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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 7. Before turning to
the non-compact infinite-dimensional groups relevant in the gravitational setting, we
work out all details in the simplest case of SU(2). 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 [, 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
vields a Hilbert space that carries all unitary irreducible representations of G 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 [!5] 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 [ 8], 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 7*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 7% 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 SU(2), where all results are perfectly well-known. We
start by reviewing the coadjoint orbits, which correspond to the foliation of R? by two-spheres
together with the associated Hopf fibration of SU(2), 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 SU(2) 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 7*SU(2) (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 7*SU(2), 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 SU(2) needed in the different applications. Appendix B is
devoted to quaternions, while two more appendices, one on SU(2) coherent states and one
on the left and right invariant Maurer-Cartan forms and vector fields for GL(2, C) 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 [!8].

Let ¢* be (arbitrary) local coordinates on a Lie group G and e,, & = 1,...,n be a basis
of its Lie algebra g, with [e,, e5] = f”aﬁ e,. The generators of right/left translations are the
left/right invariant vector fields

- 0 S 0
L,=L)— R, =R.)'—, 2.1
g ! oy @
which satisfy
[Ea, Eﬁ] = fﬁfaﬁ E’Y? [éav ﬁﬁ] = _ffyaﬁ ﬁ“ﬂ [EOH éﬁ] = 0. (2.2)
The left/right invariant Maurer-Cartan forms L = g~ 'dg/R = dgg~' are given by
L =e,L* = Lidg" = e L%dg" | R=e,R* = Ridg" = e,R*dg", (2.3)
where
L,/L% =6 = R,R*, L,/L°, =06} =R,/R’, (2.4)
and ] ]
dL® = -5 [, L°LY, dR* = 5 f%, R°RY, (2.5)

or equivalently, dL + 3[L, L] = 0,dR— 3[R, R] = 0. In these terms, the adjoint and coadjoint
actions are given by
Adgeq = egRL), Adle] = ¢¢L7 R/ (2.6)

If there is a Lie algebra metric g, invariant under the coadjoint representation, the associ-
ated bi-invariant metric on the Lie group is

9i; = 9apR*R’; = gap L, L. 2.7)
It follows from the last of (2.2) that

Ly R®=0=_Ls L (2.8)
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so that left and right invariant vector fields are Killing vectors,

Furthermore, the Christoffel symbols are given by
1 i fa 5 DY a A 3 1 i fa B 1y a A i
iRa B’YR jR kT R jOkRa = _§La 6’\/L jL kT L jOkLa ) (2.10)

while the scalar Laplacian is given by

Acf = g7Dio;f = |g|720:1912970,f) = ¢°°LaLsf = g*° RaRyf. (2.11)

i
[y =

2.2 Geometric actions

Let g(t) denote maps from R to G, or in other words, consider a particle that moves on GG. For
a fixed nonzero covector, 0 # Y € g*, let Hy be its little group,

Hy s h, ALY =Y. (2.12)

and consider left translations by elements h~! € Hy, and also right translations by elements
ked,
g(t) = W (t)g(t), g(t) — g(t)k(t), (2.13)

with associated infinitesimal transformations

b9 =~ (DR, elt) e by c g, Oxg = XL, X(eg. (214

« )

We consider here geometric actions of the type
SO [g'sYa] = / dt[(Y. g9~ - V] = / dt [YoR*9' = V], (2.15)

where V(g') is required to be gauge invariant, so that the geometric action is suitably gauge
invariant,

d
6V = 0= .99 = / dt E<Y, €). (2.16)

Accordingly, the geometric action is associated with the set of right cosets Hy \G, rather than
with G itself, and the little group Hy is the gauge group of the model'. In turn, Hy\G is
isomorphic to the coadjoint orbit Oy containing Y.

Note that, under finite gauge transformations ¢’ = hg with h € Hy, the right invariant
Maurer-Cartan form and the one form a, = (Y, dgg~") transform as

dg'g’™"' = hdgg 'h"' +dhh7', ay = a, +{Y,dhh™"), (2.17)

! At 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 o, = da, = (Y, dgg™" A dgg™") is invariant
Oy = 0g, (2.18)

because d(dhh™') = [dhh™*,dhh~"] and dhh~! belongs to the little algebra by. Accord-
ingly, if 7 is a closed loop on G, the gauge invariant functional” related to the (kinetic term of
the) geometric action is a Wilson loop [25]

W, = Pexp 95 ag, (2.19)
i

which may be expressed in terms of the two form by using the non-abelian Stokes’ theo-
rem [26, 27]

W, = Pexp/ gy, 0¥ =7. (2.20)
b

Under the infinitesimal transformations ¢ y associated to right translations, the kinetic term
transforms as

6x{Y, 997" = Qx, Qx ={Y,Ad;X) =Y,R*L;X". (2.21)

We furthermore require here that the time dependence of X (¢) may be determined through the
equation

Qi —0xV =0. (2.22)
It then follows that the geometric action is invariant under the associated infinitesimal global
symmetries, 0 xS = 0 with associated Noether charges given by Q x.

For instance, if V' = )7 for some fixed Z € g, it is indeed gauge invariant. The corre-
sponding geometric action, on which we concentrate below, is denoted by

SO (g"Y,, Z°] = / dt{Y,gg™" — Ad,Z) = / dt [YoaR*§' — YoR L, ZP] | (2.23)

In this case, the time-dependence of X may be fixed through X = [X, Z]. Equivalently, if
Qo = YﬁRB .L," denote generators for the Noether charges at ¢ = 0,

Qa(t) = Qu + Q1,5 2" (2.24)

Similarly, for the associated finite transformations by right translations, the geometric action
is invariant provided the time-dependence is suitably fixed,

g(t) = gOk(t), kk = AdZ — 2, SO[gh;Y. 2] = S [g:Y,Z).  (2.25)

2See [24] in a closely related context with a U (1) 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’ ~ YV <= Y = Ad;lY, 7' ~
7 <= 7' =Ad,,Z;andlet Y=, Zs denote a set of orbit representatives for these partitions,

g ~ | JAdEY®, g~ | JAdeZs. (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,

Sg: Y, 2] = Sg: Y, Z], 4 (t) =g 9(t)ga. (2.27)

It follows that it is enough to study the actions S9v=[g; Y=, Z] 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 (g*, p;) with
canonical Poisson brackets

{g'.p;} =0 {g'.¢'} = 0={pi,p;}, (2.28)
or, in terms of non-Darboux coordinates (¢°, 7,),
Ta = R,ip; (2.29)
for which the fundamental Poisson brackets contain the Kirillov-Kostant-Souriau brackets,

{Ta, s} = [Topmy, {g'ma} =R, {49’} =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, p, = Y,R®,, expressed in the new

1°

variables,

S (g", 7o, u? Y., Z2°] = /dt [TaR%§" — maR% Ly ZP —u®ol], ¢k = 7o — Yo | (2.31)

The Noether charges are described through®.

Qx = WBRBzLaiXa> {Qx,,Qx,} = —Q[x1,x5]- (2.32)

They generate the symmetries in the Poisson bracket,

5xg' = (6", Qx} = L/X" dxma = {m, Qx} = 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 Xy =
—{f,-}, with [ Xy, X;] = —X{;4, those associated to the Noether charges (), and to the 7,

are A

Xo. = Lo, Xun, = Ro+ [ m—.
Qa o Ta a fﬁa 757'(5

(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 {Qx, ¢ } = 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
Cop = Yl,f'yaﬁ. (2.35)

Its eigenvectors with eigenvalue zero correspond to the little algebra by 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

« « a A
e, eys”t, ey, e, (2.36)

where e,* is a basis of by and e, a basis of the supplementary space such that

b B A A
e, € =0y, eyte”,=0p, e, ¢+ e, e’y =075 (2.37)

a

When using these matrices to convert indices in the usual way, it follows that
fCr =0, Cu=0=Cu, Cap=Y.fps +YefC, s invertible. (2.38)
The first and second class constraints are then, respectively,

¢y =0, ¢4 =0, (2.39)

a

while the Dirac brackets are
{09} = Ry/CTYPRY  {g' ma}” = R, {ma,m}" = fome ~ 0, {ma,-}" =0, (240)
where ~ () means here “vanishing on the first class constraint surface”, and

{or, 0L} = fudy. (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

A

7 4, and the associated Lagrange multipliers v are auxiliary fields whose equations of motion,

ut = R4+ RYLSZP,  wa =Yy, (2.42)
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may be solved in the action (2.31). In this reduced description, the geometric action becomes

S ' Yo, 2°) = [ dt [+ VaRA G
— maRY LG Z° — YARY LS ZP — u®9)], (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,

. 1 ) .
a¥ =Y,R%dg', o =da" = iCABRAZRBjdg’ A dg’, (2.44)

i
« agi D)
tential one-form associated to (2.43) gives rise to a symplectic two-form,

with null vectors of the associated 2-form given by R, whereas by construction, the po-

. . 1 . . .
af = m,R%dg’ + Y R dg', off = da® = §CABRAiRBjdg’ Adg’ — RV dg' A dmy, (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 ¢}, one gets an action associated to T*G,

ST Cg, 1 Z] = / dt [T R*,§" — ma R Ls' Z7]|, (2.46)

with equations of motion
g =1{9"Qz} = L'Z", 0 ={m,Qz} = 0. (247)

It follows that, besides the () x, the 7, are also constants of the motion. The associated global
symmetries correspond to invariance of the action under global left translations, ¢ = hg,
7/ = hrh™!, with m = 7,e2 and h constant.

Studying Hamiltonian reductions on the level sets of 7, amounts to performing the previ-
ous analysis in reverse. The associated potential one-form gives rise to a symplectic two-form,

a=T7,R%dg", o =da= §7Taf°‘5,y RﬁiRvjdg’ A dg’ — RP.dg' A dmg, (2.48)

whose inverse matrix determines the Poisson brackets (2.30).

