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Space and matter may both be manifestations of a single fundamental quantum dynamics, as
it may become evident during black-hole evaporation. Inspired by the fact that quantum electro-
dynamics underlies the classical theory of elasticity, that in turn has a natural and well-known
geometric description in terms of curvature and torsion, related to topological defects, here we move
some necessary steps to find the map from such fundamental quantum level to the emergent level of
classical space and quantum matter. We proceed by adapting the boson transformation method of
standard quantum field theory to the quantum gravity fundamental scenario and successfully obtain
the emergence of curvature and torsion, our main focus here. In doing so we have been able to over-
come difficult issues of interpretation, related to the Goldstone modes for rotational symmetry. In
fact, we have been able to apply the boson transformation method to disclinations, to relate them to
the spin structure and to give an heuristic derivation of the matter field equation on curved space.
We also improve results of previous work on the emergence of geometric tensors from elasticity
theory, as the non-Abelian contributions to the torsion and curvature tensors, postulated in those
papers, here emerge naturally. More work is necessary to identify the type of gravity theories one
can obtain in this way.

I. INTRODUCTION

The main goal of this paper is to offer general physical arguments and mathematical tools that govern the emergence
of classical space as a collective manifestation of an underlying, largely unknown, quantum dynamics. In doing so,
we have in mind black hole (BH) evaporation, where these fundamental quantum entities might realize this picture
[1, 2]. Nonetheless, the general framework for emergence should remain valid in other settings.

We take inspiration from the classical theory of elasticity, with its gravity-geometry tensors (metric, gij , curvature,
Rijkl, torsion, T ijk), whose ultimate dynamical responsible is quantum electrodynamics (QED): a single quantum

interaction at the “fundamental level” of the classical collective behavior [3].
The second part of this program (from classical elasticity to gravity-geometry theory) is actually an old one, as

already in the 1980s Kleinert [4, 5] and in the 1990s Katanaev and Volovich [6] built-up correspondences between
3-dimensional geometry-gravity theories alla Cartan, gauge theories of ISO(3), and classical elasticity, especially in
the presence of topological defects. Later this went beyond a simple mathematical tool to describe elastic phenomena
and became a paradigm for fundamental physics on the emergence of space, known as “crystal gravity” [7].

Although, of course, we do keep those results in mind and actually improve some of those derivations, our concern
is the first part of the program, that is the general mechanism through which the quantum fundamental dynamics
produces the classical emergent theory. The second step, from the classical emergent theory to specific types of gravity
theories (e.g., General Relativity (GR), Teleparallel Gravity (TG), Conformal/Weyl Gravity (CG)) lies beyond the
scope of this work.

According to the quantum gravity (QG) framework we have in mind, both matter and space are emergent phenomena
of a fundamental quantum dynamics [1] of basic fermionic [2] constituents that, with Feynman [3] and Bekenstein [8],
we call “Xons” [9] (for a recent review see Ref. [10]).

The low-energy theory of reference is a quantum field theory (QFT) living in some target space but both, the
quantum matter and the classical space (i.e. the classical metric, torsion and curvature tensors), are emerging from
the same dynamics. The final outcomes for matter and for space are different. Those Xons that bosonize, condense
and form the lattice making space, whose approximate description is that of the classical continuum we experience
at our scales. Those Xons that do not bosonize, make what we identify as “matter ” at our scale1. There is a

∗ alfredo.iorio@mff.cuni.cz
† Luca.Smaldone@fuw.edu.pl
1 It is not clear yet how the “elementary” bosons of the Standard Model fit in this picture. From a certain point of view they
are matter, as they appear to be distinct from space. From another point of view, all of them, but the Higgs, are quanta
transmitting the interactions, including gravity whose “field” is the space metric. Hence, from the latter point of view, they
are more on the side of space than on the side of matter. In this paper, besides this note, we shall not discuss the issue
further and matter is always meant to be fermionic.
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big conceptual difference, though, with the standard understanding of matter, because such particles should have
properties that result from the interactions of the fundamental Xons with the lattice of the bosonized Xons, so they
are, in fact, quasiparticles rather than elementary. That is why we call this QG picture the “quasiparticle picture”
[1, 11].

In this QG context we shall use a powerful method that allows to obtain a (dynamical, Haag) map [12–16] from
the Xons theory to the emergent (matter, space)

Xons → (ψ, gµν) , (1)

where, for simplicity, we take ψ to be one kind of fermionic matter and gµν to be a classical space(time) metric2.
The method is inspired to the quasiparticle picture of Umezawa and collaborators, see, e.g., Refs. [13] and [14]

mostly applied there to condensed matter systems, including the mentioned elasticity theory [17–19]. That method,
though, takes as fundamental the QFT from which the higher level structures emerge.

In our case, the fundamental level is discrete and its dynamics is actually unknown. Therefore, we need to cope
with a certain amount of approximation, some given by the introduction of an Xonic field, Ψ(x) to describe the set
Ψn, where the discrete label n is traded for the continuum label x, and Ψ is fermionic. Once that is assumed, the
procedure can be applied and the goals accomplished.

The key ingredients of Umezawa’s approach, that we apply here to a QG context, are

• The dynamical map (or Haag expansion) that deals with all the emergent quantum excitations, like the quasi-
particles.

• The spontaneous symmetry breaking (SSB), within the underlying QFT, that produces the Nambu–Golstone
(NG) bosonic collective excitations, that are phonons for Umezawa and here are quanta of space.

• The SSB, in turn, through the boson transformation method [13, 14], gives raise to the classical collective
excitations, necessary to build the theory of elasticity for Umezawa and the “theory of space” for us here.

Indeed, the boson transformation method explains the formation of macroscopic objects in QFT by the condensation
of a large number of bosonic particles in the vacuum. In particular, when the boson fields are gapless, as for NG
fields, the method provides solutions of the field equations with topological defects.

