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REMARKS ON THE CONFIGURATION SPACE APPROACH TO
SPIN-STATISTICS

ANDRES F. REYES-LEGA AND CARLOS BENAVIDES

ABSTRACT. The angular momentum operators for a system of two spio-zefistin-
guishable particles are constructed, using Isham’s Caab@iroup Quantization method.
This mathematically rigorous method provides a hint at theect definition of (total) an-
gular momentum operators, for arbitrary spin, in a systenmdistinguishable particles.
The connection with other configuration space approachsspitostatistics is discussed,
as well as the relevance of the obtained results in view ofaipte alternative proof of the
spin-statistics theorem.

1. INTRODUCTION

The interest in a better understanding of the spin-stegistbnnection has increased in
the last years. In particular, many ideas having as final ailer&vation of the connection
within non-relativistic quantum mechanics have been dised[[1| 2, 3,14,15,16, 7] 8]. In
this context, the properties of the configuration spageof N identical (indistinguishable)
particles have been particularly emphasized, in view ofjdes physical implications.
The main fact motivating this approach is well known: In #hispatial dimensions, the
Fermi-Bose alternative emerges naturally (for spin zertighas) from the topology of the
configuration space. In two spatial dimensions, the pdggiloif anyonic statistics also
follows from the topological properties of the correspardconfiguration space. Thus,
by including the indistinguishability of quantum partislat the configuration space level,
the need for a further “symmetrization postulate” disappedhe history of the devel-
opments associated to this circle of ideas is quite compieXivolves the contributions
of many authors. This includes the implementation of Feymigpath integral approach
on multiply-connected spaces as initiated by Schulmanpi{®]application to systems
of identical particles by Laidlaw and DeWitit [10] and the ra@eometric formulation of
Leinaas and Myrheim [11]. For a more detailed descriptiothese (and more recent) de-
velopments, the reader is referred(tal[12,13, 14] and todferences cited therein. In this
paper, our main purpose is to draw attention to a point thaiur opinion, appears not to
have been taken sufficiently into account, namely, the agleg of the algebra of operators
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for any quantum description of a system of identical psetidbased on the configuration
spaceQy. The subtleties involved in the correct definition of infasimal (i.e. self-adjoint)
generators of symmetries, their domains and the algebegsdipresent are well known in
the context of quantization theory. But, in our view, in trentext of the non-relativistic
approach to spin-statistics they have received very ltilention. We believe that a careful
analysis of the representation-theoretic and functi@malytic issues involved in such an
approach could, eventually, shed new light into the problem

Having this aim in mind, in the present paper we will, as a 8tep in that direction,
consider the construction of the infinitesimal generatbrstations for a system of two in-
distinguishable spin zero particles. The constructiorasell on Isham’s canonical group
guantization[[16]. The results obtained will allow us toaddish contact with other ap-
proaches and hence to discuss their physical meaning. iBdity, in this paper we will
show that, contrary to the opinion of some authors (see,¥amgple, [17[ 18, 19]), con-
structions like the one developed by Berry and Robkins [Bhoagh different in some
crucial respects to the usual form of quantum mechanics,edfegtly fit into a general
scheme of quantum mechanics, based on the generally adqeystilates.

The paper is organized as follows. In secfidn 2, some wellknfacts about canoni-
cal commutation relations are reviewed. With this motwatiwe briefly review Isham’s
Canonical Group Quantization method in secfidon 3, emphagi#) the construction of
unitary representations of the canonical group for homegaa spaces and (ii) the role
played by the fundamental group of the configuration spackitarassociated universal
cover fibration. In section] 4 we then proceed, using Ishaneod, to exhibit the canon-
ical group for a system of two indistinguishable particles3i spatial dimensions. The
unitary representations of the canonical group are usedplicély construct the infini-
tesimal generators of rotations for this system. Secfioariains the main results of the
paper. There we establish explicit connections with previbeatments of quantum indis-
tinguishability. In particular, the connections to the jprtive module approach developed
in [5,[12,[14]15], as well as to the Berry-Robbins approaohdiscussed. Based on our
results, a general definition of “spin observables” in thetemt of quantum indistinguisha-
bility will be proposed. We finish with some conclusions icten[8.

Let us remark that a detailed construction of angular moaraerdperators for a mag-
netic monopole and for a system of indistinguishable plagias in the present paper) will
appear in the Villa de Leyva proceedings volume [13]. Thdietgalculations performed
in [13] using the Hopf bundle provide an additional motieatior the concrete realization
of the projective plane as a homogeneous space that we haserchere.

2. REMARKS ON CANONICAL COMMUTATION RELATIONS

For simplicity, we will start by considering quantum mecitarin one spatial dimen-
sion. We want to recall some crucial facts that link the getynef the classical phase
space to the form of the canonical commutation relationsRJIC@ one spatial dimension,
the CCR are given by

6, 6] =ih, [6,4] =0=[p,f]. 1)
According to the correspondence principle, quantum oladseg (as self-adjoint operators
acting on a Hilbert space) are obtained by means of a map “ 7 ivfach the position
variableq is promoted to a multiplication operatqraind for which the momentum, the
canonical conjugate df, is promoted to a differentiation operatpr="—ihd/dx. More
generally, Dirac’s quantization conditions require thelaeement of classical observables
f (that is, functions on phase space) by self-adjoint opesaftacting on a Hilbert space
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¢, in such a way that the Poisson Bracket of two classical @#bbézs is mapped to the
commutator of the corresponding self-adjoint operatorsitiermore, one would like to
have the property

o(f) = o(f), (@)
for sufficiently well behaved real functions say, for polynomials (von Neumann’s rule).
As is well known, such a quantization program is not impletable (Groenewold-Van
Hove's theorem). The proof of that theorem requires somdiadél technical assump-
tions, which we prefer to leave aside at this moment. For oupgses, a simple example
will make the point clear.

Suppose that a quantization map “ ~ " having the above meadigroperties exists.
Then we can compare the result of quantizing the functi@pp) = (pg)? in two different
ways, as explained below. Assume that the von Neumannfuteo{@s forg(t) = t%, and
consider the identities

1
pa= 3 ((p+a)*~p*~ ) 3
and .
p°a® =5 ((p°+0%)*— p*— ). 4
Applying the von Neumann rule t¢](3) we obta@a) =1/2(p§+ §p). Squaring this
expression and applying the CCR and the von Neumann rulategg, we then obtain:

— R a1

(po)* = p*¢” +2inpg — . (5)
In contrast, an analogous procedure, starting fidm (4)ldéa

(P?02) = PP62 + 2iApG — P, (6)

showing clearly that there is a consistency problem. Mechashave nevertheless been
devised in order to circumvent this and similar difficultif$ese have been available for
a long time and are well known, specially in the mathemapbgisics community. One of
these, geometric quantization [20] 21], is closely relabesiymplectic geometry. It allows
one (in certain cases), starting from a symplectic manifd|do map homomorphically
some subalgebra of the Poisson algeg¥a M), {, }) to an algebra of operators acting on
a suitably defined Hilbert space. But there are topologibatraictions to the existence of
such a map and the crucial steps of polarization and haffrimsrrections often obscure
the physical aspects of the problem.

