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Abstract

The Koslowski—Sahlmann (KS) representation is a generalization of the
representation underlying the discrete spatial geometry of loop quantum
gravity (LQG), to accommodate states labelled by smooth spatial geometries.
As shown recently, the KS representation supports, in addition to the action of
the holonomy and flux operators, the action of operators which are the
quantum counterparts of certain connection dependent functions known as
‘background exponentials’. Here we show that the KS representation displays
the following properties which are the exact counterparts of LQG ones: (i) the
abelian * algebra of SU (2) holonomies and ‘U (1)’ background exponentials
can be completed to a C" algebra, (ii) the space of semianalytic SU (2) con-
nections is topologically dense in the spectrum of this algebra, (iii) there exists
a measure on this spectrum for which the KS Hilbert space is realized as the
space of square integrable functions on the spectrum, (iv) the spectrum admits
a characterization as a projective limit of finite numbers of copies of SU (2)
and U (1), (v) the algebra underlying the KS representation is constructed from
cylindrical functions and their derivations in exactly the same way as the LQG
(holonomy-flux) algebra except that the KS cylindrical functions depend on
the holonomies and the background exponentials, this extra dependence being
responsible for the differences between the KS and LQG algebras. While these
results are obtained for compact spaces, they are expected to be of use for the
construction of the KS representation in the asymptotically flat case.
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1. Introduction

Loop quantum gravity (LQG) is an attempt at canonical quantization of a classical Hamil-
tonian description of gravity in terms of an SU (2) connection and its conjugate electric field
on a Cauchy slice. The electric field plays the role of a triad and thereby endows the slice with
a spatial geometry. One of the key results of LQG is that the corresponding quantum geo-
metry associated with LQG states has a fundamental discreteness. The smooth classical
geometry of space is then expected to arise through a suitably coarse grained view of this
discrete geometry [1].

One may enquire as to whether it is possible to describe the effective smoothness of
classical spatial geometry directly at the quantum level without explicit recourse to any coarse
graining. Koslowski answered this question affirmatively by slightly modifying the standard
LQG representation [2]. He did this through an assignation of an additional smooth triad field
label to every kinematic LQG state in conjunction with a modification of the action of flux
operators so as to make them sensitive to the additional label. As demonstrated in detail by
Sahlmann [3], the area and volume operators then acquire, in addition to the standard LQG
type discrete contributions, a ‘smooth’ contribution determined by this additional label.

As explained in detail elsewhere [5], our interest in the Koslowski—-Sahlmann (KS)
representation arises from the possibility of using it to explore asymptotic flatness in cano-
nical quantum gravity. As a precursor to such an exploration, it is of interest to obtain a
detailed understanding of the KS representation for the simpler case of compact spatial
topology. Accordingly, building on the work of Koslowski and Sahlmann, we initiated a
study of the KS representation in [4, 5].

In [4], it was shown that in addition to the holonomy and flux operators of LQG, the KS
representation also supports the action of the quantum correspondents of certain classical
functions of the connection called ‘background exponentials’. Each such exponential f; (A) is
labelled by a background electric field E;* and defined as f(A) :=exp (i /ZE_iaA;). Building
on this work and that of Sahlmann, in [5], we studied the imposition of gauge and diffeo-
morphism invariance in the KS representation.

In this work we further study the KS representation with a view to providing structural
characterizations similar to those developed for LQG. We refer here to the beautiful devel-
opments in the field, mainly in the nineties, which provided a characterization of the LQG
Hilbert space as that of square integrable functions on a quantum configuration space of
‘generalized’ connections, the square integrability being defined with respect to a suitable
‘Ashtekar-Lewandowski’ measure on this space [6-11]. Moreover, this quantum configura-
tion space can be viewed as a projective limit space [8—11, 13, 14]. In this work we prove that
exact counterparts of these characterizations exist for the KS representation. The layout of our
paper, including a detailed description of our results, is as follows.

The results in the paper depend on the use of structures which relate to the algebraic
properties of holonomies and background exponentials. The structures associated with
holonomies are semianalytic edges, piecewise semianalytic curves, the groupoid of paths and
its subgroupoids. These holonomy related structures are used to show the classic LQG results
mentioned above (see for example [10, 11]). The structures associated with background
exponentials are the vector space of semianalytic SU (2) electric fields, its abelian group
structure under addition, and the subgroups of this group which are generated by sets of
rationally independent semianalytic electric fields. These sets of rationally independent
semianalytic electric fields are the background exponential related counterparts of the sets of
independent edges, the latter serving as sets of independent ‘probes’ of the space of con-
nections in the LQG context [7, 10, 11]. Section 2 serves to review the above holonomy
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related structures (leaning heavily on the exposition of [10-12]) as well as to define the
background exponential related ones. Section 2 also establishes our notation for the rest of the
paper.

