α
i, expressed in the new

variables,

SOY rgi, πα, uβ; Yγ, Zδs “
ˆ

dt
“
παR

α
i 9gi ´ παR

α
iL

i
β Z

β ´ uαφYα
‰
, φYα “ πα ´ Yα . (2.31)

The Noether charges are described through3.

QX “ πβR
β
iL

i
α X

α, tQX1
, QX2

u “ ´QrX1,X2s. (2.32)

They generate the symmetries in the Poisson bracket,

δXg
i “ tgi, QXu “ L i

α X
α, δXπα “ tπα, QXu “ 0. (2.33)

3There is a sign mistake in equation (3.27) of [18].
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If the Hamiltonian vector fields associated to a phase space function f are defined as Xf “
´tf, ¨u, with rXf , Xgs “ ´Xtf,gu, those associated to the Noether charges Qα and to the πα

are

XQα “ ~Lα, Xπα “ ~Rα ` f
γ
βαπγ

B
Bπβ

. (2.34)

2.5 Dirac analysis

Applying the algorithm by Dirac to this system is straightforward. There are no secondary

constraints. In particular, it then follows from tQX , φ
Y
α u “ 0, that the Noether charges are first

class functions and thus also gauge invariant.

The nature of the primary constraints is determined by the matrix

Cαβ “ Yγf
γ
αβ . (2.35)

Its eigenvectors with eigenvalue zero correspond to the little algebra hY of g. The associated

constraints are first class. The constraints associated to the supplementary space in g are second

class. More explicitly, consider an adapted basis described by

e α
a , e α

A , eaα, eAα, (2.36)

where e α
a is a basis of hY and e α

A a basis of the supplementary space such that

e α
a e

b
α “ δab , e α

A eBα “ δAB, e α
a e

a
β ` e α

A eAβ “ δαβ . (2.37)

When using these matrices to convert indices in the usual way, it follows that

fCab “ 0, Cab “ 0 “ CAb, CAB “ Ycf
c
AB ` YCf

C
AB invertible. (2.38)

The first and second class constraints are then, respectively,

φYa “ 0, φYA “ 0, (2.39)

while the Dirac brackets are

tgi, gju˚ “ R i
A C

´1ABR
j

B , tgi, πau˚ “ R i
a , tπa, πbu˚ “ f cabπc « 0, tπA, ¨u˚ “ 0, (2.40)

where « 0 means here “vanishing on the first class constraint surface”, and

tφYa , φYb u˚ “ f cabφ
Y
c . (2.41)

As usual for second class constraints, a more economic, but less covariant, description is

achieved by using the fact that the coordinates associated to the second class constraints, here

πA, and the associated Lagrange multipliers uA are auxiliary fields whose equations of motion,

uA “ RA
i 9gi ` RA

iL
i
β Z

β, πA “ YA, (2.42)
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may be solved in the action (2.31). In this reduced description, the geometric action becomes

SOY
R rgi, πa, ua; Yα, Zβs “

ˆ

dt rπaRa
i 9gi ` YAR

A
i 9gi

´ πaR
a
iL

i
β Z

β ´ YAR
A
iL

i
β Z

β ´ uaφYa s, (2.43)

and only involves the first class constraints.

Elimination of the first class constraints by the Lagrange multiplier method then gives back

the starting point (2.15). In that case, the potential 1-form is pre-symplectic,

aY “ YαR
α
idg

i, σY “ daY “ 1

2
CABR

A
iR

B
jdg

i ^ dgj, (2.44)

with null vectors of the associated 2-form given by R i
α

B
Bgi , whereas by construction, the po-

tential one-form associated to (2.43) gives rise to a symplectic two-form,

aR “ πaR
a
idg

i `YAR
A
idg

i, σR “ daR “ 1

2
CABR

A
iR

B
jdg

i ^ dgj ´Rb
idg

i ^ dπb, (2.45)

and, on the variables of the reduced theory, the Poisson structure determined by the inverse

matrix coincides with the Dirac brackets in (2.40).

2.6 Geometric actions for the cotangent bundle

When dropping all constraints φYα , one gets an action associated to T ˚G,

ST
˚Grg, π;Zs “

ˆ

dt
“
παR

α
i 9gi ´ παR

α
iL

i
β Z

β
‰
, (2.46)

with equations of motion

9gi “ tgi, QZu “ L i
α Z

α, 9πα “ tπα, QZu “ 0. (2.47)

It follows that, besides the QX , the πα are also constants of the motion. The associated global

symmetries correspond to invariance of the action under global left translations, g1 “ hg,

π1 “ hπh´1, with π “ παe
α
˚ and h constant.

Studying Hamiltonian reductions on the level sets of πα amounts to performing the previ-

ous analysis in reverse. The associated potential one-form gives rise to a symplectic two-form,

a “ παR
α
idg

i, σ “ da “ 1

2
παf

α
βγR

β
iR

γ
jdg

i ^ dgj ´ R
β
idg

i ^ dπβ , (2.48)

whose inverse matrix determines the Poisson brackets (2.30).

On T ˚G, consider the kinetic term alone,
ˆ

dt pi 9g
i “
ˆ

dt παR
α
i 9gi “

ˆ

dt ψαL
α
i 9gi, (2.49)
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where ψα “ L i
α pi. Its global symmetries include both right and left translations: in Darboux

coordinates pgi, pjq, they act as

δLαg
i “ L i

α , δ
L
αpi “ ´pkBiL k

α , δRα g
i “ R i

α , δ
R
α pi “ ´pkBiR k

α , (2.50)

with associated Noether charges

QL
α “ piL

i
α , QR

α “ piR
i
α , (2.51)

while in the pgi, παq{pgi, ψαq parametrizations of phase space, they act as

δLαπβ “ 0, δRα πβ “ ´f γαβ πγ { δLαψβ “ f
γ
αβψγ , δ

R
αψβ “ 0, (2.52)

with associated Noether charges

QL
α “ πβR

β
iL

i
α , Q

R
α “ πα, { QL

α “ ψα, Q
R
α “ ψβR

β
iL

i
α . (2.53)

In the case where there is an invariant metric gαβ on the Lie algebra (giving rise to a bi-

invariant metric gij on the group), the Hamiltonian

H “ 1

2
gijpipj “ 1

2
gαβπαπβ “ 1

2
gαβψαψβ , (2.54)

preserves all these symmetries. When eliminating the momenta by their own equations of

motion from

ST
˚Grg; π;Hs “

ˆ

dt
“
παR

α
i 9gi ´ H

‰
, (2.55)

one finds the action that gives rise to geodesic motion on G,

Srgs “ 1

2

ˆ

dt gij 9gi 9gj. (2.56)

Less symmetric choices are also interesting in the context of integrable systems. When

there is a metric g1
αβ on the Lie algebra that is not necessarily invariant under the coadjoint

representation, it may be extended to a right invariant metric g1
ij “ g1

αβR
α
iR

β
j on the group.

In this case, the associated geodesic flow is still invariant under right translations because the

left invariant vector fields are still Killing vectors of this metric.

2.7 Model spaces

Suppose that a complete set of coadjoint orbit representatives Y Ξ have been identified and

that the rank of HY Ξ is constant over some range of Ξ. The proposal is that the associated

model space MGΞ is obtained from T ˚G and the constraints φY
Ξ

α “ πα ´ Y Ξ
α , that is to say
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from SO
Y Ξ in (2.31), by dropping the first class constraints and keeping the second class ones.

More explicitly,

SMGΞrgi, πα, uA; Y Ξ

A , Z
βs “

ˆ

dt rπαRα
i 9gi ´ παR

α
iL

i
β Z

β ´ uApπA ´ Y Ξ

A qs. (2.57)

A reduced description, in this case without any constraints, is again achieved by solving the

second class constraints in the action, which yields

SMGΞ

R rgi, πa; Y Ξ

A , Z
βs “

ˆ

dt rπaRa
i 9gi ` Y Ξ

AR
A
i 9gi ´ πaR

a
iL

i
β Z

β ´ Y Ξ

AR
A
iL

i
β Z

β
‰
. (2.58)

This description may also be directly obtained from the starting point description of the ge-

ometric action for OY Ξ in (2.23) by replacing the components along the little algebra of the

fixed coadjoint vector Y Ξ by new dynamical variables, Y Ξ
a Ñ πa. The associated symplectic

and bracket structures are given in (2.45) and (2.40).

2.8 Embedding of the cotangent bundle

It might be useful to describe the system associated to T ˚G itself as a constrained system of

a suitable “embedding” phase space ET ˚G, even before discussing additional constraints that

bring one down successively to the model space and the individual coadjoint orbits. This will

in particular be the case for SUp2q below: as a manifold SUp2q corresponds to a three-sphere

S3, which is best understood as a submanifold of the embedding space R4. On the level of the

group, this corresponds to going from uni-modular to general (nonzero) quaternions.

2.9 Variety of descriptions

First class constraints γa “ 0 may be turned into second class ones through gauge fixing con-

ditions χb “ 0, which should be reachable, and fix the gauge completely: tγa, χbu should be

invertibe on the constraint surface. Conversely, second class constraints may be converted into

half their number of first class ones. Depending on the starting point, a variety of descriptions

are thus possible. For instance,

• the cotangent bundle T ˚G is described as first or second class constrained system of

ET ˚G,

• the model space MG is described as first or a second class constrained system of ET ˚G

or T ˚G,

• individual coadjoint orbits Ad˚
GY

Ξ are described as first or second class constrained

systems of ET ˚G, T ˚G, or MG.

Furthermore, one may perform the various reductions before or after quantization.
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3 General remarks on quantization

In order to prepare the system for quantization, that is to say, before constructing the actual

Hilbert space, several preliminary steps may be implemented.

3.1 Classical BRST-BFV extension

The classical counterpart of the BRST-BFV construction allows one to consistently deal with

first class constraints prior to quantization. We briefly review the parts of the construction

relevant to us here following [28].

Consider a classical phase space described by coordinates zA, with first class constraints

γapzq “ 0, which close with structure constants in the case of interest to us here, tγa, γbu “
f cab γc. Note that the Poisson brackets here may also be Dirac brackets in case one has had to

eliminate second class constraints at an earlier stage. The phase space is extended by fermionic

coordinates ηa,Pb, η
a˚ “ ηa, P˚

a “ ´Pa. One may also add a non-minimal sector consisting

of the Lagrange multipliers and their momenta ua, bb, where the latter are constrained to vanish,

bb “ 0. Associated ghost variables are C̄a, ρ
b, C̄˚

a “ C̄a, ρ
˚b “ ´ρb. The additional non-

vanishing brackets in the extended phase space are

tPa, ηbu “ ´δba “ tba, ubu “ tCa, ρ
bu. (3.1)

The classical BRST charge is

Ω “ γaη
a ` 1

2
Paf

a
bc η

bηc ´ ıbaρ
a. (3.2)

It satisfies tΩ,Ωu “ 0 and is real Ω˚ “ Ω when using the convention that pABq˚ “ B˚A˚ for

polynomials of the extended phase space. Classical observables, i.e., gauge invariant functions

defined on the constraint surface in the original phase space, are replaced by BRST cohomol-

ogy classes in the extended phase space.

The gauge fixing fermion may be chosen as

Kξ “ iCaχ
a ´ Paλ

a ` ıξ

2
Cam

abbb, (3.3)

with χa “ χapzq canonical gauge conditions, ξ a parameter, and mab invertible with inverse

denoted by mab, so that

tKξ,Ωu “ iC̄αtχa, γbuηb ´ χaba ´ 1

2
ξbam

abbb ` uapγa ´ Pbf
b
acη

cq ` iPaρ
a. (3.4)

Let a “ aApzqdzA denote the sympletic potential giving rise to the Poisson brackets and

H the BRST invariant Hamiltonian H . The BFV action is given by

SBFV “
ˆ

dt
“
aA 9zA ` 9ηαPα ` 9λαbα ` 9Cαρ

α ´ H ´ tKξ,Ωu
‰
, (3.5)
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When ξ ‰ 0, the elimination of the auxiliary fields ba, Pa, ρ
a by their own equations of motion

gives rise to the analog of the Fadeev-Popov action in Yang-Mills theories.

In this formulation, classical observables (such as the Noether charges), i.e., equivalence

classes of weakly gauge invariant functions, where two such functions are equivalent if they co-

incide on the constraint surface, become BRST observables, that is to say equivalence classes

of functions A in the extended phase space that are of ghost number zero and BRST invariant,

tA,Ωu “ 0, where two such functions are identified if they differ by a BRST exact function,

A „ A` tT,Ωu, with T of ghost number ´1.

3.2 Integrality condition, prequantization and polarization

Details and an extensive commented list of references on geometric quantization can be found

for instance in [29]. Constrained systems in this context are discussed in particular in [30–34].

Consider a symplectic manifold M with symplectic two-form σ “ 1

2
σABdz

A ^ dzB . The

action appears as exp
`
ı
~
S

˘
in a path integral representation. The integrality condition restricts

the parameters appearing in the action by the requirement that, for any closed, oriented surface

Σ in M ,
ˆ

Σ

σ “ 2π~n, n P Z. (3.6)

For (locally defined) potential one-form a “ aAdz
A, σ “ da, letXf “ t¨, fu “ σABBBfBA

denote the Hamiltonian vector field associated to f . The Poisson algebra of functions may be

represented through the commutator algebra of prequantum operators,

f̂ “ ´ı~Xf ` f ´ iXfa “ ´ı~t¨, fu ` f ´ aAtzA, fu,
rf̂ , ĝs “ ı~{tf, gu.

(3.7)

In the case of Darboux coordinates with a “ pidq
i and functions that are linear and homoge-

neous in the momenta, f “ pif
ipqq, the last two terms cancel and the prequantum operator is

proportional to the Hamiltonian vector field.

On the associated prequantum line bundle with Up1q gauge covariant derivative, the pre-

quantum operators act as

f̂ψ “ p´ı~DXf ` fqψ, D “ d ´ ı

~
a, (3.8)

with a Up1q gauge transformation parametrized by an arbitrary function λ acting as,

a1 “ a` dλ, ψ1 “ e
ı
~
λψ, D1ψ1 “ e

ı
~
λDψ. (3.9)

A polarization P consists of an integrable Lagrangian subbundle of the complexified tan-

gent bundle TM c. A section ψ is polarized with respect to P if DXψ “ 0 for all X P P . A

prequantum operator is quantizable if f̂ preserves the polarization defined by P̄ , which is the

case if rX,Xf s belongs to P̄ for all X P P̄ .
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3.3 Ordering, half-form correction and bi-invariant metric

The quantization of T ˚G should be such that the classical real observables

πα “ R i
α pi, Qα “ L i

α pi, (3.10)

are represented by hermitian quantum operators. This involves ordering ambiguities. Some

ingredients needed to resolve them are briefly discussed below.