On T*@, consider the kinetic term alone,

/ dt pig' = / dt TR = / dt o L4 (2.49)
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where 1, = L,'p;. Its global symmetries include both right and left translations: in Darboux
coordinates (g, p;), they act as

0ug’ = L', 0api = —prliLy", 059" = Ry', 05pi = —pudiR,", (2.50)
with associated Noether charges
Qi =nily', Qd =piR,, 2.51)
while in the (¢°, 74)/(g", ¥ ) parametrizations of phase space, they act as
Skmg =0, 6fmg = — [ 5my [ Skbs = [ 50, 651bs = 0, (2.52)

with associated Noether charges
QL =msR L, QF =70, / QL = va, QF =R’ L, (2.53)

In the case where there is an invariant metric g,3 on the Lie algebra (giving rise to a bi-
invariant metric g;; on the group), the Hamiltonian

1 .. 1 1

H = 59"pip; = 59" mams = 59" batls, (2.54)

preserves all these symmetries. When eliminating the momenta by their own equations of
motion from
ST*Clg; 1 H] = / dt [mo R — H], (2.55)

one finds the action that gives rise to geodesic motion on G,
1 'Z’ . ‘]
Slgl =5 [ dtgug'd’- (2.56)

Less symmetric choices are also interesting in the context of integrable systems. When
there is a metric g,,5 on the Lie algebra that is not necessarily invariant under the coadjoint
representation, it may be extended to a right invariant metric g;; = g;BRO‘iRﬁ ; 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= have been identified and
that the rank of Hy= is constant over some range of =. The proposal is that the associated
model space MGz is obtained from 7*G and the constraints ¢ = m, — Y=, that is to say
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from S©v= in (2.31), by dropping the first class constraints and keeping the second class ones.
More explicitly,

SMEg oy u YE, 2] = / dt [roR%g' = ma R Ly 20 —ul(ma = YE).| - @25T)

A reduced description, in this case without any constraints, is again achieved by solving the
second class constraints in the action, which yields

SOy 7 VE, 2°] = / dt [maRg' + YERYG' —ma R Ly 2° — YERYL, Z7]. (2.58)

This description may also be directly obtained from the starting point description of the ge-
ometric action for Oy= in (2.23) by replacing the components along the little algebra of the
fixed coadjoint vector Y= by new dynamical variables, Y, — 7,. 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 7 itself as a constrained system of
a suitable “embedding” phase space E'1T*(, 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 SU(2) below: as a manifold SU(2) corresponds to a three-sphere
S3, which is best understood as a submanifold of the embedding space R*. 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 7, = 0 may be turned into second class ones through gauge fixing con-
ditions x;, = 0, which should be reachable, and fix the gauge completely: {7,, x5} 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 7 is described as first or second class constrained system of
ET*G,

* the model space M G is described as first or a second class constrained system of E7*G
or T*G,

e individual coadjoint orbits Ad},Y'= are described as first or second class constrained
systems of KT*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-BFYV 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 z“, with first class constraints
v.(z) = 0, which close with structure constants in the case of interest to us here, {7,, 7V} =
£V 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 n?, Py, n** = n®, P¥ = —P,. One may also add a non-minimal sector consisting
of the Lagrange multipliers and their momenta u“, b,, where the latter are constrained to vanish,
b, = 0. Associated ghost variables are C,, p°, C* = C,, p*® = —p. The additional non-
vanishing brackets in the extended phase space are

{Parn’} = =00 = {ba, u"} = {Ci, 0"} 3.1)
The classical BRST charge is

1
Q = Vana + §Pafabc77b770 - 'Lbapa- (32)

It satisfies {2, Q} = 0 and is real Q* = ) when using the convention that (AB)* = 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
Ke = iCoX" — P A" + %@mabbb, (3.3)

with x* = x%(z) canonical gauge conditions, & a parameter, and m® invertible with inverse
denoted by my;, so that

- Y a a ]' a a c . a
{K§7 Q} = ZCa{X 77b}nb - X ba - igbam bbb +u (7a - befcn ) + Zpap . (34)

Let a = a4(z)dz" denote the sympletic potential giving rise to the Poisson brackets and
H the BRST invariant Hamiltonian /. The BFV action is given by

SBFV _ /dt [aa3 + 07Py + Ay + Cop® — H — {K¢, Q] 3.5)
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When ¢ # 0, the elimination of the auxiliary fields b,, P,, p* 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,
{A,Q} = 0, where two such functions are identified if they differ by a BRST exact function,
A~ A+ {T,Q}, 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 o = %O’A pdz? A dzP. The
action appears as exp (%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
Yin M,

/ o =2whn, nel”. 3.6)
)

For (locally defined) potential one-form a = asdz*, o = da,let X; = {-, f} = 04B0pfia
denote the Hamiltonian vector field associated to f. The Poisson algebra of functions may be
represented through the commutator algebra of prequantum operators,

f= —h Xy + f —ix,a=—h{- f} + f — as{z?, f},
[f.3] = hiF. g}

In the case of Darboux coordinates with a = p;dq’ and functions that are linear and homoge-

3.7

neous in the momenta, f = p;f*(q), the last two terms cancel and the prequantum operator is
proportional to the Hamiltonian vector field.

On the associated prequantum line bundle with U(1) gauge covariant derivative, the pre-
quantum operators act as

fio = (mhDx, + ), D=d—%u (3.8)

with a U(1) gauge transformation parametrized by an arbitrary function A acting as,
d=a+d\ Y =ei™p, DY =ei*Di. (3.9)

A polarization P consists of an integrable Lagrangian subbundle of the complexified tan-
gent bundle T'M€. A section %) is polarized with respect to P if Dx1 = 0 forall X € P. A
prequantum operator is quantizable if f preserves the polarization defined by P, which is the
case if [X, X ;] belongs to P for all X € P.
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3.3 Ordering, half-form correction and bi-invariant metric

The quantization of 7% G should be such that the classical real observables
71-04 = Raip’h Qa = Laipi7 (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 7, (), which are linear in
the 7’s reduces to the first term determined by the Hamiltonian vector fields given in (2.34),

~

Qo = —thLy, 7o = —1h(R, + fvﬁama—ﬂﬁ). (3.11)
When the Hilbert space consists of scalar densities on G of weight 1/2,
T,/ ( ) agi 1z n . f% T
Vo) - 1551 ). (@) = [ 298 (o)), (.12
dg" G
the associated operators are represented by
- L1 . A - - 1 .
TaV(g) = —th[ Ry + iaiRaZ]\I/(g), Q.V(g9) = —h[ L, + 58¢La’]\lf(g). (3.13)
and are hermitian,
=T QL =Qa. (3.14)

Furthermore, if there is a bi-invariant metric on the group, let g = det g;;. One may then
replace scalar densities by scalar fields

- 1 .
Vol v) - v, @0 - [ delgleroue.  G1s)
G
In this case, the hermitian operators simplify to

. = 1 1 1 .
7o ¥(g) = —h[Rq + §|g| 20;(|g]2R,)]¥(g) = —1hR,Y(g), 16
(3.16)
A - 1 1 1 . =
QaV(g) = —1h[Ly + §|g|’50i(|g|§La’)]‘1’(g) = —1hL,Y(g),

because
aillgl? Ry) = 0 = ,(J8l* L), (3.17)
when using that left and right invariant vector fields commute. Alternatively, if D; denotes the

Christoffel connection associated with g;;, this may also be seen from L¢g;; = D;&; + D;&;,
g2 0i(|g|2¢!) = Digi 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 x4(¢,p) = 0 in terms of independent coordinates y* and quantizes
the associated Dirac brackets {3°, 4’}" 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 GG-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 2, n®, P, in a Hilbert
space with an inner product that is not positive definite in such a way [Q, Q] = 0,and OF = Q.
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

1
a= aAdzA, oc=da= §O'AFdZAdZF, (3.18)

with associated first order action

ty
Sy = / dt [apnz™ — H]. (3.19)
t;
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The Liouville measure to be used in the Hamiltonian path integral in non-Darboux coordinates

>z 2n 1 Ay Ag
H 1/ det UAFW, A"z = —€n, A, A2 L d2T (3.20)
t

(2n)!

For instance, in the case of 7*G in non-Darboux coordinates z2

= (¢', 7a), explicit ex-
pressions are given in (2.48),

5 pp po _pb
m:<ﬂ oRRY, Rz), Jdotonr = | det ™| (321)

If the Lie algebra basis is taken as e; = %| gk—0> With g* = 0 corresponding to the identity
element in the group, Rj,- (g" = 0) = 5{ , so that det R’ , > 0 by continuity. It follows that
det R, > 0 if e, is a Lie algebra basis with the same orientation than e;.

The phase space dependent measure factor v/det cor may be exponentiated into the path
integral action to yield

ty
W = / dt[an® — H — QE(S(O) Trinoar], (3.22)
t; ?

Consider

?Is

d2n
(FY={z,,TFz) = / H e (3.23)
When using the Schwinger-Dyson equations in the form

0 = o) + 1T 1) (.24

and the closure of the symplectic form, 0, 0a,a,] = 0, the singular terms proportional to §(0)
cancel out. In summary, in path integral computations, one may use the Hamiltonian equations

of motion R
T TA OH

zZ =0 &ZA’

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

(3.25)

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

A

of the equations of motion in (3.25) are at most linear in 2=, one may expect the result to be

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

4 Application to SU(2): Classical theory

Our notations and conventions for SU(2) 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 SU(2) are isomorphic to the vector representa-
tion of SO(3). Indeed, when using that g~! = ¢, it follows that the matrix of the adjoint
representation can be written as

- 1
R =R Lg" = ETr(UO‘gaggT), 4.1)

which coincides with the standard 2 to 1 homomorphism of SU(2) into SO(3).

For fixed (co) vector Y, € su*)(2), the subgroup of rotations that leave this vector invariant
is given by R(f/, 1). The (co) adjoint orbits are spheres 5% of radius Y = /Y, Y* > 0. On
the level of SU(2), the little group Hy corresponds to the subgroup of matrices of the form

h—e w0 <y <dn, (4.2)

and is isomorphic to U(1).