In the present work, we implement the boson transformation method to describe the dynamical emergence of a
classical geometric structure (metric, curvature, torsion) from an underlying quantum dynamics on a structureless
manifold (target space), and NG bosons condensation on vacuum. Let us summarize our approach in a scheme

Quasiparticle picture



Elasticity theory − Classical geometry

⇑ (Crystal Gravity)

Quantum field theory of crystal− defects

⇑ (Boson method)

Fundamental quantum dynamics (QED , Xons)

that, together with the schematic view of Fig.1, should help making clear our method and approximations.
Before starting this journey, let us close this Introduction by putting into context the QG quasiparticle picture we

just recalled. The modern approach to QG shifted from the quantization of gµν as a fundamental field, to the emergence
paradigm. According to this, the gravitational field (hence spacetime itself) is a macroscopic or thermodynamics
manifestation of the microscopic dynamics. Besides what mentioned, other perspectives are the corpuscular theory
of BHs [20–22] or the SYK model [23], all strongly inspired by condensed matter physics. Another important line of

2 For reasons that will be given later here, the emergence of the physical time-coordinate, with the associated metric structure,
will not be discussed in this paper.
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this type of research is the approach based on the thermodynamics of spacetime, initiated by Jacobson [24–29], for
which Einstein equations stem from a maximal entropy principle, δS = 0. Related, but independent, is the approach
initiated by Verlinde [30, 31], that considers gravity as an entropic force.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section II we recall the main points of the QG quasiparticle picture of Ref.
[1] and propose a dictionary to adapt the formalism of the dynamical map to that picture. After a description of the
boson method in Section III, in Section IV we study the SSB of E(3) symmetry, extending some issues discussed in
Refs. [17–19] and applying them to the problem of space geometry and matter emergence from Xons dynamics. The
last Section is devoted to our Conclusions.

II. XONS, QG QUASIPARTICLES AND THE NECESSARY APPROXIMATIONS

The fact that entropy of a local system could be bound [32] may imply that the fundamental Hilbert space of such
local system is finite-dimensional [33–35]. In this case the Hilbert space must describe all degrees of freedom (dof),
that is those of matter and those of space. BHs are supposed to be the only physical systems which saturate such
bounds. The last observation led to the quasiparticle picture of Ref. [1], see also Refs. [2, 9, 11]. In that model, Xons
indicate the fundamental building blocks whose interaction gives quantum matter and classical space. Their main
features are:

1. Their Hilbert space is finite dimensional.

2. Xons forming a BH are free.

3. Their interaction is responsible for space and matter.

4. They are fermions, thus every quantum level can be filled by one mode at most.

In many respects, those features (with the exception, perhaps, of the second) are those of the quantum BH model of
Refs. [36–38], see also the recent Ref. [39]. The third point is the one at the basis of BH evaporation phenomenon
[40, 41]: when Xons interact they add more space to the space outside the BH (reducing of the horizon area) and
produce matter (Hawking radiation) [2]. Then evaporating BHs are “factories” of space and matter. In this paper
we shall focus on the first “product”.

With such picture in mind, in Ref. [1] the evolution of the entanglement entropy, between the emergent matter
and the emergent space, during BH evaporation, was studied. There it was found that the final BH state has, in
general, a nonzero entanglement entropy with the ordinary matter produced. Therefore, seen through the eyes of such
ordinary matter, BH evaporation is a nonunitary process, or, in other words, the Page curve does not end at zero
entanglement entropy. On the other hand, a unitary evolution is recovered when one analyzes the problem from the
more fundamental perspective of the Xons, the elementary constituents of both matter and space [2]. In the latter
case, BH evaporation is described by the evolution of the quantum state

|Ψ(σ)⟩ =

N∏
i=1

∑
ni=0,1

(sinσ)ni (cosσ)1−ni

(
a†i

)ni
(
b†i

)1−ni

|0⟩
I
⊗ |0⟩

II
, (2)

where an (bn) are the environment (BH) fermionic ladder operators, acting on the Hilbert space H
I
(H

II
), so that

an|0⟩I = bn|0⟩II = 0,
{
an, a

†
m

}
=
{
bn, b

†
m

}
= δnm. The parameter σ is not directly related to the physical time,

nonetheless it plays the role of an evolution parameter of the BH evaporation, in the sense explained in Ref. [2]:
as Xons are supposed to be free in the BH phase, a way to keep track of the BH evolution is a counter that only
sees those Xons that become interactive, that is precisely the job of σ. The maximal entanglement entropy between
the modes “inside” and the modes “outside” the BH, Smax = N ln2, can be identified with the Bekenstein–Hawking
entropy of the BH at σ = 0, and provides an entropy bound for the BH/radiation thermodynamic entropies.
These considerations are fruitful in the quantum information analysis of BH evaporation, but the crucial question

of how space and matter emerge from Xons, has not been investigated. Here we would like to take make the most of
the powerful machinery of QFT recalled earlier. The problem is that QFT deals with systems with an infinite number
of dof while, according to the previous arguments, the dof of a local system like a BH are, in fact, finite. Here comes
our first approximation: if we only consider BHs of sizes much bigger that the Planck length, the Xons are so many,
that a continuum is a good approximation3.

3 Using the methods of Refs. [1, 11], in principle we should be able to estimate the amount of entanglement entropy associated
with flat space, hence we should be able to quantify how good is the continuum approximation. These calculations, though,
are not easy to perform.
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If with Ψn we indicate the fermionic dof of the Xons, i.e. an or bn, the first approximation is then

Ψn ⇝ Ψ(x) . (3)

In other words, we deal with a quantum field depending on x that, in fact, is only a label that identifies the given
mode. One way to think of this is that, given the finite set of modes, to swap Ψn → Ψm corresponds to x → x + s.
Such permutation of the Ψs can be seen as a “translation” in the argument x. In the symmetric “phase”, given the
indistinguishability of the Ψs, this translation is a symmetry.

Let us stress here that this is indeed an approximation, and perhaps a wild one. We do not know what theory the
fundamental dof obey, so we need to make some Ansatz and some approximations, guided by knowing where we have
to end-up: quantum fields on classical curved spacetimes, both emerging from one single quantum dynamics.

If we can live with that approximation, we have many advantages. First, we can proceed nearly as in a standard
QFT in “flat space”. We have to recall, though, that this “flat space” coordinate, x, is only a formal label, counting
where, in the set of Xons, that particular Xon is. Second, we can apply the methods of Refs. [13, 14] to let true
space emerge, along with its geometric tensors, metric, curvature, tensor and with the quantum matter.

FIG. 1. A schematic view of the method used in this paper to construct the classical space and its geometric tensor from the
underlying quantum gravity. The method is inspired to Umezawa’s quasiparticle picture, based on the dynamical (Haag) map
and on the boson transformation method in systems with SSB. We have to introduce a couple of approximations, though, the
most important being the one that treats the discrete fundamental system as a quantum field Ψ(x).