Most of our results depend on the validity of a key ‘master lemma’. This lemma states
that, given a set of independent probes and a corresponding set of elements in SU (2) (one for
each independent edge) and U (1) (one for each rationally independent electric field), there
exists a semianalytic connection such that the evaluation of the relevant set of holonomies and
background exponentials on this connection reproduces the given set of group elements to
arbitrary accuracy. In section 3, we provide a precise statement of this lemma and describe the
idea behind its proof. The proof itself is technically involved and relegated to an appendix.

Section 4 is devoted to the derivation of C" algebraic results for the KS representation.
First, we show that the abelian Poisson bracket algebra of holonomies and background
exponentials, HB.A, can be completed to a C~ algebra, HBA. From general C" algebraic
arguments [15], one concludes that the classical configuration space of connections is densely
embedded in the Gel’fand spectrum A of HBA, so that the spectrum may be thought of as a
space of ‘generalized’ connections. In order to understand elements of this space better, we
show that every element of the spectrum is in correspondence with a pair of homomorphisms,
one homomorphism from the path groupoid to SU (2) and the other from the abelian group of
electric fields to U (1). The first homomorphism corresponds to the algebraic structure pro-
vided by the holonomies and the second to that provided by the background exponentials.

Next we turn our attention to the definition of a measure on the spectrum which allows
the identification of the spectrum as the quantum configuration space for the KS repre-
sentation. We show that the KS ‘vacuum expectation’ value defines a positive linear function
(PLF) on HBA. Standard theorems then imply that this function defines a measure duyg on
the spectrum A and that the KS Hilbert space is isomorphic to the space L?(4, duyg). Next,
we consider the electric flux operators. These operators map the finite span of KS spinnets
into itself. We define the action of these operators on L (A, duyg) through the identification
of KS spin network states with appropriate cylindrical functions on the spectrum. The
compatibility of the measure duyg with the adjointness properties of the flux operators so
defined, follows immediately from the fact that these adjointness properties are implemented
in the KS representation.

Section 5 is devoted to the projective limit characterization of the quantum configuration
space. We show that the spectrum A is homeomorphic to an appropriate projective limit space
A whose fundamental building blocks are products of finite copies of SU (2) and U (1). Once
again, the U (1) copies capture the structure provided by the background exponentials whereas
the SU (2) copies correspond to, as in LQG, the structure provided by the holonomies.
Following Velhinho [10], we show this through the identification of the C"-algebraic and the
projective limit notions of cylindrical functions together with an appropriate application of the
Stone—Weierstrass theorem. In this context, as we shall show, the c" algebraic notion of
cylindrical functions corresponds to polynomials in the holonomies and background expo-
nentials and their projective analogues to the same polynomials with holonomies replaced by
SU (2) elements and background exponentials by U (1) elements. Next, we show that the Haar
measures on these building blocks define a consistent family of cylindrical measures on
A = A and that this family derives from the KS measure duyq on A. We use this char-
acterization of duyg to show that, similar to LQG [14], A lies in a zero measure set within A.

Section 6 focuses on the analysis of the algebraic structure underlying the KS repre-
sentation. Our motivation for such an analysis stems from recent work by Stottmeister and
Thiemann (ST) [19] in which they point out that the KS representation is not a consistent
representation of the standard holonomy-flux algebra of LQG. ST point out that any
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representation of the holonomy-flux algebra must satisfy an infinite number of identities
involving flux operators and their commutators. They provide an explicit and beautiful
example relating the double commutator of a triplet of fluxes to a single flux [19] and they
show that the KS representation does not satisfy this identity. Since the holonomies and fluxes
are well defined operators in the KS representation, this ‘Stottmeister—Thiemann’ obstruction
calls into question the existence of a consistent algebraic structure underlying the KS
representation. In section 6 we explicitly construct exactly such a consistent algebraic
structure.

We proceed as follows. Recall that the construction of the standard holonomy-flux
algebra, including the precise non-commutativity of the fluxes, is based on the work of
Ashtekar, Corichi and Zapata (ACZ) [18]. The fluxes are functions on the phase space of
gravity. ACZ studied the action of the Hamiltonian vector fields associated with these fluxes
on functions of connections constructed out of holonomies. This action is that of a derivation
and ACZ captured the non-commutativity of the flux operators in LQG through the non-
commutativity of these (classical) derivations. This in turn led to the construction of the
holonomy-flux algebra in terms of (cylindrical) functions of holonomies and their derivations.
Accordingly, we generalize the ACZ considerations to the KS case wherein the space of
connection dependent functions is built out of not only the holonomies but also the back-
ground exponentials. The ACZ arguments so generalized indicate the identification of the
algebraic structure of the Poisson bracket between fluxes with the commutator of derivations
on this (enlarged) space of (cylindrical) functions. This implies that similar to the con-
siderations of [16], the KS counterpart of the holonomy flux algebra is generated by these
functions, their derivations (which are obtained through the action of the flux Hamiltonian
vector fields) and multiple commutators of these derivations. We call this algebra as the
holonomy-background exponential-flux algebra. We show, from the considerations of
sections 3 and 4, that the KS representation is indeed a representation of the holonomy-
background exponential-flux algebra.