Now, one could argue that quantization methods have littléat with the problem of
guantum indistinguishability, given that we are not onl{enested in the spin zero case,
and that, as is often said, “there is no classical model for’spAlthough it is possible
to envisage classical models (i.e. symplectic manifoldslhich spin arises as a conse-
guence of a quantization procedure, this is not our maintpaficoncern, regarding the
relevance of quantization. Our point is rather that, justamse of the fact that we are
dealing with aclassical configuration spacéhe very definition of the self-adjoint opera-
tors related to the symmetries of the configuration spacertt®prucially on the geometry
of the configuration space. And this is precisely where theedrnce gained from the
development of the different quantization methods migbtpruseful.

Quite recently, in a series of interesting papers, H.A. Kas{22,/23,24] has been
insisting on this point. He has pointed out that the carefubkideration of these matters for
the formulation of quantum mechanics on spaces like e.grckecmight have important
consequences for diverse problems in quantum optics, atnients of the Casimir effect,
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in relation to the cosmological constant, etc.. The apgrdattowed by Kastrup is to
a great extent based on the quantization method explainggimspiring Les Houches
lecture notes by Isham [16]. This method, in turn, has maayufes in common with
geometric quantization and also uses techniques develppdthckey [25] and Kirillov
[26].

Returning to CCR, let us consider the following interestex@mple. Instead dR,
we take as configuration space a half-line, theRetof positive real numbers. Let us
assume that we can take, as Hilbert space, the sgfdee (R ,dx). Now, let us assume
for a moment that the momentum operape —ihd/dx is a well defined, self-adjoint
operator. Then, sincp i$ the infinitesimal generator of translations, we can aoesthe
unitary operatol) (a) = e 2P, This operator would have the effect, on wave functions, of
translating them by a distanéex

(U(@)(x) = (x—Fa). (7)

But were this true, we could always choasén such a way that the support bf(a)y
ends up lying outsid® . Thus, the CCR in the forni(1) cannot hold in this space. The
reason for the breakdown of the CCR is that the vector #&ldx on this space is not
complete Thus, the momentum operatpiis'not well defined. Another example, that has
been much more discussed in the literature, is the circl@elfake as configuration space
the circleSt, the CCR breaks down again. The reason, in this case, liéeifatt thaS!
does not admit a global system of coordinates: At least tvavdinate charts are needed.
This fact has been known for a long time, the example beingptyarelated, for instance,
to the Aharonov-Bohm effect. In this case, it is ttopologyof the configuration space
that determines the correct substitute for the CCR. Aduditily, in this case there are many
different (i.e. unitarily inequivalent) Hilbert spacepresentationsf the new commutation
relations, in contrast to the casel®ft, where the Stone-von Neumann theorem guarantees
the uniqueness, up to unitary equivalence, of the stanaard 6f the CCRI[{IL). Quite
surprisingly, it is only until recently that these ideas éavarted to really draw attention
regarding concrete applications as, for instance, in groblrelated to coherent states.
The particular emphasis of Isham’s method on -first of alHifig the appropriate com-
mutation relations, given a classical configuration spacegry useful when studying this
type of problems. It turns out that even the CCR for quanturalragrics orR have a deep
geometric origin. To explain this, let us consider, follagilsham, the unitary operators

U(a):=e @ V(b):=e 4 (8)

Then, it is easy to check that the following transformatioles for the position and mo-
mentum operators hold:

V@U@ = G-Fa
V(bRV(b) T = p+fb (9)

Taking into account the correspondence principle, it isthatural to consider the follow-
ing action of the additive grouf x R on the phase spadéeR:

RxR)xT'R — TR
((avb)v(qvp)) — (q_aap+b)' (10)

A natural question then arises:
What is the relation between the (additive) gra#ig= (R x R, +) and the CCR in the
form [, p] = ih which, in the end, were the relations leading ugid (10)?
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As explained at length ir_[16], the answer is given by a gdrferanulation of the
guantization problem for a classical configuration spacecotding to Isham’s method,
the fundamental structure behind the CCR is a so-calfetbnical grougs’. This group
may arise directly from the geometry of the configuratiorcgpar more indirectly, arising
as the solution to aobstructionproblem, related to the construction of a quantization map.
In both cases, there is a gro#jof transformations of the phase space, from where all other
structures are derivBdIn the example oR, the group? is ¢ := (R xR, 4 ), acting on
phase space as indicated above, and the gedigptheHeisenberg groupln the general
case ofR", the latter is the group with underlying skt x R" x R and product defined by

. . L 1. .
(al,bl, rl) . (52, bz,l’z) = (314-32, b1 +bo,ri+ro+ E(bl cdy — bz-al)) . (11)

The unitary representations of this group (returning toactme ofR) are given by operators
of the form

U (a,b,r) = U (a)V(b)eH+ab/2), (12)
with U (a) andV (b) operators satisfying the (Weyl) relations
V(b)V(bz) = V(b1+by),
U(a)U(az) = U(ar+ay), (13)
U(aV(b) = V(bU(a)e 'H,

As is well known, these are precisely the commutation refetisatisfied by the operators
defined in[(8). The unitary representati@énallows us to obtain a representatiorof the
Lie algebra of the canonical grodf. In this case, the Lie algebra &f is theHeisenberg
algebra which is given, for general, by (R"®&R"@ R, [, |), with Lie bracket

[(81,b1,¢1), (82, B2, C2)] = (6, 0, 51-32—52-31) - (14)