The prequantization formula (3.7) applied to the observables πα, Qα, which are linear in

the π’s reduces to the first term determined by the Hamiltonian vector fields given in (2.34),

Q̂α “ ´ı~~Lα, π̂α “ ´ı~p~Rα ` f
γ
βαπγ

B
Bπβ

q. (3.11)

When the Hilbert space consists of scalar densities on G of weight 1{2,

Ψ̃1pg1q “ | Bgi
Bg1j | 12 Ψ̃pgq, xΦ,Ψy “

ˆ

G

dng Φ̃˚pgqΨ̃pgq. (3.12)

the associated operators are represented by

π̂αΨ̃pgq “ ´ı~r~Rα ` 1

2
BiR i

α sΨ̃pgq, Q̂αΨ̃pgq “ ´ı~r~Lα ` 1

2
BiL i

α sΨ̃pgq. (3.13)

and are hermitian,

π̂:
α “ π̂α, Q̂:

α “ Q̂α. (3.14)

Furthermore, if there is a bi-invariant metric on the group, let g “ det gij . One may then

replace scalar densities by scalar fields

Ψ̃ “ |g| 14Ψ, Ψ1pg1q “ Ψpgq, xΦ,Ψy “
ˆ

G

dng|g|
1

2Φ˚pgqΨpgq. (3.15)

In this case, the hermitian operators simplify to

π̂αΨpgq “ ´ı~r~Rα ` 1

2
|g|´ 1

2 Bip|g| 12R i
α qsΨpgq “ ´ı~~RαΨpgq,

Q̂αΨpgq “ ´ı~r~Lα ` 1

2
|g|´ 1

2 Bip|g| 12L i
α qsΨpgq “ ´ı~~LαΨpgq,

(3.16)

because

Bip|g| 12R i
α q “ 0 “ Bip|g| 12L i

α q, (3.17)

when using that left and right invariant vector fields commute. Alternatively, if Di denotes the

Christoffel connection associated with gij , this may also be seen from Lξgij “ Diξj ` Djξi,

|g|´ 1

2 Bip|g| 12 ξiq “ Diξ
i and (2.9).
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3.4 Operator quantization

3.4.1 Reduced phase space quantization

The most direct, but not necessarily the most transparent, method is to transform first class into

second class constraints by a choice of canonical gauge fixing conditions. One then solves the

second class constraints χApq, pq “ 0 in terms of independent coordinates yi and quantizes

the associated Dirac brackets tyi, yju˚
in a suitable Hilbert space. In this approach, when the

geometry of the constraint surface is such that there does not exist a global gauge condition that

intersects the gauge orbits once and only once, one has to deal with what is commonly called

the Gribov obstruction. Furthermore, the polarization that one chooses should be G-invariant

so that the Hilbert space carries a unitary representation of G.

3.4.2 Dirac quantization of first class constraints

First class constraints, which may have been obtained after conversion of a second class con-

strained system into a first class one, may be imposed after quantization on the Hilbert space

of the unconstrained system. In the compact case that we consider below, there are no issues

with a divergent inner product and no need for additional delta functions in the measure.

3.4.3 BFV-BRST operator quantization

Alternatively, one can choose not to gauge fix the first class constraints, or to convert second

class constraints into first class ones. One tries to quantizes all variables zA, ηa,Pb in a Hilbert

space with an inner product that is not positive definite in such a way rΩ̂, Ω̂s “ 0, and Ω̂: “ Ω̂.

Physical states and operators are defined in terms of BRST state and operator cohomology

classes.

3.5 Path integral quantization

We collect here some results on path integrals for symplectic manifolds that we will use below

by following chapter 15 of [28] (and in particular, Exercises 15.5 and 15.8).

Let the symplectic potential and two form be denoted by

a “ a∆dz
∆, σ “ da “ 1

2
σ∆Γdz

∆dzΓ, (3.18)

with associated first order action

SH “
ˆ tf

ti

dt ra∆ 9z∆ ´ Hs. (3.19)
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The Liouville measure to be used in the Hamiltonian path integral in non-Darboux coordinates

is ź

t

a
det σ∆Γ

d2nz

p2π~qn , d2nz “ 1

p2nq!ǫ∆1...∆2n
dz∆1 . . . dz∆2n . (3.20)

For instance, in the case of T ˚G in non-Darboux coordinates z∆ “ pgi, παq, explicit ex-

pressions are given in (2.48),

σ∆Γ “
˜
πδf

δ
ρσR

ρ
iR

σ
j ´Rβ

j

Rα
j 0

¸
,

a
det σ∆Γ “ | detRα

i|, (3.21)

If the Lie algebra basis is taken as ej “ B
Bgj |gk“0, with gk “ 0 corresponding to the identity

element in the group, R
j
ipgk “ 0q “ δ

j
i , so that detR

j
i ą 0 by continuity. It follows that

detRα
i ą 0 if eα is a Lie algebra basis with the same orientation than ej .

The phase space dependent measure factor
?
det σ∆Γ may be exponentiated into the path

integral action to yield

W “
ˆ tf

ti

dt ra∆ 9z∆ ´ H ´ ~

2ı
δp0qTr ln σ∆Γs, (3.22)

Consider

xF y ” xztf , T pF ztiy “
ˆ ź

t

d2nz

p2π~qn e
ı
~
W . (3.23)

When using the Schwinger-Dyson equations in the form

0 “ xσ∆Γptq δW

δzΓptqy ` ~

ı
xBσ∆Γ

BzΓ ptqyδp0q, (3.24)

and the closure of the symplectic form, Br∆1
σ∆2∆3s “ 0, the singular terms proportional to δp0q

cancel out. In summary, in path integral computations, one may use the Hamiltonian equations

of motion

9zΓ “ σΓ∆
BH
Bz∆ , (3.25)

while disregarding the singular term in (3.22). Note however that one has to use both (i) the

correct symbol for the Hamiltonian adapted to the ordering at hand, and (ii) the improved

kinetic term with suitable boundary terms that guarantee that the action has a true extremum

for solutions of the equations of motion (3.25) satisfying the boundary conditions adapted to

the external states. Finally, if the symbol for the Hamiltonian is such that the right hand sides

of the equations of motion in (3.25) are at most linear in z∆, one may expect the result to be

simply given by the value of the improved action at the extremum.

4 Application to SUp2q: Classical theory

Our notations and conventions for SUp2q can be found in Appendix A.1.
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4.1 (Co) adjoint orbits and Hopf fibration

The adjoint and coadjoint representations of SUp2q are isomorphic to the vector representa-

tion of SOp3q. Indeed, when using that g´1 “ g:, it follows that the matrix of the adjoint

representation can be written as

Rα
β ” Rα

iL
i
β “ 1

2
Trpσαgσβg:q, (4.1)

which coincides with the standard 2 to 1 homomorphism of SUp2q into SOp3q.

For fixed (co) vector Yα P sup˚qp2q, the subgroup of rotations that leave this vector invariant

is given by RpŶ , ψq. The (co) adjoint orbits are spheres S2
Y

of radius Y “
?
YαY α ě 0. On

the level of SUp2q, the little group HY corresponds to the subgroup of matrices of the form

h “ e´ψ Ŷ α
2
ıσα , 0 ď ψ ă 4π, (4.2)

and is isomorphic to Up1q.

Representatives for the (co) adjoint orbits may be chosen along the z-axis,

Y ǫY
α “ ǫYδ3α, Zα

Z
“ Zδα

3
, (4.3)

where ǫ “ ˘1 is introduced for later convenience and keeps track of whether the coadjoint

representative is chosen along the positive or negative z-axis.

sup˚qp2q » R
3 “

ď

Y

RSOp3qY
ǫY. (4.4)

In this case, the little group HǫY is explicitly described by

h “
˜
e´ıǫψ

2 0

0 eıǫ
ψ
2

¸
, 0 ď ψ ă 4π. (4.5)

The set of right cosets, HǫYzSUp2q » S2, is directly related to the Hopf fibration. For

completeness, explicit expressions for the relation between SUp2q and SOp3q in exponential

parametrization are provided in Appendix A.2.

4.2 Adapted Euler angles and Borel gauge

In order to explicitly describe HǫYzSUp2q, it is useful to choose the following parametrization

of SUp2q in terms of Euler angles,

g “ e´ψ
2
ıσ3e´ θ

2
ıσ2e´φ

2
ıσ3 “

˜
cos θ

2
e´ıψ`φ

2 ´ sin θ
2
e´ıψ´φ

2

sin θ
2
eı
ψ´φ
2 cos θ

2
eı
ψ`φ
2

¸
, (4.6)
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with 0 ď ψ ă 4π, 0 ď φ ă 2π, 0 ă θ ă π. Explicit expressions for the left and right invariant

vector fields and Maurer-Cartan forms, as well the adjoint and coadjoint representations are

provided in Appendix A.3.

In this case, a gauge transformation by left multiplication with h´ǫptq may be used to reach

the Borel gauge,

ψ “ 0, gB “ e´ θ
2
ıσ2e´φ

2
ıσ3 “

˜
cos θ

2
e´ıφ

2 ´ sin θ
2
eı
φ
2

sin θ
2
e´ıφ

2 cos θ
2
eı
φ
2

¸
. (4.7)

As discussed in more details below, there is a Gribov obstruction: the geometry of the con-

straint surface and the gauge orbits is such that it forbids the existence of global gauge condi-

tions. In other words, neither the Borel, nor any other canonical gauge condition, is globally

valid because the Hopf bundle is non-trivial.

4.3 Coadjoint orbits: Local description

With the above choice of nonzero covector representative Y ‰ 0, the nature of the constraints

is determined by CAB “ ǫYǫAB , with A,B, ¨ ¨ ¨ “ 1, 2, ǫAB, ǫ
AB completely skew-symmetric

and ǫ12 “ ǫ21 “ 1, so that pC´1qAB “ 1

ǫY
ǫAB . For convenience, let us define

q “ ´ǫY. (4.8)

The second class constraints are thus π1 “ 0 “ π2, while the first class constraint is γ “
π3 ` q “ 0, which generates arbitrary shifts in ψ.

Locally, a reduced phase space description is achieved by turning this first class constraint

into two second class ones by a suitable gauge fixing condition. This is done in the parametriza-

tion in terms of adapted Euler angles through the Borel gauge, χ “ ψ which is reachable. It

also follows from (A.15) that tχ, γu “ R 1
3

“ 1, so that the gauge is fixed completely.

The non-vanishing Dirac brackets are given by

tθ, φu˚ “ R 2

A pC´1qABR 3

B “ ´ 1

q sin θ
. (4.9)

When using in addition (A.17), a local expression for the completely reduced action is

SS2

Yrθ, φ; Y, Zs “ ´
ˆ

dt qrcos θdφ
dt

´ cos θZs . (4.10)

Local Darboux coordinates are obtained by introducing µ “ cos θ, 1 ą µ ą ´1. The associ-

ated symplectic potential 1-form and 2-forms are

a “ ´qµdφ, σ “ da “ ´qdµ^ dφ “ q sin θdθ ^ dφ, tµ, φu˚ “ 1

q
. (4.11)
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Whereas σ “ da locally when 0 ă θ ă π, this cannot be true globally on S2 with a smooth

a. Indeed, if it were, one would have
´

S2 σ “
´

BS2 a “ 0, but instead

ˆ

S2

σ “ 4πq. (4.12)

4.4 Coadjoints orbits: Global description and Gribov obstruction

A standard way to get a globally well-defined description4 is to consider two overlapping

coordinate neighborhoods of S2, the first one containing the north pole U δ
` : t0 ď θ ă π

2
` δu

with 0 ă δ ď π
2

and the second one containing the south pole, U δ
´ : tπ

2
´ δ ă θ ď πu. The

associated potentials in the respective patches are given by

a` “ qr1 ´ cos θsdφ, a´ “ qr´1 ´ cos θsdφ, (4.13)

while their difference on the overlap U δ
`´ “ U δ

` X U δ
´ : π

2
´ δ ă θ ă π

2
` δ is

a` ´ a´ “ dΦ, Φ “ 2qφ. (4.14)

If S`,S´, E denote the upper hemisphere, lower hemisphere and the equator, respectively,

ˆ

S2

σ “
ˆ

S`

da` `
ˆ

S´

da´ “
˛

E

pa` ´ a´q “ 4πq, (4.15)

as it should.

In order to deal with the Gribov obstruction explicitly, one may use the implicit Euler-

Rodrigues parametrization of SUp2q (see e.g. [38] section 2.5) that consists in describing

SUp2q » S3 in terms of coordinates on R4 by using four real variables or two complex vari-

ables,

a “ α0 ` ıα3, b “ ıpα1 ` ıα2q, g “
˜
ā b̄

´b a

¸
“ α0σ0 ` αβp´ıσβq. (4.16)

with parameters constrained to lie on the unit sphere,

pα0q2 ` pα1q2 ` pα2q2 ` pα3q2 “ αAα
A “ 1 “ |a|2 ` |b|2. (4.17)

In terms of adapted Euler-angles

pa, bq “ pcos θ
2
eı
ψ`φ
2 ,´ sin

θ

2
eı
ψ´φ
2 q. (4.18)

In the overlapU δ
`´, the gauge conditionψ “ 0 intersects each orbit once: pcos θ

2
eı
φ
2 ,´ sin θ

2
e´ıφ

2 q
is associated with a single element of (4.18). This is no longer the case in the neighborhoods

4This approach has been used in the case of Dirac’s monopole [35] in [36, 37], which is directly related to the

current problem when reducing from R3 to S2.
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U δ
˘. For U δ

`, at θ “ 0, pa, bq “ peıψ`φ
2 , 0q, which are all in the same orbit. The condition

ψ “ 0 gives peıφ2 , 0q and does not fix a single element of this orbit but leaves an S1 worth of

group elements that belong to the same orbit5. The only gauge choice that fixes a single group

element, pa, bq “ p1, 0q is χ` “ ψ`φ “ 0. In the other neighborhood, U δ
´, a similar reasoning

shows that the appropriate gauge choice is χ´ “ ψ ´ φ.

For later use, instead of spherical coordinates, one may also consider the complex coordi-

nates on U´ “ U
π
2

´ provided by stereographic projection from the north pole on the complex

plane through the origin, and on U` “ U
π
2

` those provided by the complex conjugate of the

stereographic projection from the south pole on the complex plane through the origin,

ζ´ “ x ` ıy

1 ´ z
“ eıφ cot

θ

2
, ζ` “ x´ ıy

1 ` z
“ e´ıφ tan

θ

2
, ζ`ζ´ “ 1 on U`´. (4.19)

In these terms, if ǫ̃ “ ˘1, the metric of the unit sphere S2 is

ds2 “ dθ2 ` sin2 θdφ2 “ 4P´2

ǫ̃ dζǫ̃dsζǫ̃, Pǫ̃ “ p1 ` ζǫ̃sζǫ̃q. (4.20)

If the Kähler potential is defined by

K
q
ǫ̃ “ 2q lnPǫ̃, (4.21)

and d “ B ` sB with B “ dζǫ̃Bζǫ̃ , sB “ dsζǫ̃Bsζǫ̃ ,

aǫ̃ “ Bp ı
2
Kqq ´ sBp ı

2
K
q
ǫ̃ q “ ´dp ı

2
K
q
ǫ̃ q ` BpıKqq “ dp ı

2
K
q
ǫ̃ q ´ sBpıKq

ǫ̃ q,

σǫ̃ “ B̄BpıKq
ǫ̃ q “ ´2ıqP´2

ǫ̃ dζǫ̃ ^ dsζǫ̃.
(4.22)

The associated Dirac brackets are given by

tζǫ̃, sζǫ̃u˚ “ P 2
ǫ̃

2ıq
. (4.23)

For integration on the sphere in these coordinates, note that

1

2πı

ˆ

S2

dζǫ̃ ^ dsζǫ̃
P 2
ǫ̃

“ 1, (4.24)

which can be explicitly checked in this context by (i) integrating over U
π
2

´ε
ǫ̃ , that is to say S2

minus a small cap Dε
ǫ̃ surrounding the point at infinity, which is not covered in the coordinate

neighborhood Uǫ̃, (ii) using that the integrand may be written as ´d ^ B ln
`
1 ` ζǫ̃sζǫ̃

˘
and

applying Stokes’ theorem, (iii) using that ζǫ̃ “ 2

ε
e´ıǫ̃φ on the boundary, see (A.39) for more

details.