Representatives for the (co) adjoint orbits may be chosen along the z-axis,
YY =€YSE, 7y =763, 4.3)

where € = +1 is introduced for later convenience and keeps track of whether the coadjoint
representative is chosen along the positive or negative z-axis.

su(2) = R* = | JRso@ VY. (4.4)
Y

In this case, the little group H.y is explicitly described by

T 0
h=< ,,,), 0 <y <A4m. 4.5)

0 eZE bl

The set of right cosets, H.y\SU(2) ~ S2, is directly related to the Hopf fibration. For
completeness, explicit expressions for the relation between SU(2) and SO(3) in exponential
parametrization are provided in Appendix A.2.

4.2 Adapted Euler angles and Borel gauge

In order to explicitly describe H.y\SU(2), it is useful to choose the following parametrization
of SU(2) in terms of Euler angles,

¢ 6 ® CcoS Qe_’w§¢ —sin Qe_’w?
— Y03 _—2109 _—%a03 2 2
g=e 27%e 27%e 27° = v—g Yt ) (4.6)
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with 0 < Y < 47, 0 < ¢ < 27, 0 < € < 7. 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 A~¢(¢) may be used to reach
the Borel gauge,

NS e

0 _—1
0 ) COS ;€
_ _ —35102 — 5103 __ 2
’l/) - 07 gp =¢ 2 e 2 - 06—
Sin ;e

0 02
— S je2
2
oy ) . 4.7)
5 cos 3¢

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 Cup = €Yeup, with A, B, --- = 1,2, €4, B completely skew-symmetric
and €15 = ¢! = 1, so that (Cil)AB = L¢P For convenience, let us define
q=—€Y. (4.8)

The second class constraints are thus m; = 0 = w9, while the first class constraint is v =
73 + q = 0, which generates arbitrary shifts in ).

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, x = v which is reachable. It
also follows from (A.15) that {x, v} = R;' = 1, so that the gauge is fixed completely.

The non-vanishing Dirac brackets are given by

1
R} = — . 4.9
B g sin 6 (4.9)

AB

{0,0}" = Ry*(C7)

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

SN0, ¢;Y, Z] = — /dtq[cos@% — cosOZ]| (4.10)

Local Darboux coordinates are obtained by introducing ;4 = cosf, 1 > 4 > —1. The associ-
ated symplectic potential 1-form and 2-forms are

1
a=—qudp, o=da=—qdundp=qsinddd ndo, {u,¢}" =-. 4.11)
q
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Whereas o = da locally when 0 < @ < T, this cannot be true globally on 5% with a smooth
a. Indeed, if it were, one would have fSQ o= | a2 @ = 0, but instead

/2 o = 4mnq. 4.12)
s

4.4 Coadjoints orbits: Global description and Gribov obstruction

A standard way to get a globally well-defined description® is to consider two overlapping
coordinate neighborhoods of 52, the first one containing the north pole U? : {0 < 0 < 5+ 0}
with 0 < § < % and the second one containing the south pole, U° : {3 — ¢ < § < w}. The
associated potentials in the respective patches are given by

a, = q[l —cosfldp, a_ = q[—1— cosf]dp, (4.13)
while their difference on the overlap U _ = U nU? : 2 =5 < < Z +4is

ay —a_ =d®, P =2q¢p. (4.14)

If ST, S, E denote the upper hemisphere, lower hemisphere and the equator, respectively,
/ o= / da +/ da_ = yg(cu —a_) = 4mgq, (4.15)
52 S+ S- E

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

as it should.

Rodrigues parametrization of SU(2) (see e.g. [38] section 2.5) that consists in describing
SU(2) ~ 53 in terms of coordinates on R* by using four real variables or two complex vari-
ables,

b
a=a+10% b=1(a' +10?), g= ( ab ) = a0y + a(—0p). (4.16)
-b a

with parameters constrained to lie on the unit sphere,
(@) + (@)’ + (0®)° + (0®)* = asat =1 = |a* + |b. 4.17)

In terms of adapted Euler-angles

0 .. 0 ,u-
(a,b) = (cos 56’@,—sin 56’%). (4.18)

.. . . [ . [
In the overlap U° _, the gauge condition 1) = 0 intersects each orbit once: (cos geZE , —sin ge’zﬁ)

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

“This 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 R? to 52.
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JLxo

US. For U, at§ = 0, (a,b) = (e""2 ,0), which are all in the same orbit. The condition
1 = 0 gives (elg, 0) and does not fix a single element of this orbit but leaves an S! worth of
group elements that belong to the same orbit®. The only gauge choice that fixes a single group
element, (a,b) = (1,0)is x; = 1 +¢ = 0. In the other neighborhood, U?, a similar reasoning
shows that the appropriate gauge choice is y_ = ¢ — ¢.

For later use, instead of spherical coordinates, one may also consider the complex coordi-
nates on U_ = U2 provided by stereographic projection from the north pole on the complex
plane through the origin, and on U, = U} those provided by the complex conjugate of the
stereographic projection from the south pole on the complex plane through the origin,

T+ 1wy

, 0
C—Zize(bwt? Gy =

T — 1y
1+z2

= tang, (4 =1 on U,_. (4.19
In these terms, if € = +1, the metric of the unit sphere 5 is
ds® = df? + sin® 0d¢* = 4P2dC:dl;, P- = (1+ (). (4.20)
If the Kéhler potential is defined by
K? =2qln P;, (4.21)
L

) = —d(

€

q Y A T
KO+ 0K = dGKD 20D,

The associated Dirac brackets are given by

T
{G, ¢} = 20" (4.23)
q
For integration on the sphere in these coordinates, note that
1 ng VAN dé_-g
— — =1 4.24
2m /52 P? ’ (4:24)

which can be explicitly checked in this context by (i) integrating over Uf %, that is to say S2
minus a small cap D: surrounding the point at infinity, which is not covered in the coordinate
neighborhood U, (ii) using that the integrand may be written as —d A (?ln(l + ngg) and
applying Stokes’ theorem, (iii) using that (; = ge*’&z’ on the boundary, see (A.39) for more
details.

31t 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

1+é _1Fé
2

Q+ = q/1— ,Uzeﬁqb = 2qP5_1Cg 2 5 ;o Qs =—qu= _ngg_l(l - CEEE)» (4.25)

with

- T10 _ —
_{in }* = ?’Lm&"’_wau + Lé(ﬁ = ilg[ggligaﬁ + C€1+Ea§e]’

1= p? (4.26)
—{Qs,}" = 0y = —1€[Ce0c. — Ce0r.],
where we have used (A.38).

In this case,
Q= 06"QuQs = ¢ =Y, (4.27)

and, if £, = —1{Q., -}*, the Casimir is minus the Laplacian on the sphere,

o 1
£2 =0 6£a£ﬁ = —Agz = —[(1 - ,u2>(3u2 — 2#(’/)# + 1_7/}0;]

1
983)] — —P20.,0z.. (4.28)

= —[0F + cot 00y + —
sin

4.6 Geometric action for 7*SU(2)

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 74 = 7 + wme and Q1 = Q1 + 1Q)s, the
non-vanishing Poisson brackets are

{mo,m )} = 2wy, {m3, 74} = Fomy,

eizw (429)

{¢77T3} = 17 {¢77Ti} = _ei“/) cot 07 {077Ti} = ilei2w7 {¢7 ﬂ-i} = SiIle.

The geometric action is

ST SV 0, ¢, 15, ms: Z] = /dt [ﬂg(@b + cos 9¢) - %mre_’w(—zé + sin ch)

+%7T_6w(lé + sin Hgb) — ZQs]|, (4.30)

where the Noether charges are

1
3= —=(mpee " +7m_e7)sinb + w3 cos b,
Qs =5 w ") sin 6 0
1 —up Fup w) - Fagp : Fup (431)
+ = 517+ T - aE] :
Q 2[7r e "W(cosf +1)e™? +m_e(cosf F 1)e™?] — m3sinfe”
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with
{Q,Q-} = 21Q3, {Q3,Q+} = T1Q, (4.32)

and
2 2 —) 1 . ) 1 :
Q" =mym_ + 75 + mycosf[mie (1 — 5 sin 0) +m_e(1— 5 sin 0)]. (4.33)
Explicit expressions for the left and right invariant vector fields are

= 1
L3 =10y, Li=TFet(0p+1
3 ¢ £=F (% sin 0

06)5

, _ 1
Rs = —10y, Rs=+e™ (05 F zsiﬁdﬁ + 1cot 00y),

(4.34)

where
Lo =1L, Ro=—1R,. (4.35)

In the complex parametrizations (A.33) adapted to the coordinate patches Uz, we have
instead from Appendix A.5 and A.4 that the non-vanishing Poisson brackets involving the
coordinates become

{wa 7T3} = 17 {?/), 7T+} = gCgew, {?/% 71——} = gé_'g(e*“/}’

_ (4.36)
(G} = —ée ™ P:,  {(my} = 1éeV P,
while the geometric action becomes
* d d € d €
ST suG [w CE? CE77T377T+7 ] /dt <7T3[_¢ + P (C~_< - C~_C)]
dt dt
d¢: d
—zgmewpgld—i én_eV Pt —C — ZQg) . (4.37)
where the Noether charges are
Qs = P§1 [77+€7w5€ + e+ m3é(1 CECE ]
(4.38)
Qs = Pgl[ + e w(l“ Fo_ e“”(’”e — 27 C C ]
with
Q* =mym_+ 73 (4.39)
Explicit expressions for the left and right invariant vector fields are
_ 1+€ - 1T
£3 = g[zaw + CgaCE - CgaEgL ‘Ci = _ZCN C~ aw + €[C1ieaC C i ] (440)

Rs = —10y, Ry = e (=1l + P:0z) = —R_.