As can be easily checked, the representationf this algebra obtained frorw, gives
precisely the CCR{1), witlp = ip(1,0,0), § =ip(0,1,0) andip(0,0,1) = u=h. The
answer to the question posed above is, then: The Lie algélih@ aanonical groufs’ is
acentral extensionby R, of the Lie algebra o = (R xR, +). Therefore, in this con-
text, Planck’s constant is seen to arise as the “centrapefiaf the extension. The deep
geometrical meaning of these structures becomes cleaeafimining different examples
of configuration spaces, like the ones discussed above,andhich noa priori given
position or momentum operators are given. Hence, in thasescédsham’s approach turns
out to provide a mathematically rigorous and physicallyfpsad method to find the ap-
propriate commutation relations. For instance, when thdigoration space is the circle
Sh, so that the phase spaceTisS!t = St x R, the canonical group will have a subgroup
given by the group of rotationSQ(2), acting through diffeomorphisms and, in addition,
an additive subgrouf®?, +) related to the functions cgsand sinp. The combined action
of these groups on the phase spacg' gives rise to a semi-direct produkt x SQ(2) or,
more generally, to the group? §qz). The topological quantum effects related to this
system (i.e. 8-states”) can be directly related to the unitary, irredieciepresentations of
the canonicalgroupR? x §q2). Similarly, Dirac’s quantization condition for the charge
of a magnetic monopole can be directly linked to the unitargducible representations of
the groupR? x SU(2), the canonical group of the phase sp@¢€?. In all these examples,

IThe groups? and® are closely related and do coincide in many cases.
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the self-adjoint generators of the representations withiigh an algebra whose commuta-
tion relations can be regarded as the “canonical’ comnuartaélations appropriate for the
given system.

In the next section, we will briefly describe Isham’s methanlgl in sectiofil4 we will
use this method in order to construct the infinitesimal gatoes of rotations for a system
of two identical particles.

3. CANONICAL GROUP QUANTIZATION

In this section we briefly summarize the method of Canonicalu Quantization, as
developed by Isham in [16]. The interested reader is engeuarto consult this reference,
where many examples are worked out explicitly and lots okemund motivation is given.

3.1. The canonical group. Roughly speaking, the general idea of this method suggests
that the quantization of a symplectic manifdltlis made possible, first, by finding a Lie
algebra which is related (in a way to be explained) to a gebugd symplectic transforma-
tions of M and, second, by the assumption that this Lie algebra geseiatsome sense,
the set of classical observables. In other words, the idé¢laeofluantization scheme is to
map isomorphically the Lie algebr®&'(¢) onto some Lie subalgebra (€ (M,R),{, }).
This map, calledP, allows one to define a quantization map by fixing a repretientd of
the group and assigning to each function lying in the image thfe self-adjoint generator
obtained fronlJ by means oP 1.

The program can be summarized by the following diagram:

0——> R —> C®(M,R) — > HamVFM) — 0, (15)

~
~ TV
~
P ~ .

2(9)

The meaning of the different terms appearindin (15) is thieddng. M is a symplectic
manifold (phase space). In many cases, and particularlggrekample we consider in
this paper, this phase space is a cotangent bultife, T*Q, with Q a configuration space.
The mapj assigns to each functioh on phase space (the negative of) its Hamiltonian
vector field. Following the notation in [16], we shall writgéi$ action in the following way:
j(f)=—¢&:. ¢ is a Lie group, acting by symplectic transformationswn#’(¢) denotes
the Lie algebra o¥. The mapy: £ (¥) — HamVKM) is the Lie algebra homomorphism
induced by theZ-action. The first row of the diagram represents a short esegience,
because the kernel of the mafs the set of constant functions on phase space. The motiva-
tion for studying that diagram comes from the fact that Heomikn vector fields generate
local one-parameter groups of symplectic transformatidtence, if we are given a Lie
sub-algebra o€ (M, R), the corresponding Hamiltonian vector fields can, in pplei
produce a group of symplectic transformations (for this @opossible, the vector fields
must be complete). In this way, a relation between functiorike given Lie sub-algebra
and elements in the Lie algebra of the group of symplectitsfiamations can be obtained.
The idea expressed in{|15) is based on the possibility of sevgthe procedure, i.e., if we
start with a group? of symplectic transformations, it is possible to assocatecally
Hamiltonian vector field to each element in the Lie algebrghefgroup. This mapping

is denotedy in (I5). Now, if the vector fields are Hamiltonian, then one ¢ to find a
kind of “inverse” for j, i.e., to find a Lie algebra homomorphid?n .2 (¢) — C*(M,R)
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in such a way that
joP=y (16)

holds.

Summarizing, the first step of Isham’s scheme consists inrfind Lie group¥ act-
ing onM by symplectic transformations and then trying to assodtateie algebra with
functions onM. More precisely, one looks for a Lie algebra homomorphism

P:. 2% — C*(M,R)
A — P(A a7)

satisfying [16). In order for th&-action onM to be suitable for the quantization procedure
to work, the following requirements must be met (cf.l[16]):

e The vector fields induced throughby the%-action must be globally Hamilton-
ian. This is required if the relation {IL6) is to make sense ilicbe the case if
HY(M,R) =0, or if ¢ is semi-simple.

e The action must be almost effective (this implies tpatill be injective) and tran-
sitive.

If this task is accomplished, we will be able to define a quaatibn map by using a unitary
representatiotd of the group and assigning to each smooth function, in thegénat

P, the self-adjoint generator obtained frdin To achieve the correspondence between
classical observables and the Lie algelffé&4), P must be linear and also a Lie algebra
homomorphism. In other wordB, must satisfy, in addition td_(16),

{P(A),P(B)} = P([AB)), (18)

forall AandBin £ (¥). In general, the existence of a mBpvith the desired properties is
not something obvious (cf._[16]). There might be algebrdistauctions to the existence of
P, arising from the quite stringent requiremdntil(18). In thoases where the obstruction
cannot be removed by a redefinition of the ni@ central extension o’ (¢) by R can
be used to construct the quantization map. In the exa@piteR, discussed in the previous
section, the obstruction cannot be removed and this is Hsorethat forces one to consider
the central extension of the Lie algebra®f= (R x R, +). Thecanonical groups” will be
either¥ (in case the obstruction can be made to vanish) or othertwegd be the unique
simply connected group the Lie algebra of which is the céetxtension of.Z(¥). The
next step of the quantization method (briefly discussedémixt subsection) consists in
finding all irreducible, unitary representations of theaaigal group.

An important question regarding the canonical group is Waetgiven a symplectic
manifold M, we can find a Lie group with the required properties and iffemy can
we choose among the possible, candidate groups. It turnthatutvhen the symplectic
manifold is a cotangent bundl®& = T*Q, there is a kind of “universal” solution to the
problem of finding a canonical group. Indeed, the semi-dpeaductC®(Q,R) /R x Diff Q
acts onT *Q by symplectic transformations. The actions defined, forfh] € C*(Q,R)/R,

@ e DiffQandl € T3 Q, by:

Pre) () =@ (1) — (dh)g(q)- (19)

Whereas the grous”(Q,R) /R and DiffQ act separately of*Q by symplectic transfor-
mations in a natural (but not transitive) way, the combinetiba (I9) is agroup action
if an only if the setC*(Q,R)/R x Diff Q is endowed with the structure of a semi-direct
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product. This follows from the requiremepy; o pg, = pg,g,- INdeed, we have:

Pl e © Piivela) (1) = Pty (@ (1) = (dhn) gy q)
= @)~ ([dM)g ) — (M) gog@  (20)

= ((@o@) ™) (1) —d(@ "M +h2) gom g

Pmogs +hl.gom) (1)
so thatp is a group action if and only if the product@°(Q,R) /R x Diff Q is given by

(Ih2), @) - ([, @1) = ([h2] + [N10@% 1], o). (21)

The crucial pointis that such a group action turns out toduesiitive and effective so that, in
this case, the problem of finding a canonical group reductstof finding suitable finite
dimensional subgroup¥ < C*(Q,R) andG < Diff Q, such that the symplectic action of
W x GonT*Qis still transitive.