5It thus follows that the Gribov obstruction here is directly related to “gimbal lock”.
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4.5 Coadjoint orbits: Noether charges and Hamiltonian vector fields

The Noether charges are gauge invariant and given by

Q˘ “ q
a
1 ´ µ2e¯ıφ “ 2qP´1

ǫ̃ ζ
1˘ǫ̃
2

ǫ̃
sζ

1¯ǫ̃
2

ǫ̃ , Q3 “ ´qµ “ ´ǫ̃qP´1

ǫ̃ p1 ´ ζǫ̃ζ̄ǫ̃q, (4.25)

with

´tQ˘, ¨u˚ “ ¯ı
a

1 ´ µ2e¯ıφBµ ` µe¯ıφ
a
1 ´ µ2

Bφ “ ˘ıǫ̃
“
ζ1˘ǫ̃
ǫ̃ Bζǫ̃ ` sζ1¯ǫ̃

ǫ̃ Bsζǫ̃
‰
,

´tQ3, ¨u˚ “ Bφ “ ´ıǫ̃
“
ζǫ̃Bζǫ̃ ´ sζǫ̃Bsζǫ̃

‰
,

(4.26)

where we have used (A.38).

In this case,

Q2 “ δαβQαQβ “ q2 “ Y2, (4.27)

and, if Lα “ ´ıtQα, ¨u˚
, the Casimir is minus the Laplacian on the sphere,

L2 “ δαβLαLβ “ ´∆S2 “ ´rp1 ´ µ2qBµ2 ´ 2µBµ ` 1

1 ´ µ2
B2

φs

“ ´rB2

θ ` cot θBθ ` 1

sin2 θ
B2

φs “ ´P 2

ǫ̃ Bζǫ̃Bsζǫ̃. (4.28)

4.6 Geometric action for T ˚SUp2q

In the parametrization in terms of the adapted Euler angles (4.6), explicit expressions for left

and right invariant vector fields and Maurer-Cartan forms as well as the adjoint and coadjoint

representations are given in Appendix A.3. If π˘ “ π1 ˘ ıπ2 and Q˘ “ Q1 ˘ ıQ2, the

non-vanishing Poisson brackets are

tπ`, π´u “ ´2ıπ3, tπ3, π˘u “ ¯ıπ˘,

tψ, π3u “ 1, tψ, π˘u “ ´e˘ıψ cot θ, tθ, π˘u “ ˘ıe˘ıψ, tφ, π˘u “ e˘ıψ

sin θ
.

(4.29)

The geometric action is

ST
˚SUp2qrψ, θ, φ, π3, π˘;Zs “

ˆ

dt rπ3p 9ψ ` cos θ 9φq ` 1

2
π`e

´ıψp´ı 9θ ` sin θ 9φq

`1

2
π´e

ıψpı 9θ ` sin θ 9φq ´ ZQ3s , (4.30)

where the Noether charges are

Q3 “ 1

2
pπ`e

´ıψ ` π´e
ıψq sin θ ` π3 cos θ,

Q˘ “ 1

2
rπ`e

´ıψpcos θ ˘ 1qe¯ıφ ` π´e
ıψpcos θ ¯ 1qe¯ıφs ´ π3 sin θe

¯ıφ.
(4.31)
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with

tQ`, Q´u “ 2ıQ3, tQ3, Q˘u “ ˘ıQ˘, (4.32)

and

Q2 “ π`π´ ` π2

3 ` π3 cos θrπ`e
´ıψp1 ´ 1

2
sin θq ` π´e

ıψp1 ´ 1

2
sin θqs. (4.33)

Explicit expressions for the left and right invariant vector fields are

L3 “ ıBφ, L˘ “ ¯e¯ıφpBθ ˘ ı
1

sin θ
Bψ ¯ ı cot θBφq,

R3 “ ´ıBψ, R˘ “ ˘e˘ıψpBθ ¯ ı
1

sin θ
Bφ ˘ ı cot θBψq,

(4.34)

where

Lα “ ı~Lα, Rα “ ´ı ~Rα. (4.35)

In the complex parametrizations (A.33) adapted to the coordinate patches Uǫ̃, we have

instead from Appendix A.5 and A.4 that the non-vanishing Poisson brackets involving the

coordinates become

tψ, π3u “ 1, tψ, π`u “ ǫ̃ζǫ̃e
ıψ, tψ, π´u “ ǫ̃sζǫ̃e´ıψ,

tζǫ̃, π´u “ ´ıǫ̃e´ıψPǫ̃, tsζǫ̃, π`u “ ıǫ̃eıψPǫ̃,
(4.36)

while the geometric action becomes

ST
˚SUp2qrψ, ζǫ̃, sζǫ̃, π3, π˘;Zs “

ˆ

dt
´
π3rdψ

dt
` ıP´1

ǫ̃ pζǫ̃
dsζǫ̃
dt

´ sζǫ̃
dζǫ̃

dt
qs

´ıǫ̃π`e
´ıψP´1

ǫ̃

dsζǫ̃
dt

` ıǫ̃π´e
ıψP´1

ǫ̃

dζǫ̃

dt
´ ZQ3

¯
, (4.37)

where the Noether charges are

Q3 “ P´1

ǫ̃

”
π`e

´ıψsζǫ̃ ` π´e
ıψζǫ̃ ` π3ǫ̃p1 ´ ζǫ̃sζǫ̃q

ı
,

Q˘ “ P´1

ǫ̃

”
˘ π`e

´ıψsζ1¯ǫ̃
ǫ̃ ¯ π´e

ıψζ1˘ǫ̃
ǫ̃ ´ 2π3ζ

1˘ǫ̃
2

ǫ̃
sζ

1¯ǫ̃
2

ǫ̃

ı
.

(4.38)

with

Q2 “ π`π´ ` π2

3
. (4.39)

Explicit expressions for the left and right invariant vector fields are

L3 “ ǫ̃rıBψ ` ζǫ̃Bζǫ̃ ´ sζǫ̃Bsζǫ̃s, L˘ “ ´ıζ
1˘ǫ̃
2

ǫ̃
sζ

1¯ǫ̃
2

ǫ̃ Bψ ¯ ǫ̃rζ1˘ǫ̃Bζǫ̃ ` sζ1¯ǫ̃Bsζǫ̃s,
R3 “ ´ıBψ, R` “ ǫ̃eıψp´ıζǫ̃Bψ ` Pǫ̃Bsζǫ̃q “ ´ ĎR´.

(4.40)

By construction, when evaluating the observablesQα, Q
2 on the constraint surface π˘ “ 0,

π3 “ ´q “ ǫY, one gets those associated to a single coadjoint orbit discussed in the previous

section.



MODEL SPACES: I. SUp2q 25

4.7 SUp2q model space

The model space for SUp2q is obtained from the previous section by assuming that π3 ‰ 0 and

imposing the second class constraints π` “ 0 “ π´. Dirac brackets are given by

tf, gu˚ “ tf, gu ` 1

2ıπ3
rtf, π`utg, π´u ´ tf, π´utg, π`us. (4.41)

More explicitly, on the second class constraint surface, the non-vanishing brackets are given

by

tψ, π3u˚ “ 1, tψ, θu˚ “ cot θ

π3
, tθ, φu˚ “ 1

π3 sin θ
, (4.42)

respectively by

tψ, π3u˚ “ 1, tψ, ζǫ̃u˚ “ ´Pǫ̃ζǫ̃

2π3
“ tψ, sζǫ̃u˚

, tζǫ̃, sζǫ̃u˚ “ ıP 2
ǫ̃

2π3
. (4.43)

The geometric action becomes

SMSUp2qrψ, θ, φ, π3;Zs “
ˆ

dt rπ3p 9ψ ` cos θ 9φq ´ Zπ3 cos θs , (4.44)

or,

SMSUp2qrψ, ζǫ̃, sζǫ̃, π3;Zs “
ˆ

dt
´
π3rdψ

dt
` ıP´1

ǫ̃ pζǫ̃
dsζǫ̃
dt

´ sζǫ̃
dζǫ̃

dt
qs ´ ZQ3

¯
, (4.45)

with associated symplectic 2-form,

σ “ dπ3 ^ pdψ ` cos θdφq ´ π3 sin θdθ ^ dφ, (4.46)

respectively

σǫ̃ “ dπ3 ^ rdψ ` ıP´1

ǫ̃ pζǫ̃dsζǫ̃ ´ sζǫ̃dζǫ̃qs ` π32ıP
´2

ǫ̃ dζǫ̃ ^ dsζǫ̃, (4.47)

while the Noether charges reduce to

Q3 “ π3 cos θ, Q˘ “ ´π3 sin θe¯ıφ, (4.48)

respectively to

Q3 “ π3ǫ̃P
´1

ǫ̃ p1 ´ ζǫ̃sζǫ̃q, Q˘ “ ´2π3P
´1

ǫ̃ ζ
1˘ǫ̃
2

ǫ̃
sζ

1¯ǫ̃
2

ǫ̃ , (4.49)

with

tQ`, Q´u˚ “ 2ıQ3, tQ3, Q˘u˚ “ ˘ıQ˘, Q2 “ π2

3
. (4.50)

Finally, the left invariant vector fields are generated by the Noether charges in the Dirac bracket

XQα “ ´tQα, ¨u˚
and given by (4.34) multiplied by ´ı, respectively (4.40) multiplied by
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´ı, where the explicit computation uses (A.38). From the right invariant vector fields, only

Xπ3 “ ´tπ3, ¨u˚ “ Bψ remains.

Alternatively, the model space may be considered as a first class constrained system associ-

ated to T ˚SUp2q by dropping either the constraint π` “ 0 and keeping the constraint π´ “ 0,

or by dropping the latter and keeping the former. The associated generator of (abelian) gauge

transformations is then γ “ π´ε
´ or γ “ π`ε

`.

Similarly, the theory associated to a single coadjoint orbit can be understood as a non-

abelian first class constrained system associated to T ˚SUp2q by imposing in addition π3 ` q “
0, so that the generator of gauge transformation becomes

γ “ pπ3 ` qqε3 ` π´ε
´, or γ “ pπ3 ` qqε3 ` π`ε

`. (4.51)

4.8 SUp2q as a constrained system of nonzero quaternions

We now consider the implicit Euler-Rodrigues parametrization of SUp2q as discussed in equa-

tions (4.16), (4.17). Associated expressions for left and right invariant vector fields and Maurer-

Cartan forms as well as the coadjoint representation are provided in Appendix A.4. In these

terms, the geometric action for T ˚SUp2q becomes

ST
˚SUp2qrαA, πα;Zs “

ˆ

dt παR
α
Ap 9αA ´ ZL A

3
q, (4.52)

with Noether charges given by

Qα “ πβR
β
AL

A
α . (4.53)

Dropping the constraint (4.17) amounts to considering the Lie group of (non-unimodular)

nonzero quaternions H˚ which can be represented by

z1 “ x0 ` ıx3, z2 “ ıpx1 ` ıx2q, g “
˜
z̄1 z̄2

´z2 z1

¸
“ x0σ0 ` xβp´ıσβq. (4.54)

This corresponds to replacing a, b and αA “ pα0, αβq in the Euler-Rodrigues parametriza-

tion by z1, z2 and xA “ px0, xβq in order to emphasize that these coordinates are now uncon-

strained coordinates on R4 ´ 0. Associated expressions for left and right invariant vector fields

~LA, ~RA and Maurer-Cartan forms LA, RA as well as the coadjoint representation for the Lie

group of nonzero quaternions are provided in Appendix B.

The geometric action for T ˚H˚ is

ST
˚H˚rxB, πA;Zs “

ˆ

dt πAR
A
Br 9xB ´ L B

C ZCs , (4.55)

with

txA, xBu “ 0 “ tπ0, πAu, tπα, πβu “ ǫ
γ
αβπγ , txA, πBu “ R A

B , (4.56)
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tQ0, QAu, tQα, Qβu “ ´ǫγαβQγ, (4.57)

and

tQA, πBu “ 0. (4.58)

Furthermore, if δAB is the non-degenerate invariant metric on the reductive Lie algebra de-

scribed by the structure constants (B.2), used together with its inverse to lower and raise Lie

algebra indices,

πAπ
A “ QAQ

A. (4.59)

Equivalently, in terms of Darboux coordinates,

ST
˚H˚rxB, pA;Zs “

ˆ

dt pBr 9xB ´ L B
C ZCs, (4.60)

and, when using the explicit expressions in Appendix B,

π0 “ 1

2
xApA, πα “ 1

2
px0pα ´ xαp0 ` ǫαβγx

βpγq,

Q0 “ 1

2
xApA, Qα “ 1

2
px0pα ´ xαp0 ´ ǫαβγx

βpγq,
(4.61)

with

πAπ
A “ 1

4
R2S2 “ QAQ

A, R2 “ xAxA, S2 “ pAp
A. (4.62)

Consider the second class constraints L “ 0 “ S,

L “ R ´ 1, S “ π0

R
“ xAπBR

B
A

R
“ xApA

2R
, tL,Su “ 1

2
. (4.63)

The geometric action for T ˚SUp2q in Euler-Rodrigues parametrization in (4.52) is obtained

from the one for quaternions in (4.55) by imposing the second class constraints

ST
˚SUp2qrxB, πA, λ, µ;Zs “

ˆ

dt rπARA
Bp 9xB ´ L B

C ZCq ´ λL ´ µSs, (4.64)

where λptq, µptq are Lagrange multipliers, as can directly be seen by solving the constraints in

the action.

One may also convert this set of second class constraints into the single first class constraint

given by S “ 0,

ST
˚SUp2qrxB, πA, µ;Zs “

ˆ

dt rπARA
Bp 9xB ´ L B

C ZCq ´ µSs. (4.65)

This first class constraint generates the gauge symmetry, δε¨ “ t¨,Suε,

δǫx
A “ ε

xA

2R
, δǫπ0 “ ε

π0

2R
, δεπα “ 0 ðñ δεpA “ ε

xAx
BpB ´ R2pA

2R3
. (4.66)

Instead of the real variables xA, one may also use the complex variables z1, z2 and instead

of πA “ pπ0, παq, ρ˘, π˘, where π˘ “ π1 ˘ ıπ2, ρ˘ “ π0 ˘ ıπ3. The relevant expressions in

this parametrization are provided in Appendix B.2.
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4.9 SUp2q model space from quaternions. Adapted gauge fixing

Consider the phase space pxA, πBq of dimension 8 corresponding to the 4 canonical pairs

pxA, pBq. The model space corresponds to imposing the 4 second class constraints

χA “ pR ´ 1,
π0

R
,
π`
R
,
π´
R

q, (4.67)

on the theory described by the geometric action for H˚. One remains with the coordinates

z1, z2 constrained by |z1|2 ` |z2|2 “ 1 and π3. The associated reduced phase space is described

in Appendix 4.9.