By construction, when evaluating the observables ), ) on the constraint surface 7. = 0,
m3 = —q = €Y, one gets those associated to a single coadjoint orbit discussed in the previous
section.
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4.7 SU(2) model space

The model space for SU(2) is obtained from the previous section by assuming that 73 # 0 and
imposing the second class constraints 7, = 0 = 7_. Dirac brackets are given by

(gl ={figh+5— [{f T g, m = {f, 7 Hg, 7}l (4.41)
More explicitly, on the second class constraint surface, the non-vanishing brackets are given
by
cot 1
=1 0 0,0}" = 4.42
{¢77T3} ’ {¢7 } T3 ) { 7¢} T3 Sin@’ ( )
respectively by
. _ Pete — ) =
= = z 5 () = —. 4.43
{¢77T3} 17 {¢ C } 271'3 {WC } ) {gea CE} 27‘(‘3 ( )
The geometric action becomes
SMSUR [y, 0, b, mg: Z] = /dt [75(¢) + cos 0¢) — Zrs cos ] |, (4.44)
or,
= d d¢e d¢e
gMEUE) [w, Ce, Ce, T3; ] /dt <7Ts[d—1b + P (Cd—i - C_C)] - ZQ3) ) (4.45)
with associated symplectic 2-form,
o = dnmg A (d + cos0dg) — m3sin 0dO A do, (4.46)
respectively
or = dms A [dp + 1PN (GdC — CedCe)] + m320P2dC: A d, (4.47)
while the Noether charges reduce to
Qs = m3cosl, Qi = —mysinfe™?, (4.48)
respectively to
_ 146 _1F¢
Qs = méP (1= (o), Qe = —2mP'G7 (.7 (4.49)
with
{Q-l-vQ } - 27’@37 {Q37Q+} - Qi Qz = 7T?2)‘ (450)

Finally, the left invariant vector fields are generated by the Noether charges in the Dirac bracket
Xo. = —{Qa, }" and given by (4.34) multiplied by —, respectively (4.40) multiplied by
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—1, where the explicit computation uses (A.38). From the right invariant vector fields, only
Xy = —{m3,-}" = 0y remains.

Alternatively, the model space may be considered as a first class constrained system associ-
ated to 7*SU(2) by dropping either the constraint 7, = 0 and keeping the constraint 7_ = 0,
or by dropping the latter and keeping the former. The associated generator of (abelian) gauge
transformations is then v = m_c~ ory = m e™.

Similarly, the theory associated to a single coadjoint orbit can be understood as a non-
abelian first class constrained system associated to 7*SU(2) by imposing in addition 75 + ¢ =
0, so that the generator of gauge transformation becomes

y=(m3+q)e’ +m_e”, or y=(m3+q)e’ +meT. 4.51)

4.8 SU(2) as a constrained system of nonzero quaternions

We now consider the implicit Euler-Rodrigues parametrization of SU(2) 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 7*SU(2) becomes

SNt r;7) = [ dim (6t 2L, .52)

with Noether charges given by
Qa = msR 4L, (4.53)

Dropping the constraint (4.17) amounts to considering the Lie group of (non-unimodular)
nonzero quaternions H* which can be represented by

21 z

2= 2" 4, 2 = (2t +?), g= < 2) = 2% + 2°(—104). (4.54)

—22 Z1

This corresponds to replacing a, b and a” = (a’, &”) in the Euler-Rodrigues parametriza-
tion by 21, z, and 2 = (2°, 2%) in order to emphasize that these coordinates are now uncon-
strained coordinates on R* — 0. Associated expressions for left and right invariant vector fields
L A, R, and Maurer-Cartan forms LA, R4 as well as the coadjoint representation for the Lie
group of nonzero quaternions are provided in Appendix B.

The geometric action for 7% H* is

ST (28 714: Z] = / dt TaR* (2% — L, Z°]|, (4.55)

with
(24,28} =0 = {70, 74}, {Ta, 7} = € 05T {2 15} = R4, (4.56)
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{QO; QA}7 {Qaa Qﬁ} = _EA/OCBQW (457)
and

{Qa,m} = 0. (4.58)

Furthermore, if 045 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,

mamt = QaQ". (4.59)

Equivalently, in terms of Darboux coordinates,
STV (2B pa: Z] = / dt ppli? — L, 7], (4.60)

and, when using the explicit expressions in Appendix B,

L 4

1
o = §$ Pa, Tao = §($0pa — ZaPo + Eaﬁwlﬁpw)a
4.61)
1 A 1 By
Qo = 3%7P4; Qo = E(xopa — TaDo — €apy D7),
with 1
Tt = ZRZS2 = QaQ", R?=zx"z4, S%=pspt (4.62)
Consider the second class constraints £ = 0 = S,
A B A
T ximpR",  x%pa 1
L=R-1 S=—= = LS =—. 4.63
’ R R 2R’ {£, 54 2 ( )

The geometric action for 7*SU(2) in Euler-Rodrigues parametrization in (4.52) is obtained
from the one for quaternions in (4.55) by imposing the second class constraints

ST*SU(Z)[xB,WA, A\ s Z] = /dt [maRA 527 — L2 ZC) — AL — puS], (4.64)

where A(t), u(t) 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,
STSURN 4B a0 s 7] = / dt [naR* (2% — L2 Z°) — uS]. (4.65)

This first class constraint generates the gauge symmetry, 0.- = {-, S}e,

za7Ppp — R%py

S (4.66)

—, 0.y =0 < dpa=c¢

Instead of the real variables z, one may also use the complex variables 2, 2, and instead
of T4 = (mo, 7o), p+, T+, Where T4 = m; & 279, p+ = 7y £ 2m3. The relevant expressions in
this parametrization are provided in Appendix B.2.
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4.9 SU(2) model space from quaternions. Adapted gauge fixing

A

Consider the phase space (z“,mg) of dimension 8 corresponding to the 4 canonical pairs

(24, pp). The model space corresponds to imposing the 4 second class constraints
Ty Ty T_
"R"R’ R

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

XA = (R —1 )7 (467)

21, 2y constrained by |z1|* + |22]* = 1 and 3. 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*SU(2) as a first class constraint system of 7*H* in (4.65), one may choose
a more convenient gauge fixing condition than R = 1. For instance one may also choose
VmamA = R or the symmetric condition v/m4m4 = R?. When one imposes in addition
7, = 0 = 7_, the latter reduces to |r3| = R?, so that

(gl Moy L lml (4.68)
R’R 2 2R? ' ’
In this case, the model space is obtained by using the following set of second class con-

straints,
R* —|m3| mo mp w_

XA = (T7E7E7E) (4-69)

In the following we assume that the second class constraints are imposed strongly. This implies
that ;y = 0 = w4, |m3| = R? and that the model space is described by the unconstrained
variables z1, 29, 21, 25 (except for the condition that i # 0).

The observables defined on the constraint surface by
G = 2€%129, - =227, q3=¢€(nz — 0n7), € =sgn(ms), 4.70)

satisty
R'=qiq- +q. 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

(R g3} =0={R* ¢+}", {qv,q )" =23, {qu,3)" = Frgs. (4.72)

The explicit expressions for the Dirac brackets are obtained from

0 1 0 0
-1 0 0 0

Cap ={xa,xB} = 000 0 -2l 4.73)
0 0 2 0
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0 -1 0 0
C~14B _ o0 0, . (4.74)
00 0 -%
0 0 % 0

2
As a consequence, the Dirac brackets of functions of 2y, 25, Z1, Z, are given by

(5,01 = 54 msHo, w0} — {7, mobo. )
ST o)+ S{fm o], @79)

or, equivalently,

1€’ 1€’

{Zlu 21}* = 77 {227 22}* = ?7 {Z1722}* = 07 {Zlu 22}* = 0 (476)
It is this simple representation of the Dirac brackets of the fundamental variables that the
adapted gauge fixing allows one to achieve. In particular,

{Zl’q+}* = 26/227 {Zl,(J—}* = 07 {Zlvq3}* - ?Zlv
2! “4.77)
{z2,041" =0, {2,¢-}" =1z, {2,¢}" = _322.
Let = = (1, 2). The additional change of variables,

1 + € 1+¢ |2 1—€ /2
\/jzl \/jzl, _ \/%zg +— \/%zg, (4.78)

allows one to write the Dirac brackets (4.76) as®

{az,al}* = %55 =, {az,az}" =0={a%, al}". (4.79)

The number operators for the two types of oscillators are
N; = afal, Ny = a,;ag, N=N+Ny, M= N;—N,. (4.80)

In terms of these creation and destruction operators, the Noether charges in (4.70) and R? in
the expression for Q% in (4.71) become

1+e 1—-¢ 14 ¢€ 1-¢

q+ = h[——a3a; — Talag], q = ﬁ[TaTCQ - Ta;‘al],
he! 5 (4.81)
= —M, R*=_N.
43 5 5

The Dirac brackets (4.79) are unchanged under the (canonical) transformation az — aZ,

)
1%

— —ag. Performing this transformation on the Noether charges in (4.81) produces an

®Instead 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

1+¢€ 1—¢ 1+¢€ 1—¢
¢, =—h] ajay + ——aiay], ¢ = h[——ajd}
he

ajay + asay |,
2 2 . 2 (4.82)
g = 7N =¢R* (RY) = §M = € ¢,

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 m3 = €Y. Together with 73 = €’ R?, and since both Y and R are positive, this means
that

h

e=¢, Y=R’= 5N. (4.83)

5 Application to SU(2): Quantum theory

5.1 Quantization of a single coadjoint orbit
The integrality condition implies the quantization of the radius in half integer units of A,

h
/U=2Whn,neZ<:)q:7n:>Y=hj, JjeN/2, %z—(—:j. (5.1
g2

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,

Dy = 04— =dby (5.2)
multiplying by —2h and adding the charge. In spherical coordinates with potential (4.13),
Df = g +ej[é — ], D5, = 0y, (5.3)

More explicitly’,

1 A- _
—QF =™ F 1—#20H+L(—Za¢+€€j) —€j | =7+,
h =" 1—p2 1— 2
) (5.4)
7_1Q§ = —10y + €€j = T3,
with associated modified Casimir operator
1 ~z2 20 — pué)p 5 . .
(@) =—Ae + (1_7%[]2 +éej(—10y)] =
1
= —(1— p?)02 + 200, + — [ (=10 + éej)* — 2pej(—1dy + écj) + j°]. (5.5)

1—p?