3.2. Representations of the canonical group for homogeneous spes. The next step
of Isham’s scheme is to study the representations of thentaalagroup. In general, this
is not an obvious step, since the canonical group has naatproperties. However, we
do not need to consider the general case but only the clagswpgthat typically arise in
physical systems. Actually, in this work we only need to ¢deshomogeneous spaces of
the formQ = G/H whereG andH are Lie groups. In this case, the procedure to follow is
the following:

1. Find a vector spad#/, and a linear actioR of G onW, such thaG/H is aG-orbit
onW.

2. T*Qis then obtained by restriction af'W =W x W*.

3. Thereis a left action o :=W* x G on T*W, given by

lgr g (U @) = (ROUR (G P —9'),
whereR* is the linear action o on W* induced by duality. If we restrict the
domain of everyp € W* to the G-orbit, we can regar@g as a smooth function
f9:Q — R, given by f®(u) := ¢(u), (ue Q — W). Therefore, we can regard
¢ as a finite dimensional subgroup ©F(Q,R)/R x DiffQ and consider it as a
legitimate candidate for the canonical group.

4. The magP from (18) is given, in this case, by

P:ZW'xG) — C*(Q'W,R)
A=(¢.A)  — PA):(UY)— PRAU)+ (). (22)

5. Itcan be shown (cfl[16]), th&t satisfies all the properties required by the scheme:
The action is symplectic (by construction) and it is als®efifze and transitive.
Moreover, the majp is a Lie algebra homomorphism. Hence, there is no obstruc-
tion and the canonical group can be chosen t&be

The unitary, irreducible representationsétan be constructed using Mackey's theory of
induced representations. The representation space wiidospace of square-integrable
sections of a hermitian vector bundteoverQ = G/H, associated to the principal bundle
G — G/H. This requires the use of an irreducible unitary represiemtaof H and the
existence of &-quasi-invariant measune on Q. The operators representi®are then
constructed using a lift’ of the G-action| on Q to the corresponding associated vector
bundleE. This lift will provide E with the structure of &-vector bundle, i.e., the lift'
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gives aG-action onE which is linear on the fibers and such that the following daagr
commutesg € G):

——=E (23)

In the present case, the lift is the one naturally inducedhieyright action ofG on the
principal bundle (cf.[[16]). Explicitly, we have, for an egalence clas§(p,v)] € E (recall
thatE is associated t& — G/H through an irreducible representationtty:

15([(p.v)]) = [(gp.V)]. (24)

Once we have identified the lift, we can define the unitary afpe/ (¢, g) (this operator is
to be compared to the one definedlinl(12) ) through its actiosgolare-integrable sections

Wer(E):
(@v<¢,g>4»<x>:=:eW<”1/%ﬁ?<x>lgwwg1-x>, (25)

wheredpy/du is the Radon-Nikodym derivative @fy with respect tqu.

In the present paper we are only interested in the subgBofithe canonical group, as
it this this group that will give rise to the topological guam effects we are seeking. Let
us therefore define the unitary operator

U(g):=%(0,9). (26)

Now, if we consider a curvg; on G, corresponding to a given infinitesimal generator
of the group, we can obtain the action of the infinitesimalegators on sections through
differentiation with respect tt

d
= il (V@W)0. @7)

This is the key formula for the calculations in the followisgctions.

JW(X):

Remark 1. Here we have considered the quantization of a configurat@tes which is
a homogeneous space-QG/H. Hence, there is a principal fibre bundle from which
important information is extracted when constructing tberesponding quantum theory:

H—-G—=G/H=Q. (28)
This point of view is particularly useful if one is interesia the quantum operators corre-
sponding to the self-adjoint generators of the group G. €hgrthough, another possible

route, that puts more emphasis on the role of the fundamgraap of Q. LeQ denote the
universal cover of Q. Then there is a fibration

m(Q) = Q—Q, (29)
for which there are certairifting theoremsavailable. These theorems can be used to
construct a lift of the G-action on Q to an associated vectmndjeé Xp Ck, wherep
is an irreducible representation af;(Q) on CX. When the subgroup H is disconnected,
interesting quantum effects will appearg*“states”) and, since they are closely related to

the non-triviality ofr (Q), the second approach provides an alternative and clear way t
describe these effects.
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4. QUANTIZATION OF THE CONFIGURATION SPACE OF2 INDISTINGUISHABLE
PARTICLES

4.1. The configuration space. The configuration space for a systemfdentical parti-
cles is not the Cartesian prodi?V, but the space obtained by identifying pointsii#N
representing the same physical configuration. Therefoeeconfiguration space can be
written as _
Qn =Qn/Sw, (30)

where

Qn = {(r1,....rn) € R™|ri £ 1) wheneveri # j}, (31)
and wheresy is the permutation group. The non-coincidence conditigr is included in
the definition in order to makéN a manifold and to avoid the coincidence of two particles.

Remark 2. The non-coincidence condition is a topologically nonitivassumption. It
is because of this fact that the fundamental group gfiQisomorphic to §. It is known
that the only two possible scalar quantizations gf e those that give rise to Fermi or
Bose statistics, and this in turn follows from the fact thaniirs (Qn),U (1)) has exactly
two elements. For an interesting discussion on the phystedilis of this assumption, the
reader is encouraged to cons{&8].

In the case of two identical particles, we can consider asfaamation to center of mass
and relative coordinates:

. 1
(?1,?2) — (RZ E(?1+?2),?= f'l—f’z). (32)

This transformation gives rise to a diffeomorphi@d x R® = Ry, x R, The non-
coincidence condition does not play any role for the certarass position vector, whereas
for the relative position vectdtit impliest £ 0. For this reason, when imposing the non-
coincidence condition, we see that the sp@gss diffeomorphic toR3 x & x R,. The
factor Ry accounts for the relative distance between the particles, we must have:

r =|| F||> 0. The action of the permutation group @a affects only thes? factor. Hence,
when taking the quotient, we obtain:

Q2R3XRP?x R, (33)
whereRP? is the two dimensional projective space, appearing hefiesifidrms?/ Z,.