A better way to prepare the system for quantization is the following. Starting from the

description of T ˚SUp2q as a first class constraint system of T ˚H˚ in (4.65), one may choose

a more convenient gauge fixing condition than R “ 1. For instance one may also choose?
πAπA “ R or the symmetric condition

?
πAπA “ R2. When one imposes in addition

π` “ 0 “ π´, the latter reduces to |π3| “ R2, so that

tR ´ |π3|
R
,
π0

R
u “ 1

2
` |π3|

2R2
« 1. (4.68)

In this case, the model space is obtained by using the following set of second class con-

straints,

χA “ pR
2 ´ |π3|
R

,
π0

R
,
π`
R
,
π´
R

q. (4.69)

In the following we assume that the second class constraints are imposed strongly. This implies

that π0 “ 0 “ π˘, |π3| “ R2 and that the model space is described by the unconstrained

variables z1, z2, z̄1, z̄2 (except for the condition that R ‰ 0).

The observables defined on the constraint surface by

q` “ 2ǫ1z̄1z2, q´ “ 2ǫ1z1z̄2, q3 “ ǫ1pz1z̄1 ´ z2z̄2q, ǫ1 “ sgnpπ3q, (4.70)

satisfy

R4 “ q`q´ ` q23. (4.71)

Since the Dirac brackets of first class fonctions agree with their Poisson brackets on the con-

straint surface, it follows from (4.58) and (B.13) that

tR2, q3u˚ “ 0 “ tR2, q˘u˚
, tq`, q´u˚ “ 2ıq3, tq˘, q3u˚ “ ¯ıq˘. (4.72)

The explicit expressions for the Dirac brackets are obtained from

CAB ” tχA, χBu “

¨
˚̊
˚̋

0 1 0 0

´1 0 0 0

0 0 0 ´2ıǫ1

0 0 2ıǫ1 0

˛
‹‹‹‚, (4.73)
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C´1AB “

¨
˚̊
˚̋

0 ´1 0 0

1 0 0 0

0 0 0 ´ ıǫ1

2

0 0 ıǫ1

2
0

˛
‹‹‹‚. (4.74)

As a consequence, the Dirac brackets of functions of z1, z2, z̄1, z̄2 are given by

tf, gu˚ “ ǫ1

R2

“
tf, π3utg, π0u ´ tf, π0utg, π3u

´ ı

2
tf, π`utg, π´u ` ı

2
tf, π´utg, π`u

‰
, (4.75)

or, equivalently,

tz1, z̄1u˚ “ ıǫ1

2
, tz2, z̄2u˚ “ ıǫ1

2
, tz1, z2u˚ “ 0, tz1, z̄2u˚ “ 0. (4.76)

It is this simple representation of the Dirac brackets of the fundamental variables that the

adapted gauge fixing allows one to achieve. In particular,

tz1, q`u˚ “ ıǫ1z2, tz1, q´u˚ “ 0, tz1, q3u˚ “ ıǫ1

2
z1,

tz2, q`u˚ “ 0, tz2, q´u˚ “ ıǫ1z1, tz2, q3u˚ “ ´ ıǫ1

2
z2.

(4.77)

Let Ξ “ p1, 2q. The additional change of variables,

a1 “ 1 ` ǫ1

2

c
2

~
z̄1 ` 1 ´ ǫ1

2

c
2

~
z1, a2 “ 1 ` ǫ1

2

c
2

~
z̄2 ` 1 ´ ǫ1

2

c
2

~
z2, (4.78)

allows one to write the Dirac brackets (4.76) as6

taΞ, a˚
Ξ1u˚ “ 1

ı~
δΞ,Ξ1, taΞ, aΞ1u˚ “ 0 “ ta˚

Ξ
, a˚

Ξ1u˚
. (4.79)

The number operators for the two types of oscillators are

N1 “ a˚
1
a1, N2 “ a˚

2
a2, N “ N1 ` N2, M “ N1 ´ N2. (4.80)

In terms of these creation and destruction operators, the Noether charges in (4.70) and R2 in

the expression for Q2 in (4.71) become

q` “ ~r1 ` ǫ1

2
a˚
2
a1 ´ 1 ´ ǫ1

2
a˚
1
a2s, q´ “ ~r1 ` ǫ1

2
a˚
1
a2 ´ 1 ´ ǫ1

2
a˚
2
a1s,

q3 “ ~ǫ1

2
M, R2 “ ~

2
N.

(4.81)

The Dirac brackets (4.79) are unchanged under the (canonical) transformation aΞ Ñ a˚
Ξ

,

a˚
Ξ

Ñ ´aΞ. Performing this transformation on the Noether charges in (4.81) produces an

6Instead of a bar for complex conjugation, we now use a star.
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isomorphic algebra of charges. If one performs this transformation on only one of the pairs of

oscillators, the second one for definiteness, one finds

q1
` “ ´~r1 ` ǫ1

2
a1a2 ` 1 ´ ǫ1

2
a˚
1
a˚
2
s, q1

´ “ ~r1 ` ǫ1

2
a˚
1
a˚
2

` 1 ´ ǫ1

2
a2a1s,

q1
3

“ ~ǫ1

2
N “ ǫ1R2, pR2q1 “ ~

2
M “ ǫ1q3,

(4.82)

both the relation (4.71) and the algebra (4.72) continue to hold for the primed functions.

If one wants to recover a single coadjoint orbit, one needs to impose the additional con-

straint π3 “ ǫY. Together with π3 “ ǫ1R2, and since both Y and R are positive, this means

that

ǫ “ ǫ1, Y “ R2 “ ~

2
N. (4.83)

5 Application to SUp2q: Quantum theory

5.1 Quantization of a single coadjoint orbit

The integrality condition implies the quantization of the radius in half integer units of ~,
ˆ

S2

σ “ 2π~n, n P Z ðñ q “ ~n

2
ùñ Y “ ~j, j P N{2, q

~
“ ´ǫj. (5.1)

The operators on phase space associated to the Noether charges through the prequantization

formula depend on the potential one-form. According to (3.8), they are obtained by replacing

derivatives by covariant derivatives in the Hamiltonian vectors fields,

Dǫ̃
A “ BA ´ ı

~
aǫ̃A, (5.2)

multiplying by ´ı~ and adding the charge. In spherical coordinates with potential (4.13),

Dǫ̃
φ “ Bφ ` ıǫjrǫ̃´ µs, Dǫ̃

µ “ Bµ, (5.3)

More explicitly7,

1

~

pQǫ̃
˘ “ e¯ıφ“

¯
a

1 ´ µ2Bµ ` µa
1 ´ µ2

p´ıBφ ` ǫ̃ǫjq ´ ǫj
1a

1 ´ µ2

‰
“ J¯,

1

~

pQǫ̃
3

“ ´ıBφ ` ǫ̃ǫj “ J3,

(5.4)

with associated modified Casimir operator

1

~2
p pQǫ̃q2 “ ´∆S2 ` 2p1 ´ µǫ̃q

1 ´ µ2

“
j2 ` ǫ̃ǫjp´ıBφq

‰
“

“ ´p1 ´ µ2qB2

µ ` 2µBµ ` 1

1 ´ µ2

“
p´ıBφ ` ǫ̃ǫjq2 ´ 2µǫjp´ıBφ ` ǫ̃ǫjq ` j2

‰
. (5.5)

7Up to conventions, these operators agree with those constructed in [37] (see also [39] for a discussion close

to the current context).
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In complex coordinates, it follows from (4.22) that it is advantageous to perform a gauge

transformation that gets rid of the exact term in the second expression of the potentials8. The

transformed potential becomes

ı

~
a1
ǫ̃ “ ı

~
aǫ̃ ` ǫjdplnPǫ̃q “ 2ǫjdζǫ̃Bζǫ̃ lnPǫ̃. (5.6)

When taking into account that exp
´
K

ǫj
2

ǫ̃

¯
“ P

ǫj
ǫ̃ , the associated wave functions are ψ1 “ P

ǫj
ǫ̃ ψ.

The holomorphic polarization spanned by Bsζǫ̃ is preserved by the Hamiltonian vector fields

in (4.26), it satisfies D1
sζǫ̃ “ Bsζǫ̃ so that polarized wave functions D1

sζǫ̃ψ
1 “ 0 are holomorphic,

ψ1 “ ψ1pζǫ̃q. For polarized wave functions ψ “ P
´ǫj
ǫ̃ ψ1pζǫ̃q which are well defined on S2 to

exist, one needs ǫ “ 1,

ψpζǫ̃, sζǫ̃q “ P
´j
ǫ̃ ψ1pζǫ̃q, (5.7)

and also that ψ1pζǫ̃q are complex linear combinations of 1, ζǫ̃, . . . ζ
2j
ǫ̃ .

Furthermore,

D1
ζǫ̃
ψ1 “ rBζǫ̃ ´ 2jBζǫ̃ lnPǫ̃sψ1. (5.8)

The associated quantum operators preserving the chosen polarization are 9

1

~

pQ1ǫ̃
˘ “ ˘ǫ̃

“
ζ1˘ǫ̃
ǫ̃ Bζǫ̃ ` sζ1¯ǫ̃

ǫ̃ Bsζǫ̃
‰

´ jζ
1˘ǫ̃
2

ǫ̃ p1 ˘ ǫ̃q,
1

~

pQ1ǫ̃
3

“ ´ǫ̃
“
ζǫ̃Bζǫ̃ ´ sζǫ̃Bsζǫ̃

‰
` ǫ̃j,

(5.9)

with modified Casimir operator,

1

~2
p pQ1ǫ̃q2 “ ´P 2

ǫ̃ Bζǫ̃Bsζǫ̃ ` 2ıjPǫ̃sζǫ̃Bsζǫ̃ ` jpj ` 1q, (5.10)

and where the terms involving Bsζǫ̃ can be dropped when acting on the polarized wave functions

ψ1. With this understanding if

pQǫ̃
αψ “ P

´j
ǫ̃

pQ1ǫ̃
αψ

1, (5.11)

and 1

~
pQǫ̃
α “ ´Lǫ̃α, the Hilbert space carries a unitary irreducible representation of SUp2q.

In terms of SUp2q coherent states [40–42] (see Appendix C for conventions), if

ψ1pζǫ̃q “ xζǫ̃, ψy, ψ1pζǫ̃q “ xψ, sζǫ̃y, (5.12)

the inner product becomes

xφ, ψy “ 2j ` 1

2πı

ˆ

S2

dζǫ̃ ^ dsζǫ̃
Pǫ̃

2
sφψ “ 2j ` 1

2πı

ˆ

S2

dζǫ̃ ^ dsζǫ̃ e´Kj`1

ǫ̃ xφ, sζǫ̃yxζǫ̃, ψy, (5.13)

8If one chooses to get rid of the exact term in the third expression, the role of ζǫ̃ and sζǫ̃ in the considerations

below will be exchanged.
9In the explicit computation, the relations in (A.38) may be used in order to simplify expressions.
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when taking into account the integrals worked out in (A.40). In this representation, the angular

momentum operators are
1

~

pQ1ǫ̃
˘ “ ´J 1ǫ̃

¯ ,
1

~

pQ1ǫ̃
3 “ J 1ǫ̃

3 , (5.14)

or, more explicitly,

J 1ǫ̃
3

“ ´ǫ̃ζǫ̃Bζǫ̃ ` ǫ̃j, J 1ǫ̃
˘ “ ˘ǫ̃ζ1¯ǫ̃

ǫ̃ Bζǫ̃ ` jp1 ¯ ǫ̃qζ
1¯ǫ̃
2

ǫ̃ . (5.15)

In the operator formalism, the character for an element associated to e3 may be evaluated

directly since the basis |jmy diagonalizes pQ3 by construction,

χpZq “ Tr e´ ıZ
~
Q̂3 “

jÿ

m“´j
e´ıZm “ sin

p2j`1qZ
2

sin Z

2

. (5.16)

This character, or more generally a matrix element, may also be evaluated using path integrals

by repeating the steps used in the standard holomorphic representation,

xηǫ̃, e´ ı
~

ptf´tiqĤ 1ǫ̃sζǫ̃y “
ˆ ζǫ̃ptf q“ηǫ̃

sζǫ̃ptiq“sζǫ̃

ź

τ

dζǫ̃pτqdsζǫ̃pτq
2πı

e
ı
~
SI . (5.17)

Here, the improved action is

SI “
ˆ tf

ti

dt
“ ~
2ı

pBηǫ̃Kj
ǫ̃

dηǫ̃

dt
´ Bsζǫ̃K

j
ǫ̃

dsζǫ̃
dt

q ´ H ǫ̃
N

‰
` ~

2ı

“
K
j
ǫ̃ ptf q ` K

j
ǫ̃ ptiqs, (5.18)

while

K
j
ǫ̃ pηǫ̃, sζǫ̃q “ 2j ln

`
1 ` ηǫ̃sζǫ̃

˘
, (5.19)

and H ǫ̃
N is the analog for SUp2q coherent states of the normal symbol for Ĥ 1ǫ̃,

H ǫ̃
Npηǫ̃, sζǫ̃q “ e´Kj

ǫ̃ xηǫ̃, Ĥ 1ǫ̃sζǫ̃y. (5.20)

In particular,

J
1ǫ̃
3N “ ǫ̃j

1 ´ ηǫ̃sζǫ̃
1 ` ηǫ̃sζǫ̃

, J
1ǫ̃

˘N “ 2j
sζ

1˘ǫ̃
2

ǫ̃ η
1¯ǫ̃
2

ǫ̃

1 ` ηǫ̃sζǫ̃
. (5.21)

The Euler-Lagrange equations of motion associated to SI are

dsζǫ̃
dt

“ ´ ı

2j~
p1 ` ηǫ̃sζǫ̃q2

BH ǫ̃
N

Bηǫ̃
,

dηǫ̃

dt
“ ı

2j~
p1 ` ηǫ̃sζǫ̃q2

BH ǫ̃
N

Bsζǫ̃
. (5.22)

For solutions with fixed values for ηǫ̃ at tf and sζǫ̃ at ti, the variational principle has a true

extremum on-shell, without any boundary terms, δSI « 0 if δηǫ̃ptfq “ 0 “ δsζǫ̃ptiq. If one

takes as quantum Hamiltonian Ĥ 1ǫ̃
J “ Q̂1ǫ̃

3 , the equations of motion become

dsζǫ̃
dt

“ ıǫ̃sζǫ̃,
dηǫ̃

dt
“ ´ıǫ̃ηǫ̃, (5.23)
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with unique solution satisfying the boundary conditions given by

sζǫ̃ptq “ sζǫeıǫ̃pt´tiq, ηǫ̃ptq “ ηǫ̃e
ıǫ̃ptf´tq. (5.24)

In this case, the path integral reduces to the on-shell action Scl
I . If Z “ tf ´ ti,

xηǫ̃, e´ ı
~
ZQ̂1ǫ̃

3 sζǫ̃y “ e
ı
~
Scl

I “ e´ıǫ̃Zjp1 ` sζǫ̃ηǫ̃eıǫ̃Zjq2j . (5.25)

When expanding the integrand and using the integrals (A.40), the trace

Tr e´ ı
~
ZQ̂1ǫ̃

3 “ 2j ` 1

2πı

ˆ

S2

dζǫ̃ ^ dsζǫ̃ xζǫ̃, e´ ı
~
ZQ̂1ǫ̃

3 sζǫ̃ye´Kj`1

, (5.26)

yields the expression (5.16) for the character.