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 potentials®. The
transformed potential becomes

al = %ag + ejd(In P:) = 2¢jdC:0c. In P-. (5.6)

St =

When taking into account that exp <K fJ ) = P, the associated wave functions are 1)/ = P1).
The holomorphic polarization spanned by (¢, is preserved by the Hamiltonian vector fields
in (4.26), it satisfies D/C} = (¢, so that polarized wave functions D/}w/ = 0 are holomorphic,
Y’ = 9/((). For polarized wave functions ¢ = P; “4/({;) which are well defined on S? to
exist, one needs € = 1,

(G G) = P (G), (5.7)

and also that 1/'((;) are complex linear combinations of 1, (;, . . . C? 1,

Furthermore,
Déew/ - [aCE B 2ja§e In P€]w/- (5.8)

The associated quantum operators preserving the chosen polarization are ’

1 ~. - . 14+é
Q= we(¥ o, + (Fog] - 6T (1 @),
1 - (5.9)
ﬁQéf = —€[Celc. — G| + €5,
with modified Casimir operator,
1 A~ —
ﬁ(@/ef — —P20..0;. + 2j PGty + (G + 1), (5.10)

and where the terms involving d¢. can be dropped when acting on the polarized wave functions
. With this understanding if

QL = PQ, 5.11)
and %@; = —L¢, the Hilbert space carries a unitary irreducible representation of SU(2).
In terms of SU(2) coherent states [40—42] (see Appendix C for conventions), if
W (G) = w), ¥(G) =W, G, (5.12)
the inner product becomes
%+ 1

<¢7¢>: CZ;’QD =

271

2j+1/ dée n dCe

= _Kez'+1 = :
27TZ Pg2 /82 ng A d<g6 <¢7 <E><CE7 'l/)>> (513)

$1f one chooses to get rid of the exact term in the third expression, the role of (z and (; in the considerations

below will be exchanged.
°In 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 AIE ¢ 1A ¢ 1€
QL= -gr 05 =3, (5.14)
or, more explicitly,
T = e, + &, TE =& (IT0, + jLF G (5.15)

In the operator formalism, the character for an element associated to e3 may be evaluated
directly since the basis |jm) diagonalizes ()3 by construction,

, j sin (2j+1)Z
X(Z) =Tre #@ = M em#m = 2| (5.16)
m——j Sin b

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,

Ce(ty)= H M —S[

eyt HEFN F 5.17
<n€’ ‘ C€> Glti)=C 2m ‘ ( )

Here, the improved action is

Tl dne N |
— ] € ,.) ‘7 € _ € n Z Z ‘
o /t At (0 K = O Ki—r) = Hy |+ [ K2 (ty) + Ke(t)], - (5.18)
while
K2 (e, Ge) = 27 1n(1 + 7eCe). (5.19)

and HY is the analog for SU(2) coherent states of the normal symbol for HE,

Hiy (e, G) = € 5¢ne, HG). (5:20)
In particular,
_ Slfe 13¢
1 o1 —neCe /e C 77
Tsn =€ =, Jiv = . 5.21
WIS neCe N =2 1+ 71 62D
The Euler-Lagrange equations of motion associated to .Sy are

dc} 2 OHY dne _ 2 2 OH
dt 2h( ECG) on: | dt 2h( ECG) ¢

(5.22)

For solutions with fixed values for 7; at ¢y and (; at t;, the variational principle has a true
extremum on-shell, without any boundary terms, 0S; ~ 0 if én:(t;) = 0 = §(:(¢;). If one
takes as quantum Hamiltonian HE = ng , the equations of motion become

dé = dne

= Z€C€7 %

™ - (5.23)
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with unique solution satisfying the boundary conditions given by

Ce(t) = (™ () = et 7Y, (5.24)

In this case, the path integral reduces to the on-shell action S}l. IfZ =ty —t,

(e, e FEA ey = eF 5T = 7 (1 + ()Y (5.25)
When expanding the integrand and using the integrals (A.40), the trace

2j + 1

Tr e #2905 —
2m

/ dC: A dCe(Cey e WP e (5.26)
Sa

yields the expression (5.16) for the character.

5.2 Quantization of 7*SU(2)

In the case of 7*SU(2), we consider wave functions polarized with respect to the standard
vertical polarization, i.e, wave functions on configuration space SU(2). A basis for the Hilbert
space L?(SU(2)) 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 72, J3, R3, where the latter is the operator associated to 73. 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 m',m € Z, |m/| < j,|m| < j,

i+ l42  )andm/ ;meZ+ ]
parametrization (4.6), left and right invariant vector fields are given in (4.34)'°. The associated

or j is half integer (j = , m!| < j,Im| < j. In the

Wigner matrices'! are given by

Gm'm|phey = D, (Yhp) = e Vd, (0)eT ™|, (5.27)

B (0) = N/ (G + MG =)+ )l —m)!

min(j—m’7j+M) (_)m’_m_;’_r COS2j_2T_m’+m g Sin27,,+ml_m g
- , ——— L. (528)
r=max(0,m—m/) <'] Tm - T)'T'(m —m+ T>|(j -—m = )
1 12
and satisfy *,
di'l'm = (_)mlimdj—m’,—mﬂ (529)

R4, R4 agree with J3, J4+ in eq. (3.102), L3, L+ with —Ps, —P4 in eq (3.122) of [3]
et eq. (3.59), (3.65) of [38]
12¢f. eq. (3.82) of [38]
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so that one may also write

() = A/ (G + 1) (G = m)I(G + m)l(j — m)!

min(j+m’,j—m) (_)7” cogZi—2r+m/—m Q Sin2rfm’+m g
, i p T (5.30)
s Geme W m G )
If wave functions are defined by
(phg|jm'm)y = D% (5.31)

the action of right invariant vector fields is given by'?,

RyDY = AGFm)G £ + D%, RsD = m'DY (5.32)
while the one for left invariant vector fields is' is
LyDY = —/(j+m)( Fm+1)DY . LDV =-—mDJ (5.33)
In other words, the standard relations are obtained for the operators
Js=—Ls, Jy=—L+. (5.34)
Furthermore,
REDM = gD = j(j+1)D . (5.35)

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

N Y e 27 +1 .,
Yim = ()N L= Ditlimy = €Yo = (2)" [ ZLDi (536)

Standard spherical harmonics for integer j are given by

* (600) = /222 29 L mog (5.37)

This agrees with the above in the parametrization adopted here because'® (—)"d? () =
o (6)-
Using (4.34), this gives

Yim(09) =

) 1 )
RiDg* (w&b) = +6 (09 F . 90¢ F scot G)Dg:nw,:o

1 _ )
— +e!EV gin® 0(0y T 1=—0g)(sin ™ 0D [y=0), (5.38)

Bef. eq. (3.104) of [38]
l4cf. eq. (3.123) of [38]
15cf. (3.138) of [35]
16¢f. eq. (3.81) of [38]
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and, if 0, 0 are defined as
(R D33 sm0 = 9D3 o
(R_DI_)lyeo = —6ng|¢ 0 (5.39)
(Rs D2, (109)) ly=0 = sDL ly—o,

it follows that

05Yjm(0¢) = sin® 6(dp — o 0p) (sin™* 0,Y;m (00)), 5.40

0sYm(09) = sin=*0(0p + zﬁ%)(sins 05Y,;m(09)).
i

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

0Yim = -G =)0+ 5+ Des1Yim 0Yim =G+ )G =5+ De1Yjm, (541)
while [R,,R_] = 2R3 becomes
[0,0].Yjm = 25:Yjm. (5.42)
Furthermore,
00,Yjm = —(j = 8)(j + 5 + 1)Yjm = [s(s + 1) = (G + 1)]sY)m,
00,Yjm = =5+ 8)(j = 5+ 1)sYjm = [s(s = 1) = (G + D]sYjm, (5.43)
%@5 +00)Yjm = [5* = §( + D]Yjm.
For comparison, note that the coordinate expressions of 3, d 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 = and the

ones in [44], eq. (2.12), (2.13). When using (5.30), the explicit expression for ij(9¢) defined
here agrees with eq. (2.8), (2.10) of [44].

In the implicit Euler-Rodrigues parametrization (4.16), one has'’,

D}y (@ a®) = /(j +m)I(G —m)(j +m)!(j —m)!

min(j—m/,j+m) dermfrl_)m/fanr( b)raj,mxir

5.44
szax%m_m,) (G+m—=r)rl(m’ —m+r)l(j —m/ —r) (544)

which upon substitution of (4.6) yields (5.27), (5.28), and where
DI, o/P\DI(a®, aP) = DI (", a"P). (5.45)

When taking into account the orthogonality conditions discussed in section 3.9 of [38], this
concludes the quantization of the 7*SU(2) in terms of the Hilbert space of wave functions
D’ together with the representation of the symmetries and the momenta.

17¢f. eq (3.89)-(3.90) of [38]
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In complex parametrizations (A.33), with Wigner functions Di%/m(lngEg) 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 ,Y},,(¢:(;) in terms of these Wigner
functions at ¢ = 0 as in (5.36), one now gets instead of (5.38),

Ry Dy, = &t (P, + 5Ce) Dy |ymo = €'V P05 (P2 DI |u=o),

) 5.46)
R_ D — 20t (P, — 56)Diphoo =~ P (PoDip ).
If 3, O are still defined by (5.39), it now follows that
0sYjm(CeCe) = EPF 40 Pjs m (GG
(GG 6 (P2Yim ), 547

65ij(<6_) 1+Sa ( jM(CEC”))'

Note that the effect of a reparametrization of the type ¢’ = hg with h = e~%3 and 1) constant,
consists in a shift ¢ — 1 4 1) in g. There is no inhomogeneous term in the transformation
of the associated Maurer-Cartan form, d¢’g’~" = hdgg—'h~'. When choosing ¢) = 7 and
applying this reparametrization to g_ in (A.33), one gets

1 —E e_’% e_’%
g =P ? ( T E) (5.48)
2 2

On account of (A.35), the associated R+ change by an overall minus sign, with R 3 unchanged.
After the change induced by this reparametrization, the coordinate expressions (5.47) for 9, 0
in terms of ¢_, (_ agree with those in (4.15.117) of [43].