We can now take a step further to say that our starting point is a fermion field

Ψ(x) ≡ Ψ(σ,x) . (4)

described by translationally symmetric equations. Such field is defined on R×R3, where σ ∈ R is the affine parameter
above described and x ∈ R3.
Actually, the emergence of the physical time-coordinate, with the associated metric structure, will not be discussed

in this paper, for two reasons. First, we take the view that time is a measure of the evolution of the entropy at the
fundamental level. When the entropy reaches a maximum, as it is supposed to be the case for BHs, then time stops.
Henceforth, to obtain an emergent physical time requires the introduction of other ingredients in the quasiparticle
picture, not available yet. One road could be Verlinde’s view of gravity as an entropic force [30]. The second reason
is that we shall obtain the metric (Vielbeine) and the (spin) connection, the key ingredients of the “theory of space”,
by SSB of the appropriate symmetry. It is well known [42, 43] that the SSB of time translation (through which we
should be getting the time components) is highly problematic. This as well indicates that for time a road different
from that for space is necessary.

As for the other labels, x, the space R3 is just an idealized space for those labels that, for a posteriori convenience, is
taken to be three-dimensional and real, but by no means it is our physical space with its classical geometric description!
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The latter is what we want to see emerging from the underlying quantum theory of Ψ(σ,x). It is true that R3 has
a metric structure, but that only means for us that we do have differential operators. We shall argue later that such
flat (empty) spaces are, in fact, impossible (unphysical). The metric needs be always eai ̸= δai .

As announced, within the general framework of the SSB of translations and rotations, in what follows we shall use
the boson transformation method of Umezawa and collaborators [13, 14]. Such method explains the formation of
macroscopic objects in QFT via the condensation in the vacuum of a large number of bosons. In particular, when
the boson fields are gapless, as for NG modes of the SSB of some symmetry, the method permits to find solutions of
the field equations with topological defects. Let us summarize the relevant features of this method, presenting it in a
form suitable for our scopes.

Before doing so, it must be stressed, once more, that BH evaporation is the main motivation behind the present
work. We tey to shed some light on the mechanism of matter and space formation, which was left to be explained
in Refs. [1] and [2]. However, the following considerations are general and could be relevant by themselves, with
applications to other contexts, e.g. in condensed matter physics [10].

III. THE DYNAMICAL MAP AND THE BOSON TRANSFORMATION METHOD

A. The dynamical map

Let us consider an interacting quantum field Ψ, satisfying the equation

Λ(∂)Ψ(x) = j[Ψ](x) , (5)

where Λ(∂) is a differential operator, while j is a functional of Ψ, describing the interaction. Eq.(5) can be formally
rewritten as4

Ψ(x) = Ψ0(x) +
(
Λ−1 ⋆ j[Ψ]

)
(x) , Λ(∂)Ψ0(x) = 0 , (6)

where Λ−1 ⋆ j is the convolution of the interacting terms with a Green function of the operator Λ. Notice that such
Green’s function should be fixed by appropriate boundary conditions. Moreover Eq.(6) has to be regarded as a weak
mapping, i.e. is not true at operator level, but is a relation among matrix elements, on some Hilbert space [44]. The
Hilbert space where such relation is defined cannot be established a priori and it depends on the physical situation
one is going to describe [45]. Ψ0 is sometimes called the physical field.

In relativistic QFT physical fields are the asymptotic in/out fields and the equation (6) is known as Yang–Feldman
equation [46]. In condensed matter physics, the name “quasiparticle fields”is used. Eq.(6) can be iteratively solved in
terms of a series of normal ordered products of physical fields. Such an expansion is known as dynamical map [13, 14]
or Haag expansion [12, 15].

In general the physical fields content is not known a priori, and its an input of the theory which permits to fix
the Hilbert space where the dynamical map is defined [47]. For example, in the case of superconductors the physical
excitations above the critical temperature Tc are normal-electrons, while below Tc are the Bogoliubov quasiparticles
[48], which describe excitations of the Bardeen–Cooper–Schrieffer (BCS) vacuum. Notice that the BCS and the
normal-state vacuum belong to different Hilbert spaces and their respective sets of creation/annihilation operators
form unitarily inequivalent representations of canonical anticommutation relations [16, 49].

An interesting situation is the one considered in Ref. [50] in the study of vortex solutions of ϕ4 theory. In that
case, the asymptotic field Ψ0 is decomposed as

Ψ0(x) = ρ(x) eiθ(x) , (7)

in terms of a massive excitation ρ (radial mode) and the massless NG field θ, that follow coupled equations

Λρ(∂) ρ(x) = jρ[ρ, θ](x) , Λθ(∂) θ(x) = jθ[ρ, θ](x) , (8)

equivalent to ΛΨ0 = 0. From these equations, by means of the boson method described below, the authors derives
the classical vortex equations in the Born approximation [51]. In Section IV we shall consider a similar scenario for
the emergence of QFT in a curved space. In fact we shall take

Ψ0(x) = Ψ0[x;ψ(x), φ1(x), . . . , φN (x)] , (9)

4 For notational simplicity, in the following we shall never explicitly write the field renormalization constants.
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where ψ (the ‘’radial mode”) and φjs (NG modes) thus follow coupled field equations

Λψ(∂)ψ(x) = jψ[ψ,φ1, . . . , φN ](x) , Λφj
(∂)φj(x) = jφj

[ψ,φ1, . . . , φN ](x) , (10)

j = 1, . . . , N . In this paper we have to build matter (ψ) and space (stemming from φj). Therefore, in the following
we shall assume ψ is a massless fermion field, while φjs are bosons.

B. The boson transformation method

The dynamical map can be formally expressed as

Ψ(x) = Ψ[x;ψ(x), φ1(x), . . . , φN (x)] , (11)

where ψ and φjs are the quasiparticles fields. On the boson fields we can perform the canonical transformation

φj(x) → φfj (x) ≡ φj(x) + fj(x) , (12)

with fj being a c-number function. Then, it can be proved that

Ψf (x) = Ψ[x;ψ(x), φf1 (x), . . . , . . . , φ
f
N (x)] , (13)

when φfj satisfies the same equation as φj

Λφj (∂)φ
f
j (x) = jφj [ψ,φ

f
1 , . . . , φ

f
N ](x) , (14)

is still a solution of the original dynamical problem, i.e.