5.2 Quantization of T ˚SUp2q

In the case of T ˚SUp2q, we consider wave functions polarized with respect to the standard

vertical polarization, i.e, wave functions on configuration space SUp2q. A basis for the Hilbert

space L2pSUp2qq that forms a representation of left and right invariant vector fields is provided

by the Wigner D matrices. In particular, the (complex conjugates of the) Wigner functions

simultaneously diagonalize J 2,J3, R3, where the latter is the operator associated to π3. How

to explicitly construct the Wigner matrices is discussed for instance in section in section 3.8

of [38]. Here we content ourselves to using standard results from the literature adapted to our

parametrization.

In the expressions below, j is integer (j “ 0, 1, 2, . . . ) and m1, m P Z, |m1| ď j, |m| ď j,

or j is half integer pj “ 1

2
, 1
2

` 1, 1
2

` 2, . . . q and m1, m P Z ` 1

2
, |m1| ď j, |m| ď j. In the

parametrization (4.6), left and right invariant vector fields are given in (4.34)10. The associated

Wigner matrices11 are given by

xjm1m|ψθφy ” D
j
m1mpψθφq “ e´ım1ψd

j
m1mpθqe´ımφ , (5.27)

d
j
m1mpθq “

a
pj ` m1q!pj ´ m1q!pj ` mq!pj ´ mq!

minpj´m1,j`mqÿ

r“maxp0,m´m1q

p´qm1´m`r
cos2j´2r´m1`m θ

2
sin2r`m1´m θ

2

pj ` m ´ rq!r!pm1 ´ m` rq!pj ´ m1 ´ rq! , (5.28)

and satisfy12,

d
j
m1m “ p´qm1´m

d
j
´m1,´m, (5.29)

10R3,R˘ agree with J3,J˘ in eq. (3.102), L3,L˘ with ´P3,´P˘ in eq (3.122) of [38]
11cf. eq. (3.59), (3.65) of [38]
12cf. eq. (3.82) of [38]
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so that one may also write

d
j
m1mpθq “

a
pj ` m1q!pj ´ m1q!pj ` mq!pj ´ mq!

minpj`m1,j´mqÿ

r“maxp0,m1´mq

p´qr cos2j´2r`m1´m θ
2
sin2r´m1`m β

2

pj ´ m ´ rq!r!pm´m1 ` rq!pj ` m1 ´ rq! . (5.30)

If wave functions are defined by

xψθφ|jm1my “ D
j˚
m1m, (5.31)

the action of right invariant vector fields is given by13,

R˘D
j˚
m1m “

a
pj ¯ m1qpj ˘ m1 ` 1qDj˚

m1˘1m, R3D
j˚
m1m “ m1Dj˚

m1m, (5.32)

while the one for left invariant vector fields is14 is

L˘D
j˚
m1m “ ´

a
pj ˘ mqpj ¯ m ` 1qDj˚

m1m¯1
, L3D

j˚
m1m “ ´mDj˚

m1m. (5.33)

In other words, the standard relations are obtained for the operators

J3 “ ´L3, J˘ “ ´L¯. (5.34)

Furthermore,

R2D
j˚
m1m “ J 2D

j˚
m1m “ jpj ` 1qDj˚

m1m. (5.35)

Spin-weighted spherical harmonics may be defined in terms of Wigner functions by

sYjm “ p´qm´s
c

2j ` 1

4π
Dj˚
sm|ψ“0 ðñ eısψsYjm “ p´qm´s

c
2j ` 1

4π
Dj˚
sm. (5.36)

Standard spherical harmonics for integer j are given by15

0Yjmpθφq “
c

2j ` 1

4π
D
j˚
0mpφθψq “

c
2j ` 1

4π
eımφd

j
m0pθq. (5.37)

This agrees with the above in the parametrization adopted here because16 p´qmdj0mpθq “
d
j
m0pθq.

Using (4.34), this gives

R˘D
j˚
smpψθφq “ ˘eıps˘1qψpBθ ¯ ı

1

sin θ
Bφ ¯ s cot θqDj˚

sm|ψ“0

“ ˘eıps˘1qψ sin˘s θpBθ ¯ ı
1

sin θ
Bφqpsin¯s θDj˚

sm|ψ“0q, (5.38)

13cf. eq. (3.104) of [38]
14cf. eq. (3.123) of [38]
15cf. (3.138) of [38]
16cf. eq. (3.81) of [38]
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and, if ð, sð are defined as

`
R`D

j˚
sm

˘
|ψ“0 “ ðDj˚

sm|ψ“0,`
R´D

j˚
m´s

˘
|ψ“0 “ ´sðDj˚

sm|ψ“0,`
R3D

j˚
smpψθφq

˘
|ψ“0 “ sDj˚

sm|ψ“0,

(5.39)

it follows that

ðsYjmpθφq “ sins θpBθ ´ ı
1

sin θ
Bφqpsin´s θsYjmpθφqq,

sðsYjmpθφq “ sin´s θpBθ ` ı
1

sin θ
Bφqpsins θsYjmpθφqq.

(5.40)

In terms of spin-weighted spherical harmonics, equation (5.32) becomes

ðsYjm “ ´
a

pj ´ sqpj ` s ` 1qs`1Yjm, sðsYjm “
a

pj ` sqpj ´ s ` 1qs´1Yjm, (5.41)

while rR`,R´s “ 2R3 becomes

rsð, ðssYjm “ 2ssYjm. (5.42)

Furthermore,

sððsYjm “ ´pj ´ sqpj ` s ` 1qsYjm “ rsps` 1q ´ jpj ` 1qssYjm,
ðsðsYjm “ ´pj ` sqpj ´ s ` 1qsYjm “ rsps´ 1q ´ jpj ` 1qssYjm,
1

2
psðð ` ðsðqsYjm “ rs2 ´ jpj ` 1qssYjm.

(5.43)

For comparison, note that the coordinate expressions of ð, ð̄ in (5.40) and the raising/lowering

formulas in (5.41) agree with the ones in [43], eq. (4.15.122), (4.15.106) for R “ 1?
2

and the

ones in [44], eq. (2.12), (2.13). When using (5.30), the explicit expression for sYjmpθφq defined

here agrees with eq. (2.8), (2.10) of [44].

In the implicit Euler-Rodrigues parametrization (4.16), one has17,

D
j
m1mpα0, ααq “

a
pj ` m1q!pj ´ m1q!pj ` mq!pj ´ mq!

minpj´m1,j`mqÿ

r“maxp0,m´m1q

āj`m´rb̄m
1´m`rp´bqraj´m1´r

pj ` m ´ rq!r!pm1 ´ m` rq!pj ´ m1 ´ rq! , (5.44)

which upon substitution of (4.6) yields (5.27), (5.28), and where

Djpα10, α1βqDjpα0, αβq “ Djpα20, α2βq. (5.45)

When taking into account the orthogonality conditions discussed in section 3.9 of [38], this

concludes the quantization of the T ˚SUp2q in terms of the Hilbert space of wave functions

D
j˚
m1m together with the representation of the symmetries and the momenta.

17cf. eq (3.89)-(3.90) of [38]
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In complex parametrizations (A.33), with Wigner functions D
j
m1mpψζǫ̃sζǫ̃q obtained by sub-

stituting (A.34) into (5.44), left and right invariant vector fields are given in (4.40). In this

case, when defining spin-weighted spherical harmonics sYjmpζǫ̃sζǫ̃q in terms of these Wigner

functions at ψ “ 0 as in (5.36), one now gets instead of (5.38),

R`D
j˚
sm “ ǫ̃eıps`1qψpPǫ̃Bsζǫ̃ ` sζǫ̃qDj˚

sm|ψ“0 “ ǫ̃eıps`1qψP 1´s
ǫ̃ Bsζǫ̃pP s

ǫ̃D
j˚
sm|ψ“0q,

R´D
j˚
sm “ ´ǫ̃eıps´1qψpPǫ̃Bζǫ̃ ´ ssζǫ̃qDj˚

sm|ψ“0 “ ´ǫ̃eıps´1qψP 1`s
ǫ̃ Bζǫ̃pP´s

ǫ̃ Dj˚
sm|ψ“0q.

(5.46)

If ð, sð are still defined by (5.39), it now follows that

ðsYjmpζǫ̃sζǫ̃q “ ǫ̃P 1´s
ǫ̃ Bsζǫ̃pP s

ǫ̃ sYjmpζǫ̃sζǫ̃qq,
sðsYjmpζǫ̃sζǫ̃q “ ǫ̃P 1`s

ǫ̃ Bζǫ̃pP´s
ǫ̃ sYjmpζǫ̃sζǫ̃qq.

(5.47)

Note that the effect of a reparametrization of the type g1 “ h̄g with h “ e´ ψ̄
2
ıσ3 and ψ̄ constant,

consists in a shift ψ Ñ ψ ` ψ̄ in g. There is no inhomogeneous term in the transformation

of the associated Maurer-Cartan form, dg1g1´1 “ h̄dgg´1h̄´1. When choosing ψ̄ “ π and

applying this reparametrization to g´ in (A.33), one gets

g1
´ “ ıP

´ 1

2

´

˜
´sζ´ e

´ıψ
2 e´ıψ

2

eı
ψ
2 ζ´ e

ıψ
2

¸
(5.48)

On account of (A.35), the associated R˘ change by an overall minus sign, with R3 unchanged.

After the change induced by this reparametrization, the coordinate expressions (5.47) for ð, sð
in terms of ζ´, sζ´ agree with those in (4.15.117) of [43].

In the Hilbert space associated to the quantization of T ˚SUp2q, one can compute the parti-

tion function for the Casimir operator,

Zpbq “ TrL2pSUp2qq e
´bR2 “

ÿ

jPN{2
p2j ` 1q2e´bjpj`1q “ e

b
4

8ÿ

m“0

m2e´ b
4
m2

. (5.49)

This expression is adapted to a low temperature expansion, b " 1:

Zpbq “ 1 ` 4e´ 3b
4 ` Ope´2bq. (5.50)

In order to access the high temperature expansion, b ! 1, the partition function may be written

as

Zpbq “ ´ e
b
4

2π
θ1ptq|t“ b

4π
, (5.51)

where the Jacobi theta function is

θptq “ ϑ3p0|ıtq “
ÿ

nPZ

e´tπn2

. (5.52)
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Using the modular transformation θptq “ 1?
t
θp1

t
q and the expansion θptq “ 1`2e´πt`2e´4πt`

2e´9πt ` . . . for t " 1, it follows that for t ! 1,

θptq “ 1?
t
r1 ` 2e´π

t ` 2e´ 4π
t ` 2e´9

π
t ` . . . s, (5.53)

so that

θ1ptq “ ´ 1

2t
3

2

` e´π
t p´ 1

t
3

2

` 2
π

t
5

2

q ` e´ 4π
t p´ 1

t
3

2

` 2
4π

t
5

2

q ` . . . , (5.54)

and

Zpbq “ 2
?
πe

b
4

b
3

2

“
1 ` e´ 4π2

b p´16π2

b
` 2q ` Ope

´ 16π2

b

b
q
‰
. (5.55)

5.3 Quantum model space from Dirac quantization of T ˚SUp2q

When applying Dirac’s procedure to quantize first class constrained system, the reduction to

the quantized model space follows by imposing a single first class constraint, either π̂´ “ 0 or

π̂` “ 0, on the Hilbert space of wave functions,

π̂´Ψpψθφq “ 0 or π̂`Ψpψθφq “ 0, Ψpψθφq “ Ψm1m
j D

j˚
m1m, (5.56)

where Ψm1m
j P C and the summation convention applies. This is equivalent to

sðsYjm “ 0 or ðsYjm “ 0. (5.57)

The general solution18 to this equation is generated by the sum over j of the 2j ` 1 vectors

´jYjm or equivalently the D
j˚
´jm in the former case, and by jYjm or equivalently the D

j˚
jm in the

latter.

In other words, in this approach, the Hilbert space HMSUp2q of the quantized model space

consists of vectors of the form

Ψm
j ´jYjm, or Ψm

j jYjm (5.58)

Since for each j, these subspaces do carry a unitary irreducible representation of SUp2q pro-

vided by the J3,J˘, this proves the proposal for the model space in the simplest case of SUp2q.

5.4 Quantized coadjoint orbit from Dirac quantization of T ˚SUp2q

When imposing the first class constraint

π̂3 ´ ǫY “ 0, π̂3 “ ~R3 “ ´ı~Bψ, (5.59)

18see e.g. [43], (4.15.60) or [45] section 4.3
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on the Hilbert space of wave functions Dj
sm, it follows that non trivial solutions exists if and

only if Y is quantized according to

ǫY “ ~s, (5.60)

with s half-integer and one thus remains with the wave functions at this fixed value of s, which

is positive or negative depending on whether the coadjoint representative was chosen along the

positive or negative z-axis.

In order to have a non-trivial intersection between this and the previous condition π̂´ “ 0

or π̂` “ 0, one has to choose π̂ǫ “ 0 and thus to correlate the choice of the first class constraint

(in the conversion from a second to a first class system) with the orientation of the coadjoint

representative along the z-axis. It then follows that

Y “ ~j, (5.61)

so that one indeed finds a single unitary irreducible representation carried by HH~jzSUp2q, the

Hilbert space generated by the 2j ` 1 vectors ǫjYjm at fixed j,

jÿ

m“´j
Ψm

pjqǫjYjm. (5.62)

5.5 Quantum SUp2q model space from gauge fixed quaternions

We are instructed to find a quantization in a Hilbert space that realizes the Dirac brack-

ets (4.72), (4.76) and (4.77) in terms of operators and their commutators.

If Ξ “ p1, 2q, we get for the quantum version of (4.76),

râΞ, â:
Ξ1s “ δΞ,Ξ1, râΞ, âΞ1s “ 0 “ râ:

Ξ
, â

:
Ξ1s. (5.63)

If we define

O` “ 1

~
q̂´, O´ “ 1

~
q̂`, O3 “ 1

~
q̂3, (5.64)

the correspondence rule and the Dirac brackets (4.72) imply that these operators satisfy the

standard algebra given in (A.5).