In the Hilbert space associated to the quantization of 7*SU(2), one can compute the parti-
tion function for the Casimir operator,

a0
Z(b) = Trpasug) e ™ = Y| (25 +1)%e 0 = %Z . (5.49)

JEN/2

This expression is adapted to a low temperature expansion, b > 1:
Z(b) =1+4e" 7% + O(e™). (5.50)

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

as ,
_ e
Z(b) = =5t ()] 2 (5.51)
where the Jacobi theta function is
0(t) = V5(0fat) = > e (5.52)
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Using the modular transformation 6(t) = %9(%) and the expansion 0(t) = 142¢ ™ +2e 4™+

2¢79m 4+ . fort » 1, it follows that for t « 1,

o(t) = \%[1 +2F 42T 42079 + .., (5.53)

so that ] R - o 1 in
0'(t) = —%—%+e‘?(—t—% +2t—g)+e‘T(—t—%+2t—%)+..., (5.54)

and o
Z(b) = 2 fe 1 (3#(—16;2 2) +0(——)] (5.55)

5.3 Quantum model space from Dirac quantization of 7*SU(2)

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 7_ = 0 or
7, = 0, on the Hilbert space of wave functions,

FU(p) =0 or F W(Phg) =0, V(Yhg) = V"D (5.56)

where \Il;-”/m € C and the summation convention applies. This is equivalent to
0sYjm =0 or 0,Y;, =0. (5.57)

The general solution'® to this equation is generated by the sum over j of the 2 + 1 vectors

—;Y}m or equivalently the D’ *;-m in the former case, and by ;Y),,, or equivalently the Dﬁ; in the

latter.

In other words, in this approach, the Hilbert space HMSU() of the quantized model space
consists of vectors of the form
VYo, or UMY (5.58)

J J

Since for each 7, these subspaces do carry a unitary irreducible representation of SU(2) pro-
vided by the 73, J+, this proves the proposal for the model space in the simplest case of SU(2).
5.4 Quantized coadjoint orbit from Dirac quantization of 7*SU(2)

When imposing the first class constraint

7AT3 —eY = 0, 7%3 = hRg = —Zha¢, (559)

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

sm?

only if Y is quantized according to
€Y = hs, (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 7_ = 0
or 7, = 0, one has to choose 7. = 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 = hj, (5.61)

so that one indeed finds a single unitary irreducible representation carried by H#\SU(?) | the
Hilbert space generated by the 2j + 1 vectors ;Y at fixed 7,

J
DU Y (5.62)

m=—j

5.5 Quantum SU(2) 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 = = (1, 2), we get for the quantum version of (4.76),

[az,al] = 6=z, [a=,a=] =0 = [aL,al,]. (5.63)
If we define ] 1 ]
O+ = ﬁqA*7 O* = ElenLu 03 = ﬁqA37 (564’)

the correspondence rule and the Dirac brackets (4.72) imply that these operators satisfy the
standard algebra given in (A.5).

Defining
N =alay, Ny=abas, N=N+N,, M=N,—N,, (5.65)

this also follows directly from
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and the commutation relations (5.63). The Casimir operator is

1 . .
0? Z(N) 2N, (5.67)
while additional quadratic observables are
R 1. & 1+€ . 1—¢€ 4. g 1+€ ;. 1—¢€
- = §N, % = [Talag + 5 alag], + =3 aiag + 5 G2a. (5.68)

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

O, =

alo== 4z, (5.69)

Q [1]

l\Dl}—‘

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,

1 ni n
|n17n2>: \/m(ab (a;) 2|0>7

. o1
(’)2|n1,n2) = j(j + 1)|n1,n2), ] = 5(711 -+ TLQ), (570)

(93|n1,n2) = m|n1,n2), m = 5(711 - 712),

so that

jmy = 1j +m,j —m), (5.71)
and the Hilbert space decomposes into the sum of unitary irreducible representations of SU(2)
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

lag) = |0y, (al) = (agle), (5.72)

with inner product
dag‘ da

9 8% () (af). (5.73)

o= 115

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 A,

Y = g(n1 +ny) = hj, N =2j1, (5.74)

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

monomials of order 2; in al acting on the vacuum |0).

How this understanding may be used to efficiently construct the Wigner functions Dfn,m 1s
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

0
Z(b) = Tr e "9 = Z (25 + 1)e W0+ = ¢i Z me” 1™ | (5.75)
m=0

JEN/2

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

Z(b) =142 7% + O(e®). (5.76)
Defining F'(m) = etme 1™, an expression adapted to a high temperature expansion b « 1,
can be obtained from the Euler-Maclaurin formula. When using that B, = §, By = —,
1 * 1 / 1 "
Z(b) = sF0)+ Y, F(m)= [ deF(x) - 5BF'(0) — —F"(0) + ...
2 et 0 2 4!
b 2 1 1
=et|l-————b+...|. (577
w67
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 SU(2), 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—

] 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 SU(2) by Schwinger
[19], and thus also to original formulation in [15].

Closely related considerations on 7*SU(2) 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 [ 8] in using constrained Hamiltonian tech-
niques to study dynamical systems associated to coadjoint orbits, an understanding of Howe
duality is presented by starting from GL(n, C).

The case of more general compact groups such as SU(V), of non-compact groups such
as SL(2, R), and of infinite-dimensional groups such as Kac-Moody, Virasoro or the centrally
extended BMS; 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 SU(2)

A.1 Generalities and notation

2

2

1 0 01 0 — 1 0
= = = = A.l
0o (0 1) , 01 (1 O) , 02 <’L 0 ) , 03 <0 _1) ) ( )

0005 = 0ap0q + GPYOCBZ(L{, (A.2)

We will use as Lie algebra basis ¢, = —10,, @ = (1,2, 3) where the Pauli matrices are

so that the structure constants are

[ea, es] = €56y (A.3)

-

Ei = El + ZEQ, éi = él + 'Lég, ,Ca = ZLOM

—

Consider the left and right invariant vector fields on SU(2), Lo, Ry and let
Ra = —1R,, (A4
If O, is either L, or R, it follows that
[Oa, Op] = 16505, [03,0+] = £0+, [04,0-]=203, [La,Rs]=0. (AS)
For the Casimir operator, we have

O?’=07+ 05+ 03, [0%,0,] =0, 0.0, =0%-0;-0s,

2 2 o 1 2 (A.6)
0,0_=0"-05;+0;3, 0O = §(O_O+ +0,0_-) + 0;.

Lie algebra indices a, 3, ... are raised and lowered with the invariant tensors §%°, (O
so that adjoint and coadjoint representation can be identified, e = —$0“, and the pairing
between su(2) and su(2)” can be written as

1
Y, 72y = (Yoe, ZPep) = Yo, 2 = 2Tr(Y Z) = §Tr(YaU°‘ZBUﬁ). (A7)
The associated bi-invariant metric on the group is
ds® = —2Tr(g 'dgg~'dg) = gi;dg'dg’, gij = 5a5RaiRﬁj = 5a5L°‘iL6j. (A.8)

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

«

Y =Y, Yo, Y= ¥ (A.9)
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A.2 Exponential parametrization

Coordinates on SU(2) are ¢g* = w®, with

w

~ QO wa ~ o ~ O (6% ~ Q0N dWB
W= AVWW,, W=, dw=wadw”, do® = (0F — wWg)—,
w

0<w<dm 0*eS%: ' +10? =sinfhe?, &® =cosb, 0 < <7, 0<p<2m,
N w W (A.10)
g =eY “ = cos 500 + 2sin Ewo‘ea,
o w LW
g ' =gl =e "% = cos 500~ 2sin —W%e,.
It follows that

1 w w 2 Sin Y
dg = ~3 sin EdJﬁdeUo + [COS b) 0 wpdw” + ? (05 — @O‘@B)dwﬁ]ea,
W

2cos¥sin % 2sin? ¥
g 'dg = [@"@sdw’ + #(@ — Q"Qg)dw’ — ~ 267 0w’ ey, (AL
2cos¥sin 28in? &
-1 Ay A PNENIN ~
dgg™" = [ @sdw’ + #(52 — QQg)dw” + - z evaﬁwo‘dwﬁ]ey,
and thus
2cos¥sin ¥ 2sin? ¢
N 2 2 (57 A A 2 v ~d
Lﬁ—wng—i-T(%—wywﬁ)— €l
wcos ¥ w
B _ ~B~ 2 (5B ~B A B8~
LS =d 0, + Zsme (05 — WPw,) — 56 AL
2cos ¥sin ¥ 2sin? & A.12
R’YB = wlg + #(5'5 —wlwg) + 2 6765(2)5, ( )
w w

wcos ¥
~B ~ p)
Raﬁ = wﬁwa + ((55

R(w,w), = RVBLOCB = 0y + cosw(8) — D,) — sinwe” ;00
with R(&,w)," = L"yR, = Ry, L7,

A.3 Adapted Euler angles

In this parametrization ¢* = 1, 0, ¢, with g = e’%w?’e’g“’?e’%w?’, and 0 < ¢ <4m, 0< ¢ <
2w, 0 < 0 < . It follows that

dgg! = —103<d% + cos Gdg) — 109(cos wdg + sin ¢ sin Gdg)
— 109 (— sinwdg + cos ¢ sin Gdg), (A.13)
g tdg = —wg(dg + cos Qd%) —105(cos qﬁdg + sin  sin qﬁd%)