Λ(∂)Ψf (x) = j
[
Ψf
]
(x) . (15)

This is known as boson transformation theorem [13, 52]. Note that here we presented a general formulation of the
theorem, proved in Refs. [45, 50], where it is not required φj and fj satisfy the same (homogeneous) equations. This
last (stronger) condition is recovered when jφj = 0. This general statement of the theorem will permit us to apply
the method to the case of coupled equations among ψ and φjs.
The solution Ψf is appropriate to describe the creation of self-sustained and extended objects, through the con-

densation in the vacuum of a large number of φj quanta. Relevant example include: topological defects in crystals
[17–19]; solitons [45]; vortices in superconductors [53, 54]; strings [55] and bags [56] in hadron physics. All those
examples are obtained when the fjs are not Fourier-transformable, and this may happen, e.g., when some fjs diverge
at ±∞ or when

[∂µ , ∂ν ] fj(x) ̸= 0 , (16)

at some x. This last condition can be only fulfilled when the φjs are gapless fields (that is E(k) → 0 when k → 0),
as is the case for the NG bosons [13, 14].

Let us assume that the dynamical equations (or the corresponding Lagrangian) for Ψ is invariant under the action
of a Lie group G, whose generators ta obey

[ta , tb] = iCabc t
c , (17)

with a, b, c = 1, ..., ordG. After the SSB, some NG fields, χa(x), will appear among the physical fields [49]. We shall
then consider the boson transformation of NG bosons

χa(x) → χa(x) + fa(x) , (18)

that, being gapless, can describe the formation of topological defects [57].In the next section we shall use such method
to generate the space itself as an extended object, while other quasiparticles (ψ) will play the role of matter.
This process must not necessarily deal with an infinite number of dof [58], and this is quite important for us.

The QFT description only represents an approximation of the real Xons with a finite number of dof, as extensively
discussed earlier.
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A system undergoes SSB when nonzero order parameters, i.e. the vacuum expectation values (vevs) of the commu-
tator of the Noether’s charges Qa (quantum generator of the broken quotient group) with some local operators, can
be defined. This is also usually expressed by the less-formal condition

Qa|0⟩ ̸= 0 . (19)

Despite of some technical issues raised by this point [59], we shall use such condition in the following discussion,
because we shall not specify the definition of the order parameters, that is irrelevant for our general considerations.
The role of φjs will be thus acted by the NG bosons.
The non-Abelian formulation of the boson transformation method is based on the observation that, when Ψ → Ψf ,

one has the decomposition [13, 60]

Ψf (x) = U(x) Ψ̃(x) , (20)

where U(x) ≡ U [f(x)] is a local gauge transformation of G and Ψ̃ does not contain f or it only contains f through
regular functions (usually through the derivatives ∂f , which are assumed to be regular). To understand why Eq.
(20) holds, one should remind that when G symmetry is spontaneously broken, the symmetry of the quasiparticle
equations is generally described by a different group G′ ̸= G. This phenomenon is known as dynamical symmetry
rearrangement [61–65]. Usually the transformation

Ψ(x) → Ψc(x) = eic
ata Ψ(x) , (21)

is dynamically rearranged into the translation symmetry of NG bosons

χa(x) → χa(x) + ca , (22)

i.e.

Ψc(x) = Ψ[χa + ca](x) = eic
ata Ψ(x) (23)

Because the boson transformation is the ‘’local” version of such constant boson translation, it induces the local gauge
transformation (20), with U [f ] = eif

a(x)ta . It must be stressed that, as we will see below (Eq.(62)), the case of space
translations is peculiar, being also the radial/matter field ψ involved in the dynamical symmetry rearrangement.
However, being ψ not involved in the boson transformation, it does not contribute to U and the above argument
remains valid in that case. For sake of generality we will write

U(x) = exp (−i αa(x) ta) , (24)

where αa(x) are functionals of fa. It is also useful to introduce [13, 60]

Aµ(x) = i U−1(x)∂µU(x) , (25)

Fµν(x) = i U−1(x) [∂µ , ∂ν ]U(x) . (26)

From the above relations it is easy to check that

Fµν(x) = ∂µAν(x)− ∂νAµ(x) − i [Aµ(x) , Aν(x)] . (27)

It is important to notice that it is precisely the singularity of fay, see Eq. (16), that allows for nonzero field strength,
Fµν , even for pure gauge configurations like in (25). From Eqs.(25),(26),(24) and (17) we then have

Aµ
a(x) = ∂µα

a(x) , (28)

Fµν
a(x) = ∂µAν

a(x)− ∂νAµ
a(x) + CabcAµ

b(x)Aν
c(x) ,

= [∂µ , ∂ν ]α
a(x) + Cabc ∂µα

b(x) ∂να
c(x) , (29)

Aµ(x) = Aµ
a(x) ta , Fµν(x) = Fµν

a(x) ta . (30)

Notice that Fµν
a(x) also contains a piece due to the curved structure of the Lie group manifold G. The last relation,

can be put in a simpler form by introducing the covariant derivative Dµ ≡ ∂µ − i∂µα
a(x) ta:

Fµν = −i [Dµ , Dν ] . (31)
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Aµ
a is a classical emergent gauge field created by the χa condensation in the vacuum. Since Aµ

a and Fµν
a have a

direct physical interpretation, one requires that

[∂µ , ∂ν ]Aλ
a = [∂µ , ∂ν ] ∂λα

a(x) = 0 (32)

that is a Bianchi identity.
The simplest example is the Abelian case, that is a U(1)-invariant scalar field theory, with SSB. In that case the

interacting scalar field ϕ(x) is expanded in terms of the asymptotic NG as

ϕ(x) = eiχ(x) F [∂χ] , (33)

where χ is the NG field (phason). Performing the boson transformation one gets

ϕf (x) = e−if(x) eiχ(x) F [∂χ− ∂f ] . (34)

Because we assume [∂µ, ∂ν ]∂f = 0. we have

U(x) = exp (−i f(x)) . (35)

Therefore, Aµ = ∂µf and Fµν = [∂µ, ∂ν ]f .
For example, a superfluid-like linear vortex/relativistic straight-string along the z-axis is formed when f = n θ,

where n is an integer and θ is the azimuthal angle in cylindrical coordinates. In that case Aj = n∂jθ, j = 1, 2, 3,
which is the superfluid persistent current, and F12 = −F21 = 2πnδ(x1)δ(x2) [14, 58].
In the following we shall apply these general results to describe the emergence of space and matter. In practice we

will study the SSB of E(3) symmetry. In that case, it is precisely the non-Abelian part of the formalism presented
above that will play a crucial role to recognize the geometric structures emerging from the non-trivial NG condensation.