Remark 3. As remarked above, it is the fundamental group of the cordigur space
that is responsible for the topological quantum effects veeiterested in. Although one
could proceed to study the quantization of the whole cordignm space @, it will be
more convenient to isolate only the part of the canonicaligrthat is of direct relevance
for our discussion. Nevertheless, it is important to emeathat the implementation of
Isham’s method to the quantization of @quires the use of some non-trivial additional
mathematical results (see below).

Since our aim is to construct the infinitesimal generatonotdtions for this problem,
it will be convenient to describe the configuration space beraogeneous space for the
groupSU(2). SinceRP? is the quotient of a sphere with respect to the antipodal mwap,
can use the fact th& = SU(2) /U (1) to obtain a diffeomorphism of the for®U(2) /H,
whereH is adisconnectedroup. The details of this construction are given in the appe
atthe end of the paper, and the resultis that if we consigdptlowing subgroup o8U(2),

G D) e
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we obtainRP? = SU(2)/H. We denote the elements 8t)(2) by tuples(zy, z) that rep-

resent matrices of the form B
n I

- ). 35

(5 2) (35)

Let us considet) (1) as the subgroup d8U(2) consisting of all diagonal matrices of the
form diagA,A), with [A| = 1. Aright action ofU (1) on SU(2) is then given by

(55)-(33)(3 D)1 &) o

that can be equivalently expressed(agz) — (20,21) - A = (AZ,Az1). Accordingly,
points in the quotient spaU(2)/U (1) = S* will be denoted byjzy : z;]. This allows us
to express points iiRP? as equivalence clases$/Z,, of the form[[z : z]].

4.2. The canonical group. For simplicity, we will only consider that part of the config-
uration space that corresponds to the relative motion op#réicles. Therefore, let us
consider the manifold
RP? x R (37)

The symplectic space we must consider is theref6(&P? x R, ). The symplectic 2-form
is therefore obtained, in a canonical way, from Liouvillé*$orm, in the standard way. We
can use the fact that the projective space can be written astaeqt ofSU(2) in order to
construct the canonical group. TlRe factor will contribute to the canonical group with
certain “dilation” factors that pose no problem. But, if want to apply the techniques
discussed on sectidh 3, (especially the techniques thit fpphomogeneous spaces) we
are confronted with the problem of finding a vector spétearrying a representation of
SU(2) in such a way thaRP? can be realized as &1J(2)-orbit onW. Fortunately, there
a theorem, due to Palais [31] and Mostaw|[32], which guaestbat this can be done.
The idea is to regard the spaG¢RP?) as a representation space ®WJ(2). On then
shows that it is possible to find an embeddhgRP? — R¥, F(x) = (f1(x),..., fk(X)),
with the property that the vector spaces generated by theftramed functiong- fj, with
g € SU(2), are all finite dimensional. The dual of the direct sum of Westor spaces
carries, by construction, a linear action®f(2). It is finite dimensional and (this is the
key part) there is aSU(2) orbit on it which is diffeomorphic ta®RP?. An explicit form
for the embedding is given (using homogeneous coordinatdsnormalized entries), for
instance, by

F(x:y:Z) = (yzxzxyy* - 2). (38)
Since the component functions can be written as linear coatioins of spherical harmon-
ics, the embedding has the required properties and givesxia linear actiolR of SU(2)
on a vector spac® having an orbit diffeomorphic t&®®P?. We can now use the linear
actionRin order to construct the semi-direct product

G = W* % (SU(2) x R,,). (39)

Applying the techniques for homogeneous spaces describgettior. B, we see that this
group can be used as a canonical group for the quantizatiBfPdk R,.. Using Mackey
theory, one finds that the unitary, irreducible represé@natof the canonical group relevant
for the description of spinless particles are defined on ¢bé) space of sections of a
Hermitean line bundle ovékP? x R, . The unitary operator corresponding to an element
(w,0,A) € W* x (SU(2) x Ry) of the canonical group, is the one acting on sections as
follows: .

(% (W,9.2))W([K,r) := A%2e ™)1 Tw([g~2x, Ar). (40)
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The following remarks are in order:

e There are exactly two line bundles that can be chosen. Orteeaf ts the trivial
one, and gives rise to quantum particles obeying Bose titatiand the other one
is a non-trivial flat line bundle, that gives rise to quantuantigles obeying Fermi
statistics. The two bundles appear in this formalism as lasnakssociated to the
principal bundleH — SU(2) — SU(2)/H through unitary representations ldf
For details, see below.

e Once a choice of line bundle has been made, we automatidatiéiroa lift |,
using [24).

e Since we are mainly interested in the explicit form of theidagmomentum op-
erators, we will work with the subgroupU(2) of the canonical group. For this
reason, we define:

U(g):=(0,9,1). (41)

4.3. Quantization of angular momentum generators. According to Isham’s scheme,
we must consider unitary representations of the gtdupn one complex dimension, we
only have two possibilities. One given by the trivial remetation and the other one given
by

K: H — GI(C)

(g}g\) — 1, (42)

0 A
(_)\ 0)>—>—1.

The total space of the line bundBJ(2) x « C associated to the principal bun@&(2) —
SU(2)/H is the spacé[(g,v)]|g € SU(2) andv € C} of equivalence classes defined by the
equivalence relatiofg,v) ~ (gh, k (h~1)v). The projection is given by

Tk ([(20,21),V]) = [[20 : z]]- (43)

The action of the rotation grouU(2) on RP? is given, forg = (a,B) € SU(2) and
p=[z0:z]] € RP? bylg(p) = [[azo — Bz1 : Bzo+ az]]. According to the discussion of
the previous section, a lift is naturally induced by the pipal bundleSU(2) — SU(2) /H.
Explicitly, we have:

lg ([(20521)’\/]) = [(g(ZOaZl)vv)] : (44)
The action of the corresponding infinitesimal generatorsreaw be explicitly computed,

following the prescriptiong (25) and {27). For more detaitsthis calculation, the reader
is referred to[[18].

5. INTERPRETATION OF THERESULTS AND COMPARISON WITHOTHER APPROACHES

5.1. Explicit expressions for the infinitesimal generators.Having the above remarks
in mind, let us proceed to obtain explicit expressions feritifinitesimal generators con-
structed in the previous section. We start by constructmealicit isomorphism between
the bundleSU(2) x « C and the nontrivial line bundle”_ of RP?, regarded as a subbundle
of the trivial bundleRP? x C® — RP?, as described below.