Defining

N̂1 “ â
:
1
â1, N̂2 “ â

:
2
â2, N̂ “ N̂1 ` N̂2, M̂ “ N̂1 ´ N̂2, (5.65)

this also follows directly from

O` “ 1 ` ǫ1

2
â:
1
â2 ´ 1 ´ ǫ1

2
â:
2
â1, O´ “ 1 ` ǫ1

2
â:
2
â1 ´ 1 ´ ǫ1

2
â:
1
â2,

O3 “ ǫ1

2
M̂,

(5.66)
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and the commutation relations (5.63). The Casimir operator is

O2 “ 1

4
pN̂q2 ` 1

2
N̂, (5.67)

while additional quadratic observables are

R̂2

~
“ 1

2
N̂ ,

q̂1
`
~

“ ´r1 ` ǫ1

2
â1â2 ` 1 ´ ǫ1

2
â

:
1
â

:
2
s, q̂1

´
~

“ 1 ` ǫ1

2
â

:
1
â

:
2

` 1 ´ ǫ1

2
â2â1. (5.68)

Note that, when ǫ1 “ 1, the Noether charges can be written in terms of the “Jordan map”

Oα “ 1

2
â

:
Ξ
σΞΞ1

α âΞ1, (5.69)

which is the starting point of the analysis in [19] (see e.g. [38] chapter 5 or [46] for reviews).

In the standard orthonormal basis,

|n1, n2q “ 1?
n1!n2!

pa:
1
qn1pa:

2
qn2 |0q,

O2|n1, n2q “ jpj ` 1q|n1, n2q, j “ 1

2
pn1 ` n2q,

O3|n1, n2q “ m|n1, n2q, m “ 1

2
pn1 ´ n2q,

(5.70)

so that

|jmy “ |j ` m, j ´ mq, (5.71)

and the Hilbert space decomposes into the sum of unitary irreducible representations of SUp2q
with multiplicity one, as it should for the quantized model space.

In holomorphic representation, this Hilbert space may also be described in terms of coher-

ent states as

|aξy “ ea
ξâ

:
ξ |0y, ψpa˚

ξ q “ xa˚
ξ |ψy, (5.72)

with inner product

xφ|ψy “
ˆ ź

ξ

da˚
ξda

ξ

2πı
e´a˚

ξ
aξφ˚paξqψpa˚

ξ q. (5.73)

If one now restricts to a single coadjoint orbit, the quantum version of (4.83) implies that

Y is quantized in half-integer units of ~,

Y “ ~

2
pn1 ` n2q “ ~j, N̂ “ 2j1, (5.74)

with the associated unitary irreducible representation described by states that are created by

monomials of order 2j in â
:
Ξ

acting on the vacuum |0y.

How this understanding may be used to efficiently construct the Wigner functions D
j
m1m is

explained for instance in section 5.4 of [38]. One thus recovers from the current perspective of
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constrained systems and Dirac brackets the solution to quantum angular momentum found by

Schwinger [19].

Since the Casimir is a dynamical operator in the quantum model space, one can compute

Zpbq “ Tr e´bO2 “
ÿ

jPN{2
p2j ` 1qe´bjpj`1q “ e

b
4

8ÿ

m“0

me´ b
4
m2

. (5.75)

This expression is adapted to a low temperature expansion: if b " 1,

Zpbq “ 1 ` 2e´ 3b
4 ` Ope´2bq. (5.76)

Defining F pmq “ e
b
4me´ b

4
m2

, an expression adapted to a high temperature expansion b ! 1,

can be obtained from the Euler-Maclaurin formula. When using that B2 “ 1

6
, B4 “ ´ 1

30
,

Zpbq “ 1

2
F p0q `

ÿ

mPN˚

F pmq “
ˆ 8

0

dxF pxq ´ 1

2
B2F

1p0q ´ 1

4!
F3p0q ` . . .

“ e
b
4 r2
b

´ 1

12
´ 1

480
b ` . . . s. (5.77)

6 Conclusions

Based on the considerations on model spaces in [15] and in [14, 16], we have made a heuristic

proposal (2.57) for these spaces in terms of a constrained Hamiltonian system associated to

T ˚G.

The proposal has been tested in detail in the case of SUp2q, where standard techniques from

the theory of constrained systems allow one to recover various results on “the quantum theory

of angular momentum” (see e.g. [38] for a review) from a unified perspective. This gives rise in

particular to a natural understanding of spin-weighted/monopole spherical harmonics [37, 47–

50] and their relation to Wigner functions along the lines of [39, 44, 51, 52]. It also allows one

to establish a direct connection to the construction of the model space of SUp2q by Schwinger

[19], and thus also to original formulation in [15].

Closely related considerations on T ˚SUp2q and its quantizations can be found for instance

in [53–55], and also in [56] in the context of Isham’s group quantization scheme [57].

In another related recent paper [58], following [18] in using constrained Hamiltonian tech-

niques to study dynamical systems associated to coadjoint orbits, an understanding of Howe

duality is presented by starting from GLpn,Cq.

The case of more general compact groups such as SUpNq, of non-compact groups such

as SLp2,Rq, and of infinite-dimensional groups such as Kac-Moody, Virasoro or the centrally

extended BMS3 groups that arise in three-dimensional gravity, for which geometric actions

have been investigated for example in [59, 60] will be considered elsewhere.
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A Parametrizations of SUp2q

A.1 Generalities and notation

We will use as Lie algebra basis eα “ ´ ı
2
σα, α “ p1, 2, 3q where the Pauli matrices are

σ0 “
˜
1 0

0 1

¸
, σ1 “

˜
0 1

1 0

¸
, σ2 “

˜
0 ´ı
ı 0

¸
, σ3 “

˜
1 0

0 ´1

¸
, (A.1)

σασβ “ δαβσ0 ` ǫ
γ
αβıσγ , (A.2)

so that the structure constants are

reα, eβs “ ǫ
γ
αβeγ. (A.3)

Consider the left and right invariant vector fields on SUp2q, ~Lα, ~Rα and let

~L˘ “ ~L1 ˘ ı~L2, ~R˘ “ ~R1 ˘ ı ~R2, Lα “ ı~Lα, Rα “ ´ı ~Rα, (A.4)

If Oα is either Lα or Rα, it follows that

rOα,Oβs “ ıǫ
γ
αβOγ, rO3,O˘s “ ˘O˘, rO`,O´s “ 2O3, rLα,Rβs “ 0. (A.5)

For the Casimir operator, we have

O2 ” O2

1
` O2

2
` O2

3
, rO2,Oαs “ 0, O´O` “ O2 ´ O2

3
´ O3,

O`O´ “ O2 ´ O2

3
` O3, O2 “ 1

2
pO´O` ` O`O´q ` O2

3
.

(A.6)

Lie algebra indices α, β, . . . are raised and lowered with the invariant tensors δαβ, δαβ ,

so that adjoint and coadjoint representation can be identified, eα˚ “ ´ ı
2
σα, and the pairing

between sup2q and sup2q˚
can be written as

xY, Zy “ xYαeα˚ , Zβeβy “ YαZ
α “ ´2TrpY Zq “ 1

2
TrpYασαZβσβq. (A.7)

The associated bi-invariant metric on the group is

ds2 “ ´2Trpg´1dgg´1dgq “ gijdg
idgj, gij “ δαβR

α
iR

β
j “ δαβL

α
iL

β
j. (A.8)

For later use, the norm and unit vector associated to a Lie algebra vector Y are denoted by

Y “
a
YαY α, Ŷ α “ Y α

Y
. (A.9)
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A.2 Exponential parametrization

Coordinates on SUp2q are gα ” ωα, with

ω “
?
ωαωα, ω̂α “ ωα

ω
, dω “ ω̂αdω

α, dω̂α “ pδαβ ´ ω̂αω̂βqdω
β

ω
,

0 ď ω ă 4π, ω̂α P S
2 : ω̂1 ` ıω̂2 “ sin θeıϕ, ω̂3 “ cos θ, 0 ă θ ă π, 0 ď ϕ ă 2π,

g “ eω
αeα “ cos

ω

2
σ0 ` 2 sin

ω

2
ω̂αeα,

g´1 “ g: “ e´ωαeα “ cos
ω

2
σ0 ´ 2 sin

ω

2
ω̂αeα.

(A.10)

It follows that

dg “ ´1

2
sin

ω

2
ω̂βdω

βσ0 `
“
cos

ω

2
ω̂αω̂βdω

β ` 2 sin ω
2

ω
pδαβ ´ ω̂αω̂βqdωβ

‰
eα,

g´1dg “
“
ω̂γω̂βdω

β ` 2 cos ω
2
sin ω

2

ω
pδγβ ´ ω̂γω̂βqdωβ ´ 2 sin2 ω

2

ω
ǫ
γ
αβω̂

αdωβ
‰
eγ ,

dgg´1 “
“
ω̂γω̂βdω

β ` 2 cos ω
2
sin ω

2

ω
pδγβ ´ ω̂γω̂βqdωβ ` 2 sin2 ω

2

ω
ǫ
γ
αβω̂

αdωβ
‰
eγ ,

(A.11)

and thus

L
γ
β “ ω̂γω̂β ` 2 cos ω

2
sin ω

2

ω
pδγβ ´ ω̂γω̂βq ´ 2 sin2 ω

2

ω
ǫ
γ
δβω̂

δ,

L β
α “ ω̂βω̂α ` ω cos ω

2

2 sin ω
2

pδβα ´ ω̂βω̂αq ´ ω

2
ǫβασω̂

σ,

R
γ
β “ ω̂γω̂β ` 2 cos ω

2
sin ω

2

ω
pδγβ ´ ω̂γω̂βq ` 2 sin2 ω

2

ω
ǫ
γ
δβω̂

δ,

R β
α “ ω̂βω̂α ` ω cos ω

2

2 sin ω
2

pδβα ´ ω̂βω̂αq ` ω

2
ǫβασω̂

σ,

Rpω̂, ωqγα “ R
γ
βL

β
α “ ω̂γω̂α ` cosωpδγα ´ ω̂γω̂αq ´ sinωǫ

γ
αδω̂

δ.

(A.12)

with Rpω̂, ωq γ
α “ L

γ
βR

β
α “ RαβL

γβ .

A.3 Adapted Euler angles

In this parametrization gi “ ψ, θ, φ, with g “ e´ψ
2
ıσ3e´ θ

2
ıσ2e´φ

2
ıσ3 , and 0 ď ψ ă 4π, 0 ď φ ă

2π, 0 ă θ ă π. It follows that

dgg´1 “ ´ıσ3pdψ
2

` cos θd
φ

2
q ´ ıσ2pcosψdθ

2
` sinψ sin θd

φ

2
q

´ ıσ1p´ sinψd
θ

2
` cosψ sin θd

φ

2
q, (A.13)

g´1dg “ ´ıσ3pdφ
2

` cos θd
ψ

2
q ´ ıσ2pcosφdθ

2
` sin θ sinφd

ψ

2
q

´ ıσ1psin φdθ
2

´ cosφ sin θd
ψ

2
q, (A.14)
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Rα
i “

¨
˚̋
0 ´ sinψ cosψ sin θ

0 cosψ sinψ sin θ

1 0 cos θ

˛
‹‚, R i

β “

¨
˚̋

´ cosψ cos θ

sin θ
´ sinψ cosψ

sin θ

´ sinψ cos θ

sin θ
cosψ sinψ

sin θ

1 0 0

˛
‹‚, (A.15)

Lαi “

¨
˚̋

´ cosφ sin θ sinφ 0

sinφ sin θ cosφ 0

cos θ 0 1

˛
‹‚, L i

β “

¨
˚̋

´ cosφ

sin θ
sinφ cos φ cos θ

sin θ
sinφ

sin θ
cos φ ´ sinφ cos θ

sin θ

0 0 1

˛
‹‚, (A.16)

Rα
iL

i
β “

¨
˚̋
cosψ cos θ cosφ ´ sinψ sinφ ´ cosψ cos θ sinφ ´ sinψ cos φ cosψ sin θ

sinψ cos θ cosφ ` cosψ sinφ cosψ cosφ ´ sinψ cos θ sinφ sinψ sin θ

´ sin θ cosφ sin θ sinφ cos θ

˛
‹‚, (A.17)

with LαiR
i
β “ RβiL

αi.

The metric and its inverse are

ds2 “ pdψ2 ` dθ2 ` dφ2 ` 2 cos θdψdφq, gij “ 1

sin2 θ

¨
˚̋

1 0 ´ cos θ

0 1 0

´ cos θ 0 1

˛
‹‚. (A.18)

and g “ sin2 θ, and the Laplacian is

∆SUp2q “ 1

sin2 θ
rB2

ψ ´ 2 cos θBψBφ ` B2

θ ´ cot θBθ ` B2

φs. (A.19)

In order to relate to the discussion in Section 4.4, where well-defined expressions for the

potential one-forms on the coadjoint orbits in the patches containing the north and south poles

have been constructed, one considers a gauge transformation by the element

hǫ̃ “ e
ǫ̃φ
2
ıσ3 , (A.20)

whose effect on the group element (4.6) is the shift ψ Ñ ψ´ ǫ̃φ. It follows that the gauge con-

ditions χǫ̃ “ ψ ` ǫ̃φ “ 0 that avoid the Gribov ambiguities before the gauge transformation,

are replaced by ψ “ 0 after the gauge transformations. The effect of this gauge transforma-

tion is to replace a in (4.11) by aǫ̃ in (4.13) while the Hamiltonian in (4.10) is unchanged.

More generally, left and right invariant Maurer-Cartan forms and vector fields have now to be

computed from

gǫ̃ “ e´ψ´ǫ̃φ
2

ıσ3e´ θ
2
ıσ2e´φ

2
ıσ3 “

˜
cos θ

2
e´ıψ`φp1´ǫ̃q

2 ´ sin θ
2
e´ıψ´φp1`ǫ̃q

2

sin θ
2
eı
ψ´φp1`ǫ̃q

2 cos θ
2
eı
ψ`φp1´ǫ̃q

2

¸
. (A.21)

We will do so in complex parametrization in Section A.5.
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A.4 Euler-Rodrigues parametrization

The implicit Euler-Rodrigues parametrization of SUp2q given in (4.16) is related to the explicit

parametrization in terms of adapted Euler angles in (4.6) through

α0 “ cos
θ

2
cos

ψ ` φ

2
, α3 “ cos

θ

2
sin

ψ ` φ

2
,

α2 “ sin
θ

2
cos

ψ ´ φ

2
, α1 “ ´ sin

θ

2
sin

ψ ´ φ

2
.