IV. SPONTANEOUS BREAKING OF E(3) SYMMETRY AND CURVED SPACE

Our goal now is to apply the boson transformation method to the case of the quantum theory of a fermion, Ψ(x),
x = (σ,x) = (σ, x1, x2, x3) ∈ R × R3, that approximates the fundamental Xons. We stress once more that x is the
continuum limit of a discrete set of indices, while the physical notion of space, equipped with its metric, connection,
torsion and curvature, will emerge after SSB and NG boson transformation.
We focus on BH evaporation as a phenomenon where space is actually made. Hence, according to Ref. [2] and

to the discussion of Section II, we do not have time but rather an affine parameter, σ, which counts the interacting
Xons, i.e., those Xons that leave the BH to form space (and matter) “outside” the BH. Having no time in this
scenario, we cannot define asymptotic free fields, as in standard particle physics and our set-up more closely resembles
that of condensed matter, where the interaction can never be turned off. Moreover, we shall assume that all boson
transformations are ‘’static”, i.e. fa(x) = fa(x).

Let us take our fermionic system whose Hamiltonian commutes with the six generators of the Lie algebra e(3),

[Pa , Pb] = 0 , (36)

[Pa , Jb] = i εabcPc , (37)

[Ja , Jb] = i εabc Jc , (38)

where a, b, c = 1, 2, 3.
Given the dimensions of the problem, the field Ψ(x), that mimics the Xons, has two components in the irreducible

spinor representation of SO(3)

Ψ(x) =

(
Ψ↑(x)
Ψ↓(x)

)
. (39)

Rotations on Ψ then act as

Ψ′(x) = ei θ
a Ja Ψ(x) e−i θ

a Ja = e−
i
2 θ

aσa Ψ(σ,x′) , x′a ≡ Rab(θ)x
b , (40)

where θa are real parameters, R belongs to the fundamental representation of SO(3) and σa are the Pauli matrices.
Moreover, under translations

Ψ′(x) = ei u
a PaΨ(x)e−i u

a Pa = Ψ(σ,x′) , x′a ≡ xa + ua (41)
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where ua are still real parameters.
A crucial point is here the counting of NG modes, that it is known to be not a simple matter, in general [66–72].
This is particularly important here, because it is only in the direction where the symmetry is broken that one can

produce a nontrivial (classical) gauge field Ai
a (that is ei

a ̸= δai and ωi
a ̸= 0) that gives the wanted emergent “theory

of space”.
In Ref. [70] it has been proved that a redundancy of NG modes occurs when∫

d3x
∑
a

ca(x) j
0
a(x)|0⟩ = 0 , (42)

where j0a are the charge densities corresponding to the broken generators and ca are generic functions. in our case
Pa =

∫
d3xpa(x), Ja =

∫
d3xja(x). Ja can be decomposed as Ja = La + Sa, with La =

∫
d3xla(x), Sa =

∫
d3xΣa(x),

i.e. the orbital and the spin part, respectively. If we dealt with scalar fields, the spin part was not present and
la(x) = εabcx

bpc(x), thus satisfying Eq.(42) in a strong sense. When Sa|0⟩ = 0, Eq.(42) is still fulfilled. In such cases,
only NG modes associated to the SSB of translations will be present. However, when Sa|0⟩ ̸= 0∫

d3 x ja(x)|0⟩ =

∫
d3x εabcx

bpc(x)|0⟩ +

∫
d3xΣa(x)|0⟩ . (43)

Because Σa is not linearly dependent on pa, this implies that ja and pa are generally linearly independent too. Then,
when both P |0⟩ ≠ 0 and S|0⟩ ≠ 0, we expect up to six NG bosons. These considerations will permit us to use
the boson method to obtain a non-trivial curvature tensor, and then they represent another argument in favor of the
fermionic nature of Xons [2].
In the next Subsections we shall explore the two possibilities reported in the table. There SSB of translations is

always understood5.

TABLE I. Main features of the different SSB phases.

S|0⟩ = 0 S|0⟩ ̸= 0

NG fields Xa Xa , Θa

Aa
i ei

a ̸= δai , ωi
a = 0 ei

a ̸= δai , ωi
a ̸= 0

Fij
a Tij

a ̸= 0 , Ril
a = 0 Tij

a ̸= 0 , Ril
a ̸= 0

A. Spontaneous breaking of translations

We start from the case when T 3 translation symmetry is spontaneously broken:

Pa |0⟩ ̸= 0 , Sa |0⟩ = 0 (44)

As previously discussed, we thus expect only three NG modes associated with the fully broken translation symmetry
[17–19, 69–71, 73]). In our case such NG fields are the analogue of the acoustic phonons in a crystal. We indicate
them with Xa(x), and we call them space-phonons. Moreover, for the sake of simplicity we only consider one type of
fermionic matter (quasiparticle) ψ(x).
The breaking could as well be only partial, leaving some directions untouched by the SSB. Say this happens only

for one direction, then such direction is a privileged one and the symmetry groups get reduced. This is very much
reminiscent of certain approaches to canonical noncommutativity, defined by [xi, xj ] = iθij , where the privileged
direction is given by the vector with components θi = 1

2ϵ
ijkθjk. The QFT with reduced symmetry was studied in Ref.

[74], see also Refs. [75, 76].
As explained in the previous section, the dynamical map is a weak mapping and different Hilbert spaces generally

correspond to a different content of physical fields. In other words the same fundamental dynamics can be realized in

5 It is true that one could consider the case Sa|0⟩ ̸= 0, with Pa|0⟩ = 0. However, this is not very interesting because a
boson transformation, with the associated formation of an extended object, always breaks translation invariance, because
the condensate does depend on the position [13, 14].
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different ways and boundary conditions are needed to fix the physical representation [47]. In our case we are motivated
by the fact that we should recover a QFT in curved space, in some regime. We write the dynamical map as

Ψ(x) = Ψ0(x) + . . . , (45)

where Ψ0(x)

Ψ0(x) = Ψ0[x;ψ(x), X
a(x)] . (46)

decompose in terms of the NG fields Xa (and their derivatives) and of some fermion field ψ(x). Here the dots stands
for terms containing higher order normal ordered products of Ψ0. Because Ψ0 satisfies an homogeneous equation
Λ(∂)Ψ0(x) = 0, ψ and Xa will generally follow some coupled equations (see Eq.(10)):

Λψ(∂)ψ(x) = jψ[ψ,X
a](x) , ΛaX(∂)Xa(x) = jX [ψ,Xa](x) . (47)