Using the standard homogeneous coordinates, we &Rer S?/Z, with the follow-
ing charts & = 1,2,3):

Ug = {[{ € RP?| xq # O}. (45)
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The total space ofZ_ is, as a set, given by:

{(H,A]@(x))) € RP? x C*|A € Candx € [x]}, (46)
with

9(-)): 8 — C°
X — o) (47)

beinganymap fromS’ to C? satisfying the following conditions:
(i) Itis smooth.
(i) |@(x)) # 0 forallxe S
(iii) |@(—x)) = —|@(x)) for all x € $.
The bundle projection is defined througti([X],A |@(X)))) = [X]. According to [(46), an

elementin the total space 6f_ is given by a tuple of the forr({x], A |@(x))). Alternatively,
we can describe the bundle saying that the fiber pyés the subsef[x]} x Vi of RP? x

C3, whereV is the vector space generated by the vehox)) € C3. Local trivializations
for £ aregivenby ¢ =1,2,3):

b T Y (Ug) — UgxC

(KA Je(¥))  — (X, sign(xa)A). (48)

They give rise to the following transition functions:

[} gap([X]) = sign(xaxg). (49)

If 9= (20,21) € SU(2) andv € C, thenTi ([(9,V)]) = [[20: z1]] is @ point inSU(2) /H. Let
x(g) denote the point i’ obtained frong through the quotient mapuU(2) — SU(2) /U (1)
and let[x(g)] denote the corresponding equivalence class, with respéue tquotient map
& — &/7Z,. Theniitis clear thatg ([(g,Vv)]) = [x(9)], independently of the chosen This
fact allows us to construct the following isomorphism betwéhe two bundles:

®:SUQ2)xxC — £
[(gv)] — (X(©@)]VIex9))- (50)

Using this isomorphism, we can “transfer” the lift to the bilgn.Z_, as indicated in the
following diagram:

(51)
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FromTg = ®olf o ® 1 we get, forg = (a, B):

Tg(X, A [9(x)) (@olgo® ) (X, |@(x)))
= (®ol})[(z0.21).2)]
= @[((a,B)(0,21),7)]
= ([x@.2)] .2 |otxiz.2)))). (52)
where we have used the notatiz{p: azg— Ezl and z'1 = B2+ 0az. Here,(2,21) is
chosen in such a way that= x(2p,2) = [[z0 : z1]]-
Now, notice that a smooth section ofi. can always be written in the fort#([x]) =

([X],a(x)|@(x))), with a: S — C a smoothantisymmetridunction [12]. Such a section
transforms under the action 80J(2) in the following way:

U@W)(X) = 1g(WE X)) =T1g([g " x| alg %) |e(g " %))
= (X.a@™*x)ex)). (53)
From this we immediately see that the infinitesimal genesakare given by
(FW) () = (¥, (Lia)(x) [9())) (54)

wherelL; is the usual (orbital) angular momentum operator!

5.2. Interpretation of the results in the light of the projective module approach. In
order to interpret this result, let us make reference to g@a@ach proposed in [15] and
further developedir |5, 12, 14], where extensive use of #reesSwan equivalence of vec-
tor bundles and projective modules is made. Since the usesoéquivalence is (perhaps)
not generally known in the context of non-relativistic qttan mechanics, the interested
reader is referred to [5, 12, 14,115] where many explicit@ialtons are carried out. In the
present case, given a (normalized) m@p-)) satisfying properties)-(iii ), it is possible
to show that theorojector p: [X] — |@(x))(@(x)| gives rise to a finitely generated projec-
tive modulep(;sz) over the algebra?, of complex, continuous even functions over the
sphere. It can be shown that this module is isomorphic tasthemodule of sections on
the bundleZ_: T'((£_). Let us explain this in some detail.

Regard the two-sphef@ as the effective configuration space (space of normalided re
ative coordinates) for a system of two point particles ieéhspatial dimensions, excluding
coincidence points. Then, the configuration space for tleeparticles, when regarded as
indistinguishablas the projective spadeP?. Using the fact that every even function &h
can be regarded as a functionBR? and vice versa, it is useful to consider the following
decomposition of the spacS?) of complex continuous functions on the sphere:

C(S) =, 0., (55)

where (as already mentioned), denotes the subspaceafenfunctions and7_ denotes
the subspace afddfunctions. Clearly, we must have the followiatgebraisomorphism:

o, = C(RP?), (56)

or, equivalently:

Evenfunctions onS? can be regarded as functions BR? or, equivalently, as
sectionon the trivial line bundleZ, overRP?.
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On the other hand, we have the following isomorphisms ofdipigenerated, projective
o/, -modules:
o =p(d3) =T (L), (57)

or, in other words,

Oddfunctions onS? can be regarded agctionson the non-trivial line bundle
& overRP?,

According to the quantization approach we have used in dyep the Hilbert space of a
theory obtained from a classical configuration spQoill be given, in general, by (the
completion of) some space of square integrable section davea gpundle oveQ. That
means that, in our present example, the two Hilbert spacesbieén are given by (a suit-
able completion) of the section spafds?, ) andl' (.£_) (i.e. the Fermi-Bose alternative).
But each one of these “pre” Hilbert spaces is -in every resamorphic, and hence car-
ries exactly the same information, as the modudg, respectivelyez_. Therefore, if we
consider the transformation properties of a wave functiat is a section ifZ., we must
obtain an equivalent transformation rule in the correspungpaces.. The construction
of infinitesimal generators for rotations that we have jesfarmed is based on a rigorous
guantization scheme. One is thus comforted to find that tlgeilan momentum opera-
tors J; obtained this way, as operators actinglgqZ_ ), exactly match the usual angular
momentum operatots, acting as differential operators on (the restrictiomfoof) C(S).