This algebra is different from the usual holonomy-flux algebra by virtue of the extra
structure provided by the background exponentials. In particular, the derivations corre-
sponding to the flux Hamiltonian vector fields have, so to speak, an extra set of U (1)
components in addition to the usual SU (2) ones. It is this extra structure, directly traceable to
the background exponential functions, which is responsible for the evasion of the ST
obstruction. In other words: (i) there is a consistent algebraic structure underlying the KS
representation, namely the holonomy-background exponential-flux algebra, (ii) this structure
is different from the standard holonomy-flux algebra and (iii) this structure does not neces-
sarily support the flux commutator identities which are satisfied by representations of the
holonomy-flux algebra; in particular, as we explicitly show, it does not satisfy the triple flux
commutator identity of [19]. This concludes our description of section 6.

Finally, section 7 contains a brief discussion of our results as well as some remarks on the
asymptotically flat case.

2. Preliminaries

All differential geometric structures of interest will be based on the semianalytic, Ck k> 1
category. The classical configuration space .4 is given by su(2)-valued one-forms A, = A/z;
on a compact (without boundary) three-manifold X. 7;, i = 1, 2, 3 are su(2) generators with
[z, 7j] = €t and A, € A represents SU(2) connections of a trivial bundle. The elementary
configuration space functions are
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D
hJAlY = (Peﬁ/‘) , (2.1)
C

pplA] == & LEA, 2.2)

where C, D =1, 2, he[A]CD e SUQ2) is the Jj = 1/2 holonomy of the connection A along an
edge e (see section 2.1); E-A = EfA! with E = E/7' a non-dynamical, unit density
weight, smearing electric field. f;[A] € U (1) is referred to as a ‘background exponential’.

2.1. Holonomy related structures

The probes associated with holonomies are paths. A path p is an equivalence class of oriented
piecewise semianalytic curves on the manifold, where two curves are equivalent if they differ
by orientation preserving reparametrizations and retracings. b(p) and f(p) denote the begin-
ning and end points of a path p. Two paths p and p’ such that f (p) = b(p’) can be composed
to form a new path denoted by p'p. Thus b(p'p) = b(p) and f (p'p) = f (p’). Under this
composition rule, the set of all paths, P, becomes a groupoid. An edge e is a path p that has a
representative curve which is semianalytic, with the image & of this representative curve being
a submanifold with boundary. Paths can always be written as finite compositions of edges.
See [10, 11] for more precise definitions.

For a given connection A € A, the holonomy along a path p, &,[A] € SU (2), satisfies
hprp[A]CD = hp/[A]CC’hp[A]CD,, where f(p) = b(p’). Thus A defines a homomorphism from P
to SU (2). The set of all homomorphisms from P to SU (2) is denoted by Hom (P, SU (2)),
and corresponds to the space of generalized connections in LQG [10].

A set of edges ey, ..., e, is said to be independent if their intersections can only occur at
their endpoints, i.e. if & N &; C {b(e;), b(e;)), f (&), f (e;) }. We denote by y :=(ej, ..., e,)
an ordered set of independent edges and by L the set of all such ordered sets of independent
edges. Given y, y' € Ly, we say that y’ > y iff all edges of y can we written as composition
of edges (or their inverses) of y’. Equivalently, if 72, denotes the subgroupoid of 7 generated
by edges of y, then y’ > y iff P, is a subgrupoid of 7,.. It then follows that (i) y > y and (ii)
y" Zvy,y Z2y=>y" 2y .Thus >’ defines a preorder [23] in Ly.

A preorder is weaker than a partial order in that it does not necessarily entail anti-
symmetry, i.e. a > b, b > a does not necessarily imply a = b. For example, y’ >y, y > ¢’
does not imply that y = y’ since the two relevant sets of edges may differ in the ordering of
their elements or by the substitution of an edge by its inverse.

Next, note that semianalyticity of the edges implies that given y, y’ € Ly there always
exists y” such that y” > y and y” > y' [10, 11]. Thus (Ly, =) is a directed set!.