— 201 (sin qﬁdg — oS ¢ sin Qd%), (A.14)
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0 —siny costsinf - % —sin e csc;rsl?
R =10 cosyY sinysind |, Rﬁi = —% cos 1) 21;15 , (A.15)
1 0 cos 0 1 0 0
—cos¢sinf sing 0 _ 2?225 sin ¢ coz?ncgse
pry= | smosing coso 0|, L= | B coso ) (a16)
cos 0 1 0 0 1

ROCZLBZ -
cos )y cosf cos g —sinysing — cos cosfsing — sin cos¢ cossinf
sin cosf cos¢ + cospsing  coscosp —sinycosfsing  sinysind |, (A.17)
—sinf cos ¢ sin # sin ¢ cos 6

The metric and its inverse are

1 1 0 —cos#
ds? = (dv? + d6® + d¢? + 2 cos Odpdg), ¢ = — ol L B
in
° —cosf 0 1
and g = sin?#, and the Laplacian is
1
Agya) = sm—ze[ai — 2¢08 60,0, + 05 — cot 00y + 6;] (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

he = 319, (A.20)
whose effect on the group element (4.6) is the shift 1) — 1) — €¢. It follows that the gauge con-
ditions x: = ¥ + €¢ = 0 that avoid the Gribov ambiguities before the gauge transformation,
are replaced by 1) = 0 after the gauge transformations. The effect of this gauge transforma-
tion is to replace a in (4.11) by a¢ 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

cos Ze—t" sin Se— "%

—w7€¢203 — %409 —ng 2 o 2

ge=e 2 Te e 2 = a4 g uroa-o | - (A2D)
sin e’ 2 z 2

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 SU(2) given in (4.16) is related to the explicit
parametrization in terms of adapted Euler angles in (4.6) through

0 0 Y+ 3 Y+ o

&~ = COS = COS s a” = cos — sin

2 2 2 2
A22
a2=singcos¢_¢ alz—singsin¢_¢. ( )
2 2 2 2

In the Euler-Rodrigues parametrization, the SU(2) group law becomes the quaterionic com-
position rule,

g(a”,a")g(a’,a”) = g(a",a"),  g(a”,a”)g(a”,a”) = g(a", a"), (A.23)

where!”

a” =a"%" - aPag, " =a’P +a %’ + eﬁwa”a‘s. (A.24)

For any explicit parametrization o = a(g’) of S3, let g;; = %%‘;ﬁ‘ be the induced

metric with inverse ¢’*. We have

A
oo ij (30[3

op =at o — A25
and, as a consequence of the constraint (4.17),
aada = 0 = ada + ada + bdb + bdb. (A.26)

When using that the inverse group element is

—b
g = <Z : ) , (A.27)

and choosing as Lie algebra basis e,, = —%wa, we get
daa + dbb  dba — dab :
d -1 _ ) = aRa-d z’
99 (dab —dba dad + dbb) Colt i
L o (A.28)
gldg = ade + E)db c_zdb - bdci oI dg
bda — adb ada + bdb
with " B
o} o
Ra- == Ra = La- == La . A29
i B agz ’ i B agz ( )

19¢f. equation (2.42) of [38]
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—al ¥ - a? —at ¥ P —a?
R =2|-a? o o —al|, L3=2|-a®> —a® o o' |, (A30)
—a® —a? ol ol —a® o —a! al

Let LP, = i(LﬁB)T. We have L* L ; = 5. Note that

Lo =0 =apL®,. (A31)
It follows that
L= gilee s (A.32)
g =49 agj 8- .
and2”
ROéiLBZ ==
<a0>2 + <a1>2 . (a2)2 . (043)2 2(_a0a3 + 041042) 2(a0a2 + 041043)
2(a0a3 + a1a2) (a0)2 _ (al)z + (a2)2 _ (a3)2 2(_a0a1 + a2a3)
2(—ala? + a'a?) 2(a’at + a?a?) (a°)® = (a!)® = (2)® + (a3)?

>+ @ —v* =1 La*—a+ b —b*) —(ab+ab)
5@ —a® =0 +0) g(a®+a®+ b +0%) o(ab—ab)
ab + ab 1(ab — ab) aa — bb

N N

A.5 Complex parametrizations

In these parametrizations, one uses ¢° = 1, (z, (z in terms of the complex coordinates of (4.19).

_1 e_Z% —E+ e_’%
, gy =P ¥ ¥ . (A.33)
(re e'z

In terms of the Euler-Rodrigues parametrization, we have

The group elements (A.21) become

g_ =P (E— et e

[SIISCE S

- 62% Cf ez

b

P —
2

_1 P 1
a_ =P 2( %, b_=—-P %%, q, =P,

ol
ol

71 p
ez, b, =—P (7. (A34)

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

0 €V —ee™™
R =P 0 e & |,
Pg —ZCg ZCg
ECce™™ 4 ECce™  —iEe W P: 1€V P:
Ry =5 | 1€Ge™ —iiGe™ &P &P |, (A35)
2 0 0

20¢f, equation (2.22) of [38]
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—(G+6G) v
LY =P | —&¢G—-¢) & & |,
5(1_&55) Z‘EEE —1€Cz
| G+ G) (1= (1-)
Ly =5 | =8G-¢) a1+ a1+ | (a36)
€2 —2€(; 21€¢;

Ee1¢(1—(§)+ge*w(1—§?) zelw(l-‘rﬁg)—ze’w(l-‘r@) C~6“p + E~€7w}
é é

2 _ 2 ~
RaiLBz’ _ Pg—l fzgew(17@);@5672“17@) ezw(1+c§)+26nw(1+<§) zc_ge_“" — e |, (A.37)
—(Ce+ C) —1€(Ce — C) €(1 = o)

Useful identities in complex parametrization are

P[P (] - : —2¢ T Aot —2? CECE 4T,
1+é _1Feé T ¢ 1+é _—1F¢ + € 3té _17¢ 5
L R = (A3)
1+é _1F¢ _lxé ]l T € 1+é _1F¢ _ N 1i+te ]l 4+ €
PRGT CF Fel™ =G =, PG G R ) =7

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

1 dCe ndC 1
_/ C#2C:hm - d A 0ln P:
2m Jo2 P e—0t  2m UE_%*E
1 C_~ 1 27 - 5
= lim — (= = — —dpe = 1. (A.39
Aim o ﬁéﬁs CPg ot ), e pe ( )

Note that the orientation of curve is decreasing ¢ if the cap that is excluded involves the north
pole, € = —1, but increasing ¢ if the cap that is excluded involves the south pole, € = +1.
More generally, for —j < m,m’ < j and m,m’, j integer or half-integer,

(A.40)

L/ dCe A dG T s (G —ém)l(j + ém)
211 Jeo P€2j+2 = Om,m’ 2+ 1]

Indeed, when going back to spherical coordinates, it follows directly that the result vanishes
unless m = m/. Furthermore, for j — ém > 0,

dGe A dzg (Cezg)jigm _ 1

2j+2 25 +1

GGt
2j+1
,J—EmdG A dG (GG
2j + 1 2j+1 '

d A [d¢

(A4l
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When integrating the first term over the sphere and using Stokes’ theorem as before, we now

get —ﬁ lim, o+ (%)Zj T2EmE2 _ ). When repeating the reasoning for the last term until
J — ém drops to zero, one ends up with
| — ém)! 1 d¢: A dC:
PR ¢ k1) | S / de n dle (A42)
(25 +1)(25) ... (J+Em+2) 2m Joo P2
The result (A.40) follows because
1 d¢: A di; 1
L fdende , (A43)
2m Jgz PITT j+em+1

which in turn is shown by induction: it holds for 7 + ém = 0 on account of (A.39), while

1 1 Ce Ge (:Cz

F—— - F—— C., = — C., F—— T~ .
P€]+6m+3 P€]+6m+1 “q + CECE EP€]+em+2 P€]+6m+3

+(j+ém+1) (A.44)
When writing the numerator of the last term as (:(; = 1 + (:(; — 1, and moving the last term
to the left hand side, this implies

1 Ge

jtem+3 Ve ojtem+2
P P

(j +ém +2) +(j+eém+1) (A.45)

J+em+2°
PE

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 7 + ém + 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 § 43, 6. We have
_ 1 [z —Z
g 1=—2 V), R =t = a4 |2 (B.1)
R 29 21

Take as a basis for the reductive Lie algebra ey = (%O’O, —%wa), with structure constants

[eo,ea] =0,  [eases] = € 65 (B.2)
From

1 1 d2121 + dZQZQ dZQZl — d2122 A B
dgg R2 <d2122 — dZQZl legl + dZQEQ eAR Bdm ’
(B.3)

9 1
g9 dg = 73

zldil + ngZQ zld22 — ZQle A B
o _ | =eal pdax”,
ZQle — ZleQ zldzl + ZQdZQ
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it follows that

20 2t 2?2 P 20 2t 2?2 23
pA 2 | -2t 2% -3 2P 1A _ 2 | -2t 2% 2 —a2? B4
BT R -2 28 20 gt | BT R -2 —3 20 2 | B.4)
P S B R P T DR R
We have
20 2t 22 28 20 2t 2?2 B
RE_ 1| -2t 20 —23 22 [ B _ 1| =zt 20 23 —2? B s
B B e A e D B [N St S L v ®.5)
—3 —2? 2t 20 —x3 22—zt 2°

1
R A= 5(—931 Foa?, 2 £y, —2® £2°, 2 Faxh),

1
(7'227 21,121, _Z2)7 RfA = 5(_1227 217 _1217 _22)7 (B6)

1 1
A S A . -
L.*= 5(222,21,221,22), L %= 5(—@22,21,—221,22).