The physical Hilbert space factorizes as H = HX ⊗Hψ.
Let us now perform the boson transformation

Xa(x) → Xa
u(x) ≡ Xa(x) + ua(x) , (48)

with Xa
u(x) satisfying the same equation as Xa(x). By means of the Baker–Campbell–Hausdorff formula one can

easily verify that such transformation is implemented through an improper unitary transformation

Xa
u(x) = GX(u)Xa(x)G†

X(u) , GX(u) ≡ exp

(
−i
∑
a

∫
d3xua(x)ΠaX(x)

)
. (49)

where [Xa(σ,x),ΠaX(σ,x′) = iδ3(x−x′)]. This operation induces an inhomogeneous condensate structure on vacuum

|0(u)⟩ = GX(u) |0⟩ . (50)

The dynamical map for Ψu (the boson transformed Ψ field) then reads

Ψu(x) = GX(u)Ψ(x)G†
X(u) = Ψu0 (x) + . . . , (51)

with

Ψu0 (x) = Ψ0[x;ψ(x), X
a
u(x)] . (52)

The classical gauge transformation has the general form

U(x) = exp (−i ya(x)Pa) , (53)

where αa(x) = ya(x) is a functional of u so that, in general, [∂i, ∂j ]y
a(x) ̸= 0 and where Pa are the generators of

translations. From now on we shall use the indices i, j, k for xi. ya has to be regarded as a new set of flat coordinates,
while xj are now curvilinear coordinates. In fact, from Eq.(25)

Aj(x) = ej
a(x)Pa , (54)

with

ej
a(x) ≡ ∂jy

a(x) , (55)

being the classical gauge fields emerging from the boson transformation, which can be identified with Vielbeins and
Pa form a 2 × 2 matrix representation of the t3 Lie algebra of translations in three dimensions. Being these fields
physical quantities we should impose the regularity condition (32)

[∂i , ∂j ] ek
a(x) = [∂i , ∂j ] ∂ky

a(x) = 0 . (56)

Now, as an effect of the condensation, a metric tensor can be defined:

gij(x) ≡ δab ∂iy
a(x) ∂jy

b(x) = δab ei
a(x) ej

b(x) . (57)
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By means of Eq.(27), we thus find

Fij(x) = Tij
a(x)Pa , (58)

where

Tij
a(x) = ∂iej

a(x)− ∂jei
a(x) , (59)

is the classical torsion tensor. Then we have shown that classical torsion can emerge from a non-trivial condensate
of NG bosons.
After the boson transformation, one can take vev of the first equation in (47) with respect to |0⟩X (|0⟩ = |0⟩X⊗|0⟩ψ).

This will be an equation which couples ψ with u, i.e. the equation for ψ interacting with a classical extended object.
Then

X⟨0|Λψ(∂)ψ(x)|0⟩X = X⟨0|jψ[ψ,Xa
u ](x)|0⟩X . (60)

is a QFT equation on a space with torsion.
The detailed form of y clearly depends on the specific model considered. In order to give a relevant example, we

shall think about the situation when a crystal structure is formed. In that case E(3) is broken down to the discrete
crystalline group:

ψ(x) → ψ
(
σ,x+

∑
mili

)
, ψ(x) → ψ(σ,DR x) , (61)

with DR being specific discrete rotations and mi ∈ Z, li being the lattice vectors. Because we are thinking about QG
we may suppose that |li| ≈ lP , where lP is the Planck length. In the study of crystal defects in QFT with the boson
transformation method, in Refs. [17–19] it has been proved that the translation symmetry of the equations for the
interacting field (in our case Eq.(5)), is dynamically rearranged [61–65] into the symmetry

Xa(x) → Xa(σ,x+ c) + ca , ψ(x) → ψ(σ,x+ c) , (62)

of the quasiparticle fields equations (47), with c being a constant vector. Then, it can be deduced that the phonon
fields appear in the dynamical map of interacting fields in the linear combination xa + Xa(x) . Then, the boson
transformation (48) induces

xa → ya(x) ≡ xa + ua(x) , (63)

the first term being a label, xa, the second term being a field ua(x). For small ua one recovers the linearized description
of Refs. [4, 5]

gij(x) ≈ δij + ∂iuj(x) + ∂jui(x) , (64)

with ui(x) ≡ eai ua(x). Notice that, in such case the condition (16) indicating the formation of topological defects

[∂i, ∂j ]u
a(x) ̸= 0 . (65)

is equivalent to Tij
a(x) ̸= 0.

To compute an Haag map is never an easy task, and in absence of a specific model we can only propose a reasonable
ansatz. In the present case:

Ψ0(x) = e−i(x
a+Xa(x))Pa ψ(x) . (66)

In such a way:

• ψ is the ‘’radial mode”

• NG enters in the phase of Ψ0, thus appearing from the second order in the complete dynamical map (expanded
as functional of ψ and Xa). This is expected, being Xa bound states.

• Xa appear in the correct combination with xa

• The transformation (62) leads to

e−i(x
a+ca+Xa(σ,x+c))Pa ψ(σ,x+ c) = Ψ0(σ,x+ c) , (67)

i.e. the transformation (62) actually corresponds to a translation of a constant vector in Ψ, at the linear order
in the dynamical map.
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After the boson transformation (when a non-trivial geometry emerges)

Ψu0 (x) = e−i(y
a(x)+Xa(x))Pa ψ(x) = U(x) Ψ̃0(x) , (68)

with Ψ̃0 ≡ e−iX
a(x)Pa ψ(x). Then, at the linear order in the dynamical map, we managed to confirm that U(x) has

the form (53).
If now the differential operator Λ(∂) is linear, Λ(∂) = γµ ∂µ (µ = 0, 1, 2, 3), with 2× 2 matrix coefficients, one has

X⟨0|Λ(∂)Ψu0 (x)|0⟩X = X⟨0|γa∂aΨu0 (x)|0⟩X = 0 , (69)

and then, from Eq. (68), employing the normal ordering prescription and that X⟨0| : Xa . . . Xa∂Xa . . . ∂Xa : |0⟩ = 0,
we get

i γµDµ ψ(x) = 0 , Dµ = (∂σ, ∂j + ej
a(x)Pa) . (70)

The above is the dynamical equation of a massless fermion field coupled with torsion in three dimensions. A similar
equation governs the dynamics of the conductivity electrons of graphene in the presence of certain topological defects
[77] and enjoys Weyl symmetry, and instance that might have far-reaching consequences [78].