(A.22)

In the Euler-Rodrigues parametrization, the SUp2q group law becomes the quaterionic com-

position rule,

gpα10, α1βqgpα0, αβq “ gpα20, α2βq, ḡpα10, α1βqḡpα0, αβq “ ḡpα20, α2βq, (A.23)

where19

α20 “ α10α0 ´ α1βαβ, α2β “ α0α1β ` α10αβ ` ǫ
β
γδα

1γαδ. (A.24)

For any explicit parametrization αA “ αApgiq of S3, let gij “ BαA
Bgi

BαA
Bgj be the induced

metric with inverse gjk. We have

δAB “ αAαB ` BαA
Bgi g

ij BαB
Bgj , (A.25)

and, as a consequence of the constraint (4.17),

αAdα
A “ 0 “ adā` āda` bdb̄` b̄db. (A.26)

When using that the inverse group element is

g´1 “
˜
a ´b̄
b ā

¸
, (A.27)

and choosing as Lie algebra basis eα “ ´1

2
ıσα, we get

dgg´1 “
˜
dāa` db̄b db̄ā´ dāb̄

dab ´ dba daā` dbb̄

¸
“ eαR

α
idg

i,

g´1dg “
˜
adā` b̄db adb̄´ b̄da

bdā ´ ādb āda` bdb̄

¸
“ eαL

α
idg

i,

(A.28)

with

Rα
i “ Rα

B

BαB
Bgi , Lαi “ LαB

BαB
Bgi (A.29)

19cf. equation (2.42) of [38]
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Rα
B “ 2

¨
˚̋

´α1 α0 ´α3 α2

´α2 α3 α0 ´α1

´α3 ´α2 α1 α0

˛
‹‚, LαB “ 2

¨
˚̋

´α1 α0 α3 ´α2

´α2 ´α3 α0 α1

´α3 α2 ´α1 α0

˛
‹‚, (A.30)

Let LBβ ” 1

4
pLβBqT . We have LαBL

B
β “ δαβ . Note that

LαBα
B “ 0 “ αBL

B
β. (A.31)

It follows that

L i
β “ gij

BαB
Bgj L

B
β. (A.32)

and20

Rα
iL

i
β “

¨
˚̋

pα0q2 ` pα1q2 ´ pα2q2 ´ pα3q2 2p´α0α3 ` α1α2q 2pα0α2 ` α1α3q
2pα0α3 ` α1α2q pα0q2 ´ pα1q2 ` pα2q2 ´ pα3q2 2p´α0α1 ` α2α3q
2p´α0α2 ` α1α3q 2pα0α1 ` α2α3q pα0q2 ´ pα1q2 ´ pα2q2 ` pα3q2

˛
‹‚

“

¨
˚̋

1

2
pa2 ` ā2 ´ b2 ´ b2q ı

2
pa2 ´ ā2 ` b2 ´ b̄2q ´pab ` āb̄q

´ ı
2
pa2 ´ ā2 ´ b2 ` b̄2q 1

2
pa2 ` ā2 ` b2 ` b̄2q ıpab´ āb̄q

ab̄` āb ıpab̄ ´ ābq aā ´ bb̄

˛
‹‚.

A.5 Complex parametrizations

In these parametrizations, one uses gi “ ψ, ζǫ̃, sζǫ̃ in terms of the complex coordinates of (4.19).

The group elements (A.21) become

g´ “ P
´ 1

2

´

˜
sζ´ e

´ıψ
2 ´e´ıψ

2

eı
ψ
2 ζ´ e

ıψ
2

¸
, g` “ P

´ 1

2

`

˜
e´ıψ

2 ´sζ` e
´ıψ

2

ζ` e
ıψ
2 eı

ψ
2

¸
. (A.33)

In terms of the Euler-Rodrigues parametrization, we have

a´ “ P
´ 1

2

´ ζ´e
ıψ
2 , b´ “ ´P´ 1

2

´ eı
ψ
2 , a` “ P

´ 1

2

` eı
ψ
2 , b` “ ´P´ 1

2

` ζ`e
ıψ
2 . (A.34)

All formulas can be obtained from the previous section by substitution. For later use, we

provide the explicit expressions,

Rα
i “ P´1

ǫ̃

¨
˚̋

0 ıǫ̃eıψ ´ıǫ̃e´ıψ

0 ǫ̃eıψ ǫ̃e´ıψ

Pǫ̃ ´ısζǫ̃ ıζǫ̃

˛
‹‚,

R i
β “ 1

2

¨
˚̋
ǫ̃sζǫ̃e´ıψ ` ǫ̃ζǫ̃e

ıψ ´ıǫ̃e´ıψPǫ̃ ıǫ̃eıψPǫ̃

ıǫ̃sζǫ̃e´ıψ ´ ıǫ̃ζǫ̃e
ıψ ǫ̃e´ıψPǫ̃ ǫ̃eıψPǫ̃

2 0 0

˛
‹‚, (A.35)

20cf. equation (2.22) of [38]
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Lαi “ P´1

ǫ̃

¨
˚̋

´pζǫ̃ ` sζǫ̃q ı ´ı
´ıǫ̃psζǫ̃ ´ ζǫ̃q ǫ̃ ǫ̃

ǫ̃p1 ´ ζǫ̃sζǫ̃q ıǫ̃sζǫ̃ ´ıǫ̃ζǫ̃

˛
‹‚,

L i
β “ 1

2

¨
˚̋

´pζǫ̃ ` sζǫ̃q ´ıp1 ´ ζ2ǫ̃ q ıp1 ´ sζ2ǫ̃ q
´ıǫ̃psζǫ̃ ´ ζǫ̃q ǫ̃p1 ` ζ2ǫ̃ q ǫ̃p1 ` sζ2ǫ̃ q

ǫ̃2 ´2ıǫ̃ζǫ̃ 2ıǫ̃sζǫ̃

˛
‹‚. (A.36)

Rα
iL

i
β “ P´1

ǫ̃

¨
˚̋

ǫ̃eıψp1´ζ2ǫ̃ q`ǫ̃e´ıψp1´sζ2ǫ̃ q
2

ıeıψp1`ζ2ǫ̃ q´ıe´ıψp1`sζ2ǫ̃ q
2

ζǫ̃e
ıψ ` sζǫ̃e´ıψ

´ıǫ̃eıψp1´ζ2ǫ̃ q`ıǫ̃e´ıψp1´sζ2ǫ̃ q
2

eıψp1`ζ2ǫ̃ q`e´ıψp1`sζ2ǫ̃ q
2

ısζǫ̃e´ıψ ´ ıζǫ̃e
ıψ

´pζǫ̃ ` sζǫ̃q ´ıǫ̃psζǫ̃ ´ ζǫ̃q ǫ̃p1 ´ ζǫ̃sζǫ̃q

˛
‹‚, (A.37)

with LαiR
i
β “ RβiL

αi.

Useful identities in complex parametrization are

P 2

ǫ̃ Bζǫ̃
“
P´1

ǫ̃ ζ
1˘ǫ̃
2

ǫ̃
sζ

1¯ǫ̃
2

ǫ̃

‰
“ 1 ˘ ǫ̃

2
ζ

´1˘ǫ̃
2

ǫ̃
sζ

1¯ǫ̃
2

ǫ̃ ´ 1 ¯ ǫ̃

2
ζ

1˘ǫ̃
2

ǫ̃
sζ

3¯ǫ̃
2

ǫ̃ “ ˘ǫ̃sζ1¯ǫ̃
ǫ̃ ,

P 2

ǫ̃ Bsζǫ̃
“
P´1

ǫ̃ ζ
1˘ǫ̃
2

ǫ̃
sζ

1¯ǫ̃
2

ǫ̃

‰
“ 1 ¯ ǫ̃

2
ζ

1˘ǫ̃
2

ǫ̃
sζ

´1¯ǫ̃
2

ǫ̃ ´ 1 ˘ ǫ̃

2
ζ

3˘ǫ̃
2

ǫ̃
sζ

1¯ǫ̃
2

ǫ̃ “ ¯ǫ̃ζ1˘ǫ̃
ǫ̃ ,

P´1

ǫ̃ rζ
1˘ǫ̃
2

ǫ̃
sζ

1¯ǫ̃
2

ǫ̃ ¯ ǫ̃ζǫ̃sζ1¯ǫ̃
ǫ̃ s “ sζ

1¯ǫ̃
2

ǫ̃

1 ¯ ǫ̃

2
, P´1

ǫ̃ rζ
1˘ǫ̃
2

ǫ̃
sζ

1¯ǫ̃
2

ǫ̃ ˘ ǫ̃sζǫ̃ζ1˘ǫ̃
ǫ̃ s “ ζ

1˘ǫ̃
2

ǫ̃

1 ˘ ǫ̃

2
.

(A.38)

For integration on the sphere, with the notation as in the discussion after (4.24), we have

1

2πı

ˆ

S2

dζǫ̃ ^ dsζǫ̃
P 2
ǫ̃

“ lim
εÑ0`

´ 1

2πı

ˆ

U
π
2

´ε

ǫ̃

d^ B lnPǫ̃

“ lim
εÑ0`

1

2πı

˛

BU
π
2

´ε

ǫ̃

dζǫ̃
ζ̄ǫ̃

Pǫ̃
“ 1

2πı

ˆ

2π

0

ıe´ǫ̃ıφdφeǫ̃ıφ “ 1. (A.39)

Note that the orientation of curve is decreasing φ if the cap that is excluded involves the north

pole, ǫ̃ “ ´1, but increasing φ if the cap that is excluded involves the south pole, ǫ̃ “ `1.

More generally, for ´j ď m,m1 ď j and m,m1, j integer or half-integer,

1

2πı

ˆ

S2

dζǫ̃ ^ dsζǫ̃ sζj´ǫ̃m1

ǫ̃ ζ
j´ǫ̃m
ǫ̃

P
2j`2

ǫ̃

“ δm,m1

pj ´ ǫ̃mq!pj ` ǫ̃mq!
p2j ` 1q! . (A.40)

Indeed, when going back to spherical coordinates, it follows directly that the result vanishes

unless m “ m1. Furthermore, for j ´ ǫ̃m ą 0,

dζǫ̃ ^ dsζǫ̃ pζǫ̃sζǫ̃qj´ǫ̃m

P
2j`2

ǫ̃

“ ´ 1

2j ` 1
d ^

“
dsζǫ̃

sζ´1

ǫ̃ pζǫ̃sζǫ̃qj´ǫ̃m

P
2j`1

ǫ̃

‰

` j ´ ǫ̃m

2j ` 1

dζǫ̃ ^ dsζǫ̃ pζǫ̃sζǫ̃qj´ǫ̃m´1

P
2j`1

ǫ̃

. (A.41)
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When integrating the first term over the sphere and using Stokes’ theorem as before, we now

get ´ 1

2j`1
limεÑ0` p ε

2
q2j`2ǫ̃m`2 “ 0. When repeating the reasoning for the last term until

j ´ ǫ̃m drops to zero, one ends up with

δm,m1

pj ´ ǫ̃mq!
p2j ` 1qp2jq . . . pj ` ǫ̃m ` 2q

1

2πı

ˆ

S2

dζǫ̃ ^ dsζǫ̃
P
j`ǫ̃m`2

ǫ̃

. (A.42)

The result (A.40) follows because

1

2πı

ˆ

S2

dζǫ̃ ^ dsζǫ̃
P
j`ǫ̃m`2

ǫ̃

“ 1

j ` ǫ̃m` 1
, (A.43)

which in turn is shown by induction: it holds for j ` ǫ̃m “ 0 on account of (A.39), while

1

P
j`ǫ̃m`3

ǫ̃

“ 1

P
j`ǫ̃m`1

ǫ̃

Bζǫ̃
ζǫ̃

1 ` ζǫ̃sζǫ̃
“ Bζǫ̃

ζǫ̃

P
j`ǫ̃m`2

ǫ̃

` pj ` ǫ̃m` 1q ζǫ̃sζǫ̃
P
j`ǫ̃m`3

ǫ̃

. (A.44)

When writing the numerator of the last term as ζǫ̃sζǫ̃ “ 1 ` ζǫ̃sζǫ̃ ´ 1, and moving the last term

to the left hand side, this implies

pj ` ǫ̃m ` 2q 1

P
j`ǫ̃m`3

ǫ̃

“ Bζǫ̃
ζǫ̃

P
j`ǫ̃m`2

ǫ̃

` pj ` ǫ̃m` 1q 1

P
j`ǫ̃m`2

ǫ̃

. (A.45)

Integrating over the sphere, the boundary term again vanishes by using Stokes’ theorem, while

the integral on the right hand side gives 1 by induction, so that the result holds for j ` ǫ̃m` 1.

B Nonzero quaternions

B.1 Invariant vector fields, Maurer-Cartan forms, (co) adjoint represen-

tation

We consider the Lie group of (non-unimodular) nonzero quaternions H˚ represented by (4.54).

Indices A,B, . . . are lowered and raised with δAB, δ
AB. We have

g´1 “ 1

R2

˜
z1 ´z̄2
z2 z̄1

¸
, R2 “ xAxA “ |z1|2 ` |z2|2. (B.1)

Take as a basis for the reductive Lie algebra eA “ p1

2
σ0,´1

2
ıσαq, with structure constants

re0, eαs “ 0, reα, eβs “ ǫ
γ
αβeγ . (B.2)

From

dgg´1 “ 1

R2

˜
dz̄1z1 ` dz̄2z2 dz̄2z̄1 ´ dz̄1z̄2

dz1z2 ´ dz2z1 dz1z̄1 ` dz2z̄2

¸
“ eAR

A
Bdx

B,

g´1dg “ 1

R2

˜
z1dz̄1 ` z̄2dz2 z1dz̄2 ´ z̄2dz1

z2dz̄1 ´ z̄1dz2 z̄1dz1 ` z2dz̄2

¸
“ eAL

A
Bdx

B,

(B.3)
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it follows that

RA
B “ 2

R2

¨
˚̊
˚̋

x0 x1 x2 x3

´x1 x0 ´x3 x2

´x2 x3 x0 ´x1
´x3 ´x2 x1 x0

˛
‹‹‹‚, LAB “ 2

R2

¨
˚̊
˚̋

x0 x1 x2 x3

´x1 x0 x3 ´x2
´x2 ´x3 x0 x1

´x3 x2 ´x1 x0

˛
‹‹‹‚, (B.4)

We have

R B
A “ 1

2

¨
˚̊
˚̋

x0 x1 x2 x3

´x1 x0 ´x3 x2

´x2 x3 x0 ´x1
´x3 ´x2 x1 x0

˛
‹‹‹‚, L B

A “ 1

2

¨
˚̊
˚̋

x0 x1 x2 x3

´x1 x0 x3 ´x2
´x2 ´x3 x0 x1

´x3 x2 ´x1 x0

˛
‹‹‹‚. (B.5)

In particular,

R A
˘ “ 1

2
p´x1 ¯ ıx2, x0 ˘ ıx3,´x3 ˘ ıx0, x2 ¯ ıx1q,

R A
` “ 1

2
pız2, z1, ız1,´z2q, R A

´ “ 1

2
p´ız̄2, z̄1,´ız̄1,´z̄2q,

L A
` “ 1

2
pız2, z̄1, ız̄1, z2q, L A

´ “ 1

2
p´ız̄2, z1,´ız1, z̄2q.