1

A7 C
R? 0 0 0
0 (297 + (1) = (a2)* — («*) 2(—2023 + x'a?) 2202 + z'a?)
0 2(2%3 + zta?) (x0)2 — (x1)2 + (x2)2 — (933)2 2(—2%zt + 2%23)
0 2(—x%2% + x'a?) 2(2%! + 2%2?) (x0)2 — (x1)2 — (x2)2 + (933)2

R? 0 0 0

_1fo 1B+ —2-2) iHA-AB+4Z-2) —(nnt+an) (B.7)
RO —i(x-z—-2+2) s(B+2+248+7) Uanzn—a2)
0 2122 + 2122 1(2122 - 5122) 2121 - 2222

B.2 Phase space of nonzero quaternions in complex variables

If one uses instead of 2! the complex variables 2, z, and instead of T4 = (7, 7 ), o, T4, T_, 73,
where 4 = m; + omy, with g, w3 are real and m_ = 77}, one gets

{WAaﬂ-O} = Oa {W+7W—} = _227T3a {Triaﬂ-?)} = ilﬂ-ia

1 1 1 1
{Zl,ﬂo} = 521, {Z2>7To} = §Z2> {21,7?3} = 5121, {22,773} = §ZZ2> (B.8)

{z1, 7m0} =0={z, 7}, {z,7m} =12, {271 }=12,
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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

py = To kw3,  p_ = Py, (B.9)

so that the Poisson brackets with 73, 7y become

{z1,04} =0, {z,p-} =21, {22,p4} =0, {2,p_} = 2, (B.10)
which implies in particular
1
{R7 p+} = iR = {R7 p*} (B.11)
Furthermore,
{p+7pf} =0, {7T+77T7} = pP-— P+ {ﬂ-i7p+} = +74, {ﬂ-i7pf} = X7y (B.12)
Similarly, if Q+ = Q1 £ 1Qs,
{QOaQA} = 07 {Q-l—aQ—} = 22@37 {Qi‘aQ?)} = $2Qi‘ (B13)
with Qg, Qs real and Q_ = Q.
(21, Quh = 571 {2,Q0) = 322 (51, Qs =z, {22, Qs) = —
21, = —z1, {2, = -z, {z1, 121, {29, = ——129,
1, &o 541 2, &o 2 1, &3 1 2, &3 5% (B.14)

{217Q+} = 122, {227Q+} =0, {217 7} =0, {22,Q7} = 121.

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

s T
Qo =7, (3= (2121 — 227%) — R—+25152 T A
m_
Qs = R2zlz2+ R2 7= e (B.15)
m_ T
Q- = R22122+ Rz G RE %
If one introduces
Py =Qot1Qs, P_=P,, (B.16)
the Poisson brackets with ()3, ()o become
1, g = U, 21, L—f = Z1, 29, 174§ = 29, 2o, ¢y = U. .
{z1,Pr} =0, {z, P} {22, P+ } {22, P-} =0 (B.17)

and

{P-HP—} = 07 {Q-HQ—} = P+ + P—7 {Qi7P+} = iQia {Q-_‘,—,P_} = $Qi (Blg)
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B.3 SU(2) model space from quaternions. Direct gauge fixing

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

straints
0 % 0 0
1
Ty Ty T_ -5 0 0 0
—(R—-1 Cap = ~ 2 B.19
0 0 Zm o

R2

on the theory described by the geometric action for 7*H*. One remains with the coordinates
21, 29 constrained by |21 |> + |23]? = 1 and 3. In particular, the 4 observables, defined on the
constraint surface by

T3, (= 2m3Z1z0, Q- = 2W321Z2, Q3 = m3(2121 — 22%2), (B.20)
and related on the constraint surface by

q+q- +q3 =73, (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

{ms,q3}" =0 ={ms,q:}", {qs,q-}" = 2ug3, {qr. @3} = Fugz. (B.22)

In order to compute the Dirac brackets explicitly, we need

0 —2 0 0
2 0 0 0
CP & 2 |- (B.23)
0 0 }(2)2 73
0 O oo 0
It follows, by construction, that
{0, -} = 0= {ms, }" = {R, -}, (B.24)
and also that
{7TA,7T3}* = 0. (B.25)
The remaining Dirac brackets are
" 1
{ZEA, ZIS'B} _ %(RjLAR,B _ RJFBR,A),

(B.26)

A * A A T— AT+ A
o, m3} =R+ R, "— + R_"— ~ R;".
{ 3} 3 + 27T3 27T3 3
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or, equivalently,

1 1
{z1,m3}" = 51217 {20, m3}" = 51227 {21,721} = 4%@’22527 {20, 22} = 4—;32151,
o _ T B T
{21722}* =0 = {21,22}*, {21722}* = Ezzzl, {21722}* = _Rzlz%
3 3

which implies

1
{Zl,qu}* = 122, {Z17q*}* = 07 {Zlaq3}* = 57'217
1
{2’27(]+}* = 07 {227Q—}* = 121, {227q3}* = _5222-

C SU(2) coherent states

Un-normalized SU(2) coherent states may be defined as

& g
j7€j>: Z %jzg |j7€.]>

|5€> — pbeJ-¢ (j < Em)'

m=¢€j
When taking into account that

- 1

|+ ! 2 ami . .
(j Em) )|] ‘726 |]7€]>7

im) = [ ey

it follows that

Gm Gy = [ !]%Zggm.

(j +ém)!(j — ém)
Furthermore, | |
(e, Cey = (1 + ngfg)zj — eKé(ng,5€)7

when using (5.19).

D General linear group

51

(B.27)

(B.28)

(C.1)

(C2)

(C.3)

(C4)

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

for GL(2, C) in order to relate to the generalized Jordan map discussed in section 5.5 of [38].

D.1 GL(2,R)

For GL(2, R) parametrized as

911 912 j j i\ ki
g = 2 2 = ngAijv (Azj) 1= 5@' 5l]7
g1 9>

(D.1)
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if the Lie algebra basis ¢, is taken as the four matrices Aij , the structure constants are deter-
mined by
[A7 A =6A) = aA,] . (D.2)

The dual basis e becomes A*,, with (A¥;) A7) = §%67. One may take A, as the 2 x 2 matrix
(AF)™, = ko with (AR, A7) = Tr(ARA7).

Right invariant Maurer-Cartan forms are

- 1 didat.a®.  —eidal ol -\T 0
dgg-! ( 9.9°; g,gg> — B, - ((9 ) Sp) @3

~detg \eVdgtg?, —edg’gl,

or equivalently,

1 ..
Rk:_ zydk'm'm: dkm _dk m
l detge 99" jémi detg(glgm 9"md™)
; 1 : 1 , .
— RNI = ——§Feg™, = ——0F (g™ 6 — o)), (DA
li detgle €mig n detgz(le gl)? ( )

while the left invariant ones are given by

g ldg - 1 _€ijgi2dgj1 —Eijgizdgjz
detg \ e;94dg’y  €;9'dgy

= D.5
T TG e 0 g 0 |0
0 —g¢4 0 g4
or equivalently,
LY = ———y g’ dg, = —— (g™, — g"dg™)
detg " detg ™™ ™ mn
. 1 . 1
LN = ———8ene™g", = ——6/(g™n0F — g"). (D.6
Rand li detgle € 9m detgl(gmz gz) ( )
The associated right and left invariant vector fields are
0 . 0 . .
RS = J — R’ =¢— <= Rijkl = oFg’), (D.7)
0 g 09’
gh 0 ¢4 O
0 ¢ 0 : 0 ; ;
A A [ ey SN Ly (D.8)
g2 0 g5 0 o9 j

0 g% 0 g%
In Darboux coordinates, the potential one-form of the geometric action for 7*GL(2, R) is

a = p/dg';, while in (¢g';, m,') coordinates, a = m,/ R’; with associated Poisson brackets

{Wijﬂrkl} = 5£7Til - 511'7Tkj7 {gkz, Wij} = 5f9jla {gijagkl} =0. (D.9)
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D.2 GL(2,C)

For GL(2, C) parametrized as in (D.1) but with complex gij, the basis ¢, of the real Lie algebra
is chosen as A/, 1A/). If 7 = v, A/ € gl(2, C), covectors are &, = @,/ AF, € (gl(2,C))"
with 1

(W, Uy = 3 Tr(w,¥ + c.c.) = Re(w;”) Re(v';) + Im(w;”) Im(v';), (D.10)

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

{Wija T} = 25£7Til - 252l’ﬂ-kj7 {ﬂ-z’ju T} =0, (D.11)

and
{0, m'} = 2005, {7, m'} = 28,9 (D.12)

In Darboux coordinates, the potential one form of the geometric action for 7*GL(2, C) is
a = 3p; dg’; + c.c., with non-vanishing Poisson brackets

(.5} = 26188 = {g';p} (D.13)

D.3 From 7*GL(2, C) to oscillator representation of GL(2, C)

Consider the second class constraints y,”, Y,/ where

1

Xij = §(pz'j - Zhgjz)> {Xijvikl} = _lhéﬁéi' (D.14)
The associated non-vanishing Dirac brackets are given by
i k¥ L
{¢',9%) = —Edléf. (D.15)

This allows one to change notations and identify the complex variables gij with standard os-
cillator variables, gij = a* ;» with non-vanishing brackets

N
{a';,a*}" = E@%’?- (D.16)
Defining
Aij = a"™a,, Bij =a" a" = A*ij7 (D.17)
it follows that
(AL AN = OTAL=GAN) B B = SOIB =8B, (4] B = 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.)
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D4 T*GL(2,C) as a parent theory

When using the polar decomposition, one may write g € GL(2, C) as

NC]

g=c"2UrP, (D.19)

with U e SU(2) and P a positive definite hermitian matrix with unit determinant. When

using this decomposition, it is convenient to use as a Lie algebra basis instead of Aij the
€a,a = 0,...3, given by

1 1

~3%0 3

with associated 7,’s. One may then reach 7*SL(2, C) by imposing the second class constraints

o, (D.20)

®=0, Inr=0, m=0, m=0. (D.21)

Note that & = 0 = r — 1 is equivalent to det g = 1 = det g, while 7p = —(7,' + 7,°).
In order to reach T*H* from 7*GL(2, C), one needs to impose the second class constraints,
91=92 G2~ _§21> pll = ,5227 p12 = —,5217 (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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