The classical gauge field ej
a are the quantities we were looking for. They have direct physical consequences and are

formed when a large number of NG bosons, Xa, condense in vacuum. Then, the vacuum has a coherent-structure,
and the classical geometry of space, i.e., the Vielbein eaj , naturally emerge. When topological defects are present,
a nonzero torsion will appear at the classical level. The bare vacuum, with zero NG condensed, is an idealization
and cannot be regarded as physical. This situation resembles the one of a Bose gas at zero temperature, where the
physical vacuum is a Bose–Einstein condensate [49]. The case when ua(x) is a regular function corresponds to zero
torsion–zero curvature space: Even though the metric could be different from δij , an observer living on such space
cannot distinguish the various situations when ua are regular. Note that gij = δij when u

a = constant. This picture
agrees with other scenarios where the flat space vacuum is regarded as a coherent state [79].

The case we just described can only accommodate a teleparallel description of space with nonzero torsion and no
curvature, as noticed in Ref. [80] for the Finsler geometry description of defects. In the following we shall show how
the formation of a nontrivial spin structure permits to describe the emergence of a non-zero curvature.

B. The emergence of torsion and curvature

When

Pa |0⟩ ̸= 0 , Sa |0⟩ ̸= 0 , (71)

we are spontaneously breaking E(3) and we expect up to six NG fields Xa(x),Θa(x), as explained above. Let us just
stress that the presence of rotational NG fields is only possible because of the fact that Xons are fermions. A physical
way of understanding this fact is to look at condensed matter systems: because the spin structure, disclinations
(related to curvature) are described in an independent way from dislocations (related to torsion), i.e. the angle field
θa(x) is independent on the deformation parameter ua(x). This is not true otherwise and usually θa = εabc∂bu

c. In
this last case θa represent gaped modes (see e.g. Ref. [5]). This is the physical counterpart of the formal discussion
presented at the beginning of this section on the counting of NG modes. Moreover, the following analysis could be
viewed as a way of studying disclinations with the boson transformation method, because they were not treated in the
original works on this subject (see Refs. [61–65]). Notice that the fermionic nature of Xons was deduced in a different
way in Ref. [2] where a link between the Pauli principle and the Bekenstain bound on entropy was established.

The dynamical map for the Xon field should be now of the general form (45), with

Ψ0(x) = Ψ0[x;ψ(x), X
a(x),Θa(x)] . (72)

The boson transformation, which describes condensation of NG fields will be now

Xa(x) → Xa
u ≡ Xa(x) + ua(x) , Θa(x) → Θaθ(x) ≡ Θa(x) + θa(x) , (73)

and

Ψu,θ(x) = Ψu,θ0 (x) + . . . , Ψu,θ0 (x) = Ψ0[x;ψ(x), X
a
u(x),Θ

a
θ(x)] . (74)
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Transformation (73) is formally implemented as in Eq.(49) and by

Θaθ(x) = GΘ(θ)Θ
a(x)G†

Θ(θ) , GΘ(θ) ≡ exp

(
−i
∑
a

∫
d3x θa(x)ΠaΘ(x)

)
. (75)

where [Θa(σ,x),Πaθ(σ,x
′) = iδ3(x− x′)]- The vacuum describing the condensate is then

|0(u, θ)⟩ = GX(u)GΘ(θ) |0⟩ = GX(u) |0⟩X ⊗Gθ(θ) |0⟩Θ ⊗ |0⟩ψ . (76)

In this case, the gauge matrix reads

U(x) = exp (−i θa(x)Ja − i ya(x)Pa) , (77)

with Pa and Ja form a 2× 2 matrix representation of the e(3) Lie algebra (36)-(38). Then

Aj(x) = ωj
a(x)Ja + ej

a(x)Pa . (78)

Here the classical gauge field ωj
a, emerging after the condensation of Θ modes in the vacuum, can be identified with

the spin connection. By means of Eq.(27), we thus find

Fij(x) = Rij
a(x)Ja + Tij

a(x)Pa , (79)

where the curvature tensor is given by

Raij(x) = ∂iωj
a(x)− ∂jωi

a(x) + εabc ωi
b(x)ωj

c(x) , (80)

while the torsion tensor acquires a non-Abelian contribution, as it must be for a non zero spin-connection6

Tij
a(x) = ∂iej

a(x)− ∂jei
a(x) + εabc ei

b(x)ωj
c(x) , (81)

This is the main goal of this paper: a non-trivial boson condensation of NG fields after the E(3) SSB of a fermion-field
theory, will be perceived by a low-energy (continuous) observer as non-zero curvature and torsion of space.

As in the previous subsection, notice that the condition

Rij
a(x) = [∂i, ∂j ] θ

a(x) + εabc ∂iθ
b(x) ∂jθ

c(x) ̸= 0 , (82)

Tij
a(x) = [∂i, ∂j ] y

a(x) + εabc ∂iy
b(x) ∂jθ

c(x) ̸= 0 , (83)

reduces to

[∂i, ∂j ] θ
a(x) ̸= 0 , [∂i, ∂j ] u

a(x) ̸= 0 (84)

for small ua and θa, and in the case of a crystal ( ya = xa+ua(x)). A World-Crystal like description [4, 7, 81] is thus
recovered as a particular case. Moreover, in such case one can use the same arguments as in the previous subsection,
to get

Ψ0(x) = e−i[(x
a+Xa(x))Pa+Θa(x)Ja] ψ(x) , (85)

in analogy with Eq. (66). After the boson transformation

Ψu,θ0 (x) = e−i[(y
a(x)+Xa(x))Pa+(Θa(x)+θ

a(x))Ja] ψ(x) . (86)

In the case Λ(∂) = γµ ∂µ, because X,Θ⟨0| : (XaPa + ΘaJa) . . . (XaPa + ΘaJa) : |0⟩X,Θ = 0 (|0⟩X,Θ ≡ |0⟩X ⊗ |0⟩Θ),
one gets

i γµDµ ψ(x) = 0 , Dµ = (∂σ, ∂j + ej
a(x)Pa + ωj

a(x)Ja) , (87)

which is the equation for massless fermions in a three-dimensional curved space with torsion [77]. On the other hand,
the spatial part of this equation is what should be written when the matter is coupled to (spatial) three-dimensional
gravity as a gauge theory of the given space(time) group (Poincarè, de Sitter, anti de Sitter), as in the classic work of
Ref. [82].