To be more explicit, let us cafb the &7, -module isomorphism betweest andl" (L_).
With a fixed choice of@), as described above, it is given by

P — [(Z)
a —— L'Ja, (58)

whereW,([x]) := a(x)|@(x)). Notice that in spite of the fact that— |@(x)) cannotbe
regarded as a section &f_, the mapx] — Wa([x]) is a well defined section a&’_. What
our results indicate, then, is not only that the underlyingadr spaces from which the cor-
responding Hilbert spaces are supposed to be construgedathematically equivalent,
but that the corresponding generators of symmetries daaisaide. In fact,[(54) can now
be rewritten as followsJ;(Wa) = Wy, (4 Or, in a more suggestive way:

Jo®=®dol;. (59)

Let us note that similar intertwining relations for angutamentum operators have been
shown by Kuckert[[4] to play an important role regarding tp@sstatistics connection.
It would therefore be desirable to obtain a global versidang the lines explained in
the present paper, of his results. Recalling the remarksriradectiong]2 and 3.1, we
are led to believe that important information is being dismeled when studying the spin-
statistics connection using the configuration spacé (3@ely, the implementation (by
means of self-adjoint operators) of the angular momentuenaiprs corresponding to the
generators constructed above may involve some repregemtheoretic and functional
analytic aspects that could be of importance. An exampidaaiing our point of view is
given by the careful consideration of the possible selbidjextensions of the Laplacian
on these configuration spaces (for two spatial dimensi@ssgarried out some time ago
by Bourdeau and Sorkin [28].
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5.3. How the observable “spin” should be defined.As a motivation, let us begin this
subsection by considering the following elementary exaspl

Spin zero particle in three spatial dimensions:

The wave function of such a particle is a complex functipnR® — C. Since there are
no internal degrees of freedom, the action of a rotagi@nSU(2) on the wave function is
simply given by
g- W) =y(g'n). (60)

Notice that, while the left hand side is being evaluated atghintr in space, the right
hand side is being evaluated atlifferentpoint, namelyg~'r. Whereas in this case this
transformation rule makes prefect sense, if the configumagpace were a topologically
non trivial manifold, such that the more general possipitit defining the wave function
as a section on a non trivial bundle would exist, the above wduld not make sense.
What one needs to correct that rule in the general case isla 6f the SU(2) action to
the bundle. As we have seen, in the case of two identical sgim zarticles there are two
possibilities for the quantum theory. The one correspagtiirFermi statistics (i.e. the one
giving the wrong spin-statistics connection) is implensehdn a Hilbert space of sections
on a non trivial line bundle. Hence we see that, even if théigardo not have spin, a lift
to the total space will be generally needed.

The next example is intended to show that the transformatioperties fooneparticle
of spin 1/2 already include a lift, although the bundle irsttése is a trivial bundle.

Spin 1/2 particle in three spatial dimensions:

In this case the Hilbert space is given by
2 =L%R% ®C2 (61)
The spin state spadg? has a basig|+),|—)}, with respect to which the wave function
can be written:
Y=y o[+ +P-o|-),
with ¢y andy_ position dependent functions. The spin operafrsSs, proportional to
the Pauli matrices, furnish a representation of the Lietaige1(2), acting onC?:

Seit) = [%)
SilE) = 0 ©2)
Sl = ol

These matrices, together with the angular momentum ogsigtagive rise to the infini-
tesimal generators of rotations, acting.#fi, by angular momentum addition:

J=Li®lde2+1d 23 @ S. (63)

By exponentiation of; andS we obtain representations of the rotation gr&u4(2) on
L?(R®) andC?, respectively. Explicitly § € SU(2)), we have:

Q- Ys)() = yu(g*7)
9|+ = 2Y3(g)|%),

where2'/2(g) are the usual rotation (Wigner) matrices. Thus, the transdtion of the
complete wave function under finite rotations is givenfoy» g- ¢, with g- ¢ defined by:

(g-¥)(M) = 2Y2(g)(w(g 7). (64)
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In this case, the wave function can be regarded as a vectoed/ahapy : R® — C? or,
equivalently, as aectionay, on the trivial vector bundle with total space givenlkyx C2.
The section corresponding i is then given by

oy(T) == (F,y(F)). (65)
Looking back at[(2b), we see that by regarding the wave fanets a section of the (trivial)
bundleR?3 x C? — R3, the transformation rul&(64) is the one induced by the uailhg lift:

IT:SU(2) x (R®xC?) — (R3xC? (66)
(9.(Tv) +— 1(Tv) = (g-T, 22 (g)v).

We thus recognize that this familiar case also fits in the g@rseheme discussed in the
previous sections. Moreover, this shows that, in order fmdéhe transformation proper-
ties of a wave function which is given by a section in a (pdgsiln trivial) vector bundle
over the configuration space, all we need is to find a lift ofgheup action to the total
space of the bundle. This can have interesting effects. ¥anple, in the case of a scdfar
particleQ = &, the behavior under rotations of the wave function can Hiexraionicchar-
acter, according to the (induced) representatio®df2) chosen. In that case, this is a
consequence of the non triviality of the bundlel[13].

Motivated by the rigorous result obtained by applicatiostiam’s method to the case
of spin zero particles, we thus propose:

The correct definition of spin operators for a system of N stidguishable
particles must involve a lift of the S@)-action on the configuration spaceQ
to the vector bundle where the wave functions are defined.

In the next subsection we will show how this definition fitsfpetly with the definition
given by Berry and Robbins in]2].

5.4. Relation with the Berry-Robbins approach. Let us now briefly comment on how
our approach relates to the one of Berry and Robbins [2].igebproach, spin vectors are
position dependent, giving rise tot@nsported spin basisThe transition from the fixed
spin basis to the transported one is effected through thenaof a position dependent
unitary operatot) (r). Momentum as well as spin operators are also obtained frem th
“fixed” operators, and thus required to depend on positiarpdrticular, the infinitesimal
generators fospin angular momentuire given by

(M) :=U(Msui(). (67)
In the present paper we have only considered the spin zeeo Bavertheless, it becomes
apparent that for general values of spin, the appropridiaitien of (spin) angular mo-
mentum operators should involve the structure 8£42)-bundle. What th&U(2) lift that
we have considered for the spin zero case accomplishes & giveng € SU(2), to gen-
erate the transport of a vector in the fiber over a given ppiotsome other vector, lying
in the fiber over the image poify(q). It can be showr [12] that, fag close to the identity
of the group, parallel transport (with respect to the cacalhyj given flat connection on
the bundle) of the vector from the fiber owgto the fiber ovety(q), coincides with the

action of the lift,1§, on the given vector. This can be recognizedin (52) from ffece
of the lift on elements of the total space &f_, becausd|[x],A |@(x))) gets mapped to

2In the sense of having spin zero
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(Ig([X]),A|@(9-X))). Were we considering spin degrees of freedom, we would hare m
“transported vectors” of the typg). They would play the role of the transported spin
basis of Berry and Robbins. Then, the effect of a rotationld/nclude, apart from this
“parallel transport rotation”, an instrinsic rotation i each fiber. This is precisely what
the transported spin operat@&sr) accomplish. In the construction of Berry and Robbins,
parallel transport is effected by the operdtiqr). Thus, we can recast the action2i9(2)

on wave functions in that construction as follows. Let usalemwith|j,m(F)) the trans-
ported spin vectors, written in the total angular momentasis 1fn® is the vector bundle
(constructed as a sub-bundle of a trivial bundle of highekyaver the sphere, whose
fibers overr is the vector space spanned by all the vectpn\(T)) (r being kept fixed),
then we can define the followirdt of the SU(2) action on the sphere:

1§ (r ,zAJ,mn,m(r») — (g-r S Al (g-r)@i(g)U(r)*u,m(r») . (69)
m im

Following the prescriptions indicated in{25) andl(27),sitthen possible to recover the
spin operator§ (f') from the above defined lift. This shows that construction efr and
Robbins also fits into the framework described in this paper.