(B.6)

RA
CL

C
B “ 1

R2¨
˚̊
˚̋

R2 0 0 0

0 px0q2 ` px1q2 ´ px2q2 ´ px3q2 2p´x0x3 ` x1x2q 2px0x2 ` x1x3q
0 2px0x3 ` x1x2q px0q2 ´ px1q2 ` px2q2 ´ px3q2 2p´x0x1 ` x2x3q
0 2p´x0x2 ` x1x3q 2px0x1 ` x2x3q px0q2 ´ px1q2 ´ px2q2 ` px3q2

˛
‹‹‹‚

“ 1

R2

¨
˚̊
˚̋

R2 0 0 0

0 1

2
pz2

1
` z̄2

1
´ z2

2
´ z̄2

2
q ı

2
pz2

1
´ z̄2

1
` z2

2
´ z̄2

2
q ´pz1z2 ` z̄1z̄2q

0 ´ ı
2
pz21 ´ z̄21 ´ z22 ` z̄22q 1

2
pz21 ` z̄21 ` z22 ` z̄22q ıpz1z2 ´ z̄1z̄2q

0 z1z̄2 ` z̄1z2 ıpz1z̄2 ´ z̄1z2q z1z̄1 ´ z2z̄2

˛
‹‹‹‚. (B.7)

B.2 Phase space of nonzero quaternions in complex variables

If one uses instead of xA the complex variables z1, z2 and instead of πA “ pπ0, παq, π0, π`, π´, π3,

where π˘ “ π1 ˘ ıπ2, with π0, π3 are real and π´ “ π˚
`, one gets

tπA, π0u “ 0, tπ`, π´u “ ´2ıπ3, tπ˘, π3u “ ˘ıπ˘,

tz1, π0u “ 1

2
z1, tz2, π0u “ 1

2
z2, tz1, π3u “ 1

2
ız1, tz2, π3u “ 1

2
ız2,

tz1, π`u “ 0 “ tz2, π`u, tz1, π´u “ ´ız̄2, tz2, π´u “ ız̄1,

(B.8)
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with other brackets obtained by using complex conjugation and the fact that the Poisson bracket

is real. One may also introduce

ρ˘ “ π0 ˘ ıπ3, ρ´ “ ρ̄`, (B.9)

so that the Poisson brackets with π3, π0 become

tz1, ρ`u “ 0, tz1, ρ´u “ z1, tz2, ρ`u “ 0, tz2, ρ´u “ z2, (B.10)

which implies in particular

tR, ρ`u “ 1

2
R “ tR, ρ´u. (B.11)

Furthermore,

tρ`, ρ´u “ 0, tπ`, π´u “ ρ´ ´ ρ`, tπ˘, ρ`u “ ¯π˘, tπ˘, ρ´u “ ˘π˘. (B.12)

Similarly, if Q˘ “ Q1 ˘ ıQ2,

tQ0, QAu “ 0, tQ`, Q´u “ 2ıQ3, tQ˘, Q3u “ ¯ıQ˘. (B.13)

with Q0, Q3 real and Q´ “ Q̄`,

tz1, Q0u “ 1

2
z1, tz2, Q0u “ 1

2
z2, tz1, Q3u “ 1

2
ız1, tz2, Q3u “ ´1

2
ız2,

tz1, Q`u “ ız2, tz2, Q`u “ 0, tz1, Q´u “ 0, tz2, Q´u “ ız1.

(B.14)

and other brackets obtained by using complex conjugation. In terms of (non-canonical) com-

plex variables

Q0 “ π0, Q3 “ π3

R2
pz1z̄1 ´ z2z̄2q ´ π`

R2
z̄1z̄2 ´ π´

R2
z1z2,

Q` “ 2
π3

R2
z̄1z2 ` π`

R2
z̄21 ´ π´

R2
z22 ,

Q´ “ 2
π3

R2
z1z̄2 ` π´

R2
z2
1

´ π`
R2
z̄2
2
.

(B.15)

If one introduces

P˘ “ Q0 ˘ ıQ3, P´ “ P̄`, (B.16)

the Poisson brackets with Q3, Q0 become

tz1, P`u “ 0, tz1, P´u “ z1, tz2, P`u “ z2, tz2, P´u “ 0. (B.17)

and

tP`, P´u “ 0, tQ`, Q´u “ P` ` P´, tQ˘, P`u “ ˘Q˘, tQ˘, P´u “ ¯Q˘. (B.18)
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B.3 SUp2q model space from quaternions. Direct gauge fixing

In the direct gauge fixing, the model space corresponds to imposing the 4 second class con-

straints

χA “ pR ´ 1,
π0

R
,
π`
R
,
π´
R

q, CAB ” tχA, χBu «

¨
˚̊
˚̋

0 1

2
0 0

´1

2
0 0 0

0 0 0 ´2ıπ3
R2

0 0 2ıπ3
R2 0

˛
‹‹‹‚. (B.19)

on the theory described by the geometric action for T ˚H˚. One remains with the coordinates

z1, z2 constrained by |z1|2 ` |z2|2 “ 1 and π3. In particular, the 4 observables, defined on the

constraint surface by

π3, q` “ 2π3z̄1z2, q´ “ 2π3z1z̄2, q3 “ π3pz1z̄1 ´ z2z̄2q, (B.20)

and related on the constraint surface by

q`q´ ` q2
3

“ π2

3
. (B.21)

In the following we assume that the second class constraints are imposed strongly. Since

the Dirac brackets of first class functions agree with their Poisson brackets functions on the

constraint surface, it follows from (4.58) and (B.13) that

tπ3, q3u˚ “ 0 “ tπ3, q˘u˚
, tq`, q´u˚ “ 2ıq3, tq˘, q3u˚ “ ¯ıq˘. (B.22)

In order to compute the Dirac brackets explicitly, we need

C´1AB «

¨
˚̊
˚̋

0 ´2 0 0

2 0 0 0

0 0 0 R2

2ıπ3

0 0 R2

´2ıπ3
0

˛
‹‹‹‚. (B.23)

It follows, by construction, that

tπ0, ¨u˚ “ 0 “ tπ˘, ¨u˚ “ tR, ¨u˚
, (B.24)

and also that

tπA, π3u˚ “ 0. (B.25)

The remaining Dirac brackets are

txA, xBu˚ “ 1

2ıπ3
pR A

` R B
´ ´ R B

` R A
´ q,

txA, π3u
˚ “ R A

3 ` R A
`

π´
2π3

` R A
´

π`
2π3

« R A
3 .

(B.26)
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or, equivalently,

tz1, π3u˚ “ 1

2
ız1, tz2, π3u˚ “ 1

2
ız2, tz1, z̄1u˚ “ ı

4π3
z2z̄2, tz2, z̄2u˚ “ ı

4π3
z1z̄1,

tz1, z2u˚ “ 0 “ tz̄1, z̄2u˚
, tz̄1, z2u˚ “ ı

4π3
z2z̄1, tz1, z̄2u˚ “ ´ ı

4π3
z1z̄2,

(B.27)

which implies

tz1, q`u˚ “ ız2, tz1, q´u˚ “ 0, tz1, q3u˚ “ 1

2
ız1,

tz2, q`u˚ “ 0, tz2, q´u˚ “ ız1, tz2, q3u˚ “ ´1

2
ız2.

(B.28)

C SUp2q coherent states

Un-normalized SUp2q coherent states may be defined as

|sζǫ̃y “ e
sζǫ̃J´ǫ̃|j, ǫ̃jy “

´ǫ̃jÿ

m“ǫ̃j

sζj´ǫ̃m
ǫ̃

pj ´ ǫ̃mq!J
j´ǫ̃m

´ǫ̃ |j, ǫ̃jy. (C.1)

When taking into account that

|jmy “
” pj ` ǫ̃mq!

p2jq!pj ´ ǫ̃mq!
ı 1

2

J
j´ǫ̃m

´ǫ̃ |j, ǫ̃jy, (C.2)

it follows that

xjm, sζǫ̃y “
” p2jq!

pj ` ǫ̃mq!pj ´ ǫ̃mq!
ı 1

2 sζj´ǫ̃m
ǫ̃ . (C.3)

Furthermore,

xηǫ̃, sζǫ̃y “ p1 ` ηǫ̃sζǫ̃q2j “ eK
j
ǫ̃ pηǫ̃,sζǫ̃q, (C.4)

when using (5.19).

D General linear group

In this appendix, we work out left and right invariant Maurer-Cartan forms and vector fields

for GLp2,Cq in order to relate to the generalized Jordan map discussed in section 5.5 of [38].

D.1 GLp2,Rq

For GLp2,Rq parametrized as

g “
˜
g11 g12
g2

1
g2

2

¸
“ gij∆

j
i , p∆ j

i qkl “ δki δ
j
l , (D.1)
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if the Lie algebra basis eα is taken as the four matrices ∆
j
i , the structure constants are deter-

mined by

r∆ j
i ,∆

l
k s “ δ

j
k∆

l
i ´ δli∆

j
k . (D.2)

The dual basis eα˚ becomes ∆k
l, with x∆k

l,∆
j
i y “ δki δ

j
l . One may take ∆k

l as the 2ˆ 2 matrix

p∆k
lqmn “ δknδ

m
l with x∆k

l,∆
j
i y “ Tr

`
∆k

l∆
j
i

˘
.

Right invariant Maurer-Cartan forms are

dgg´1 “ 1

det g

˜
ǫijdg1ig

2
j ´ǫijdg1ig1j

ǫijdg2ig
2
j ´ǫijdg2ig1j

¸
ðñ Rα

β “
˜

pg´1qT 0

0 pg´1qT

¸
, (D.3)

or equivalently,

Rk
l “ ´ 1

det g
ǫijdgkig

m
jǫml “ 1

det g
pdgklgmm ´ dgkmg

m
lq

ðñ R
k j
li “ ´ 1

det g
δki ǫ

jnǫmlg
m
n “ 1

det g
δki pgmmδjl ´ g

j
lq, (D.4)

while the left invariant ones are given by

g´1dg “ 1

det g

˜
´ǫijgi2dgj1 ´ǫijgi2dgj2
ǫijg

i
1
dg

j
1

ǫijg
i
1
dg

j
2

¸

ðñ Lαβ “ 1

det g

¨
˚̊
˚̋

g2
2

0 ´g1
2

0

0 g2
2

0 ´g1
2

´g2
1

0 g1
1

0

0 ´g2
1

0 g1
1

˛
‹‹‹‚, (D.5)

or equivalently,

Lkl “ ´ 1

det g
ǫijǫ

kmgimdg
j
l “ 1

det g
pgmmdgkl ´ gkmdg

m
lq

ðñ L
k j
li “ ´ 1

det g
δ
j
l ǫniǫ

kmgnm “ 1

det g
δ
j
l pgmmδki ´ gkiq. (D.6)

The associated right and left invariant vector fields are

R β
α “

˜
g 0

0 g

¸
ðñ R

j
i “ g

j
l

B
Bgil

ðñ R
jk
i l “ δki g

j
l, (D.7)

L β
α “

¨
˚̊
˚̋

g11 0 g21 0

0 g1
1

0 g2
1

g1
2

0 g2
2

0

0 g12 0 g22

˛
‹‹‹‚ ðñ L

j
i “ gki

B
Bgkj

ðñ L
jk
i l “ gkiδ

j
l . (D.8)

In Darboux coordinates, the potential one-form of the geometric action for T ˚GLp2,Rq is

a “ p
j
i dg

i
j , while in pgij , π l

k q coordinates, a “ π
j
i R

i
j with associated Poisson brackets

tπ j
i , π

l
k u “ δ

j
kπ

l
i ´ δliπ

j
k , tgkl, π j

i u “ δki g
j
l , tgij , gklu “ 0. (D.9)
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D.2 GLp2,Cq

For GLp2,Cq parametrized as in (D.1) but with complex gij , the basis eα of the real Lie algebra

is chosen as ∆
j
i , pı∆ j

i q. If ~v “ vij∆
j
i P glp2,Cq, covectors are ~w˚ “ sw l

k ∆
k
l P pglp2,Cqq˚

with

x~w˚, ~vy “ 1

2
Trp~w˚~v ` c.c.q “ Repw j

i qRepvij q ` Impw j
i q Impvij q, (D.10)

where c.c. denotes complex conjugation. It follows that in complex coordinates, the associated

Poisson brackets are

tπ j
i , π

l
k u “ 2δ

j
kπ

l
i ´ 2δliπ

j
k , tπ j

i , sπ l
k u “ 0, (D.11)

and

tgij , sπ l
k u “ 2δikg

l
j , tsgij , π l

k u “ 2δiksglj . (D.12)

In Darboux coordinates, the potential one form of the geometric action for T ˚GLp2,Cq is

a “ 1

2
sp ji dgij ` c.c., with non-vanishing Poisson brackets

tgij , sp l
k u “ 2δikδ

l
j “ tsgijp l

k u (D.13)

D.3 From T ˚GLp2,Cq to oscillator representation of GLp2,Cq

Consider the second class constraints χ
j
i , sχ j

i where

χ
j
i “ 1

2
pp ji ´ ı~g

j
iq, tχ j

i , sχ l
k u “ ´ı~δliδjk. (D.14)

The associated non-vanishing Dirac brackets are given by

tgij ,sgklu
˚ “ ´ 1

ı~
δilδ

k
j . (D.15)

This allows one to change notations and identify the complex variables gij with standard os-

cillator variables, gij “ a˚i
j , with non-vanishing brackets

taij, a˚k
lu

˚ “ 1

ı~
δilδ

k
j . (D.16)

Defining

A
j
i “ a˚m

ia
j
m, B

j
i “ a˚j

na
n
i “ A

˚ j
i , (D.17)

it follows that

tA j
i , A

l
k u˚ “ 1

ı~
pδkjA l

i ´δliA j
k q, tB j

i , B
l
k u˚ “ 1

ı~
pδliB j

k ´δkjB l
i q, tA j

i , B
l
k u˚ “ 0. (D.18)

Upon quantization, one recovers the basic operators underlying the generalized Jordan map

discussed in Section 5.5 of [38] and used in Sections 5.6 and 5.7 to determine the Wigner

coefficients (see also [53–55] for a connection to twistors.)



54 G. BARNICH, T. SMOES

D.4 T ˚GLp2,Cq as a parent theory

When using the polar decomposition, one may write g P GLp2,Cq as

g “ e´ıΦ
2 Û

?
rP̂ , (D.19)

with Û P SUp2q and P̂ a positive definite hermitian matrix with unit determinant. When

using this decomposition, it is convenient to use as a Lie algebra basis instead of ∆
j
i the

ea, a “ 0, . . . 3, given by

´ ı

2
σ0, ´ ı

2
σα, (D.20)

with associated πa’s. One may then reach T ˚SLp2,Cq by imposing the second class constraints

Φ “ 0, ln r “ 0, sπ0 “ 0, π0 “ 0. (D.21)

Note that Φ “ 0 “ r ´ 1 is equivalent to det g “ 1 “ det sg, while sπ0 “ ´ ı
2
psπ 1

1 ` sπ 2
2 q.

In order to reach T ˚H˚ from T ˚GLp2,Cq, one needs to impose the second class constraints,

g1
1

“ sg2
2
, g1

2
“ ´sg2

1
, p 1

1
“ sp 2

2
, p 2

1
“ ´sp 1

2
, (D.22)

together with their complex conjugates.

As before, instead of imposing second class constraints, one may also drop half of these

constraints and only impose the first class constraints linear in the momenta.
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