6 Notice, though, that such terms in other approach have to be added by hand.
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V. CONCLUSIONS

If space and matter were indeed both manifestations of one fundamental quantum dynamics, then the quantum
matter and the classical space where such matter lives, as we experience at our energies, are both emergent phenomena.
Finding the map, from the fundamental level to the emergent level, is then crucial to learn how to spot the emergent
nature of what we deem to be fundamental.

In this paper we have constructed the building blocks of the “‘classical theory of space”: metric, connection,
curvature, torsion. We have done that along the lines of what can be done (and was done) for the “classical theory of
elasticity”, where one can define those geometric quantities, especially when topological defects are present. In both
cases such classical structures stem from an underlying quantum theory. In the latter case, such quantum theory
is QED, that we know quite well. In the former case, such quantum theory is largely unknown and only posited,
nonetheless we reached here a series of interesting results.

Here we did that by adapting powerful methods of QFT: the dynamical (or Haag) map that relates fundamental
and unreachable quantum fields to measurable quantum fields

Ψ(x) → Ψ [x;ψ,φ1, . . . , φN ] ,

and the boson transformation method, where the bosonic NG quantum fields, φa, are shifted by some classical fields
fa

φa → φa + fa .

so that they describe the formation of self-sustained, classical structures, emerging from the underlying quantum
dynamics.

The focus here has mainly been on the bosonic part (the fermion ψ being the quantum quasiparticle matter) that
arise when the six generators of the E(3) symmetry of the original Xons theory are spontaneously broken: three of
them giving raise to the wanted Vielbeine

f transla = ua → ei
a ,

three of them giving raise to the wanted spin connection ωai , through which we have the building blocks of the emergent
“theory of space” we are looking for.

frota = θa → ωi
a .

In order to apply this method we had to clarify the delicate issue of the counting of NG bosons, for the SSB of the
Euclidean group E(3), in the presence of a spin structure. In the quantum theory of crystals, it is known that, despite
the generators of E(3) are six, only three NG modes (acoustic phonons) appear in the spectrum, the deep reason
residing in Eq. (42), and introduced in Ref. [70]. Within the boson transformation method, three phonons can only
account for dislocation (torsion), but not for disclination (curvature). Here, by making use of the theorem proved in
Ref. [70], we managed to show that, in order to have the necessary three extra modes associated to curvature, the
non-trivial spin structure of the vacuum (see Eq.(43)) is the key to solve the enigma. Such a problem is a novel one,
in the field, because what it is customary done, for instance in Ref. [5], is to treat disclinations and dislocations as
not independent. Henceforth, in that case, three NG modes only are sufficient. That is, clearly, something untenable
in a fundamental analysis like the one proposed here where a Cartan-like approach is necessary.

Our starting point is the quasiparticle picture of Ref. [1], that points to fundamental quantum Xons of fermionic
nature [2], and is inspired by analog models of QG constructed on Dirac materials [10]. Many other scenarios are
actually available [83–88], and some of those give a prominent role to fermions, see e.g. Refs. [23, 89–93].

In our case, the lattice structure is dynamically generated and not fundamental, as, e.g., in the world crystal model
[4, 7, 81], and we also improve the results of Refs. [5] and [6] in two respects: first, the non-Abelian part of the
torsion and curvature tensors here emerge naturally, from the boson method for non-Abelian symmetries; second, we
can overcome the limits of linearized gravity. Finally, we applied the boson method to disclinations and relate them
to the spin structure, something that was not done before.

Remarkably, we also managed to give a derivation of QFT equations for the matter field ψ on the curved space,
where it couples with the Vielbein eai and the spin connection ωai (see Eq. (87)). In fact, this point presents at least
a couple of hard challanges. First, the computation of a dynamical map is not a trivial task, even in a well-defined
model, whereas in the present case we do not even have a specific Lagrangian. In order to envisage the general
properties of the dynamical map, we had to use arguments based on dynamical symmetry rearrangement [61–65].
Second, the quasiparticle fields are usually described as free fields. Then, in order to get the coupled equations of
bosons (space) and fermions (matter), we considered the case where Ψ0 follows an homogenoous field equation, while
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Xa, Θa (the phase fields) and ψ (the “radial mode”), follow coupled equations, as it happens in the description
of relativistic vortices [50] (see Eqs.(7),(8)). The way out was to employ the generalized formulation of the boson
transformation theorem (see Refs. [16, 45]), which is quite more complicated than the one customarily used.

There is still a long way to go, though. On the gravity side, we should first include time in this picture. Perhaps, as
said, this might happen putting this special dimension next to the “fundamental” entropy of entanglement between
space and matter, left after the BH evaporation [1]. Once this is done, we shall be able to select the kind of gravity
theory one can obtain. There are many possibilities, but our world appears to be well described by GR, so we need
to keep that in mind.

Then there is the intriguing issue of matter as quasiparticles. Perhaps one direction to investigate with that picture
in mind are the oscillations of neutrinos and other particles. Perhaps such “undecided nature” of these particles
reveals an underlying more fundamental structure? In fact, the QFT description of particle mixing and oscillations
requires a condensate structure of vacuum [94–96], and a dynamical origin of such condensate from an underlying
fermionic dynamics has been investigated [97–99]. And how about the bosons of the Standard Model? Are they more
on the side of matter or more on the side of ‘space’, thought of as the result of interactions? Finally, Xons are natural
candidates for dark matter: in their repeated recombination, when BHs are formed and then melt, they can form
matter of kinds we have never experienced.

To close, let us say that this work enhances the level of understanding of how to construct classical geometric
tensors from the quantum theory, and this may pay back not only in the purely QG scenarios just evoked, but also
in applications to condensed matter analogs. In particular, it might help to find the appropriate geometric-gravity
dynamical theory of the graphene membrane that is necessary to move forward in the use of that material as an
analog of QG [10, 77, 78, 100–104].

In fact, the next step in the analog enterprise is to catch BH thermodynamics, and the results obtained here are
very helpful in that sense. Indeed, the reproduction of kinematical aspects is like taking a snapshot of two different
dynamics at a point of their evolutions when they are the same. This is important and led to many interesting results,
but to go beyond that we need that the evolution of the target system and the evolution of the analog system are
the same, at least partially. This paper, although fully focused on the QG fundamental scenario, explicitly takes
methods and inspirations from the condensed matter world, henceforth the way back, from QG to condensed matter,
is actually possible to envisage.
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