Finally, we would like to contribute to clarify a point thaty our opinion, has been
misinterpreted. Recently, Allen and Mondragonl[18] havtaized the proposal made by
Peshkin in[[7] (for Peshkin’s reply, see [30]). While we doegthat Peshkin’s construc-
tion contains a flaw in the argumentation, we do not sharepivéan of those authors (and
others, like in[[19]) who (referring to recent work on spiatsstics, particularly to [7] and
[2]) claim that“..quantum mechanics is modified so as to force a spin-siedisonnection,
but the resulting theory is quite different from standarg/gibs”. In this paper, we have
tried to motivate and to explain why we believe such clainecampletely unsubstantiated.
From the remarks on the previous sections, it is completelgrahat quantum mechan-
ics can be consistently formulated on a great variety of gondition spaces. While these
schemes have, with time, grown to be full-fledged mathembtieories and so, many
interesting examples do not seem to have a direct physiterpiretation or application,
schemes like Isham’s one go to the very heart of quantum méhand provide useful
and physically sensible results and insights. In partictii@ equivalence betwee#. and
I'(Z+) has been extended in this paper to include the infinitesie@émators of rotations.
Thus, while it is true that taking the indistinguishabild@fparticles into account already at
the level of the configuration space makes the analysis afdhesponding quantum the-
ory more complicated, due to the non-trivial topology of tafiguration space, a detailed
study of the respective quantum theory shows that we canéeemgily the same textbook
formalism of quantum mechanics, with the conceptual diffiee that the Fermi-Bose al-
ternative (at least for spin zero particles) and with it thiemmetrization postulate, do not
need to be imposed “by hand”.

6. CONCLUSIONS

In this work we have considered the canonical group quaitizaf the projective space
RP2, as a model for the quantum theory of two non-relativistin sgero identical parti-
cles. The approach has been motivated by a discussion oéliheance of commutation
relations for the formulation of a quantum theory based olass@cal configuration space.
The main focus has been on the construction of the infinitgsganerators of rotations.
The operators obtained have been used to complete the Emqagalready established be-
tween the spaces of wave functions on the sphere and spasestioins on the projective
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space. The connection of our formalism with different ajjefes has been established
and discussed.

APPENDIXA.

The projective plan®&P? can be represented as the quoti®aX3)/0(2), whereO(2)
is the group of orthogonal transformations. This group cawltten as the union of two
disjoint sets: The matrices with determinant 1 and the mednivith determinant1. Then,
in order to show that the projective space is a homogeneaegswe write the orthogonal
groupO(2) as a subgroup Q(3):

cosp —sing O —cosp sing O
sinp cosp O |, sinp cosp O |0<@<2m,.
0 0 1 0 0o -1

Since this is a subgroup &Q(3), by means of the “spinor map” (here we follow the
notation from[[29]), we can associate each matri©ii2) with a matrix inSU(2). In fact,
the homomorphism

Spin:SU(2) — SQ3)
u(y,n) — R(y,N), (69)
relates each matrix iBU(2) to a matrix inSQ(3), where
u(g,n) = cogy/2)ld—isin(y/2)(xox+ yoy+z0;)

cofyY/2)—isin(y/2)z —ysin(y/2) —ixsin(Y/2)
(ysin(cp/Z)—ixsin(w/Z) cogy/2)+isin(y/2)z )

Every rotation can be parameterized by an axis of rotatien(X,y, z), with [x|2 + |y|? +
|z]2 = 1, and an angle of rotation about this axjs, Then, we can write every matrix in the
rotation grouR(y, A) by

R(w,A) = e?N = Id + (sing)N + (1 — cosp)N?, (70)

where Id is the identity matrix and

is a skew-symmetric matrix lying in the Lie algels@3), with the following properties:

—(yY*+2) Xy Xz
N2 = Xy —-(x2+2) yz
Xz yz —(x2+y?)

andN3 = —N, N* = —N?, N® = N, etc.. The matrixR(y,A) arises from geometrical
considerations. It is, in fact, the rotation through an amghbout an axis along. ”
In fact, using[(ZD) we can find an angleand a unit vecton Such that

cosp —sing O
sing cosp 0 | =I1d+ (sing)N+ (1 — cosp)N2.
0 0 1

The equation for the elemeRgz is 1= 1— (1 — cosy)(x? +y?). Then,x? +y? = 0. Since
this is the sum of two positive numbers, the only solutior isy = 0. This implies that
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7 =1, and we choose, for reasons to become clear in the nextzstep,1. Finally, the
equation for the elemeiR;; is cosp = 1 — (1 — cosy); theny = ¢. The conclusion is

cosp —sing O
sing cosp O | =R(p,(—1,0,0)).

0 0 1
The corresponding matrix i8U(2) is, then:
g?2 0

In the same way, we can also find an angjland a unit vecton Such that

—cosp sing O
sing cosp O | =Id+(sing)N+(1—cosy)N?.
0 0 -1

This matrix to the square is equal to the identity. We can higefact to find the value of
the angle:
Id = [Id+ (sing/)N+ (1— COSL,U)NZ]Z = ld+ sing(sing + 1 — 2cosp)N2.

The equality is satisfied if st = 0, so = . The equation for the elemefs is
—1=1-2(x*4y?), and the conclusion is thaf +y* = 1; it follows thatz= 0. Finally,
the equations for the elemerRg; andRy; are:

—cosp = 1-2% (72)
sing = 1—2¢, (73)
then we have that = sin(¢/2) andy = cog¢/2). The conclusion is

—cosp sing O
( sinp cosp O )_R(n,(cos(qo/Z),cos((p/Z),O)).

0 0 -1
The corresponding matrix i8U(2) is, then:
0 iel®/2
( —ie7 1?20 > (74)

From the explicit calculations above, it is now clear that gnojective space can also be
written as the homogeneous sp&té(2) /H, where

(4 2).(3 )i

is a subgroup 08U(2). In fact, let us note that the orbits bif on SU(2) are generated by
terms of the following form:

wmn=(5 8)(5 1) (S B)-wsn
won-(5 8)(5 3)-( 8 %)-rman

The set of equivalence classes for this action is clearlyvatgnt to the quotien§?/Z;,
i.e. toRP?,

and
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