2.2. Background exponential related structures

The probes associated with the background exponentials are electric fields, and we denote by
& the set of all (semianalytic) electric fields. We will often see £ as an Abelian group with
composition law given by addition: (E, E’) - E + E’. For a given connection A € A, the
background exponential function (2.2) satisfies . [A] Bz [A] = Bg g [A] and thus defines an
element in Hom (&, U (1)) (the set of homomorphism from £ to U (1)). A set of electric fields
E,, ..., Ey will be said to be independent, if they are algebraically independent, i.e. if they are

! The label set Ly differs slightly from the one used in [10, 11] where labels are given by subgroupoids 7,,

regardless of the choice of ‘generator’ y. One can nevertheless use Ly in the projective limit characterization of the
quantum configuration space. See appendix C for details.
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independent under linear combinations with integer coefficients”:

N

Y E=0.q,€Z < q;=0,1=1, ... N. (2.3)

=1
We denote by ¥ = (E}, ..., Ey) an ordered set of independent electric fields. The set of all
ordered sets of independent electric fields is denoted by Lg. Let &y = ZE, + ... + ZEy C €
denote the subgroup of £ generated by Y. We then define Y’ > Y iff £y is a subgroup of &y,
or equivalently if the electric fields in ¥ can be written as algebraic combinations of those in
Y'. As in the edge case, it follows that > is a preorder relation.

In appendix B.1 it is shown that given any finite set of electric fields (not necessarily
independent), there always exists a finite set of algebraically independent electric fields that
generates the original set. Applying this result to the setY U Y’ for given Y, ¥’ € Lp, we find
Y" € Lg satisfying Y” > Y and Y” > Y'. Thus (L, >) is a directed set.

2.3. Combined holonomy and background exponential structures

The combined set of labels associated with holonomies and background exponentials is given
by pairs [ = (y, Y) € Ly X Lg=: L with preorder relation given by (y', Y') > (y, Y) iff
Y ZyandY' > Y. L is then a directed set, which will be used in section 5 to construct the
projective limit description of the KS quantum configuration space.

Given l = (ey, ..., ey, Ey, ..., Exy) € L we define the group

G = SUQ)Y" x UV, 2.4)
and the map

. A — G[, (25)

A mlA] = (he, (AL, ... he, [AL, By [AL, ... By, [A]). (2.6)

Most of the results in the present work rely on the result that 7;[.A] C G is dense in G; for
any label / € L. This is shown in section 3 and appendix A.
2.4. KS representation

The KS Hilbert space, Hxs, is spanned by states of the form |s, E), where s is an LQG spin
network and E a background electric field. The inner product is given by

(s's E'|s, E) = (5| )G Ok k> 2.7

where (s]s") Log is the spin network LQG inner product and 6. ; the Kronecker delta.
Holonomies (2.1) and background exponentials (2.2) act by

hepls, E) = lhe ys, E), (2.8)
Buls, E) = |s, E' + E). (2.9)

Above, we have used the notation of [4] wherein given an LQG operator O with action
Ols) = 210,(” |s;) in standard LQG, we have defined the state |Os, E) in the KS
representation through

2 1t is easy to verify that (2.3) is equivalent to rational independence, i.e. the analogue of condition (2.3)
with g, € Q.
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|Os, E) := 20,@ Is;, E). (2.10)
1
The action of fluxes is given by
. ~LQG
Fsyls, E) = |Fs ; s, E) + Fsp(E)|s, E), (2.11)

where f is the su(2)-valued smearing scalar on the surface S and Fs ¢ (E) = f dS,f'E® the
flux associated with the background electric field Ej. s

The KS representation supports a unitary action of spatial diffeomorphisms and gauge
transformations, which can be used to construct a diffeomorphism and SU (2) gauge invariant
space via group averaging techniques [3, 5].

3. The master lemma

In this section we state the master lemma and describe the idea behind its proof. We conclude
with a summary of the steps in the proof. These steps are implemented in detail in
appendix A.

Statement of the lemma: let ¢, ..., ¢, be n independent edges. Let Ej, ...Ey be N
rationally independent semianalytic SU (2) electric fields. Let G be the product group
G := SUQ2)" x U(1)". Define the map ¢: A — G through

¢(A):=(h€l [Al, ... ho, AL, By (A, ... By, [A]). 3.1)

Then the image ¢ (A) of A is dense in G.

Idea behind the proof: let g€ G so that g=(g, ..., g, U1, ..., uy) Wwhere
& E€SUR), a=1,...,nandu; € U(1), I =1, ..., N. Then it suffices to show that for
any given g € G and any § > 0, there exists an element A#® € A such that

D
he[A] g l| <G8V a=1 .. nadC.D=12. (3.2)

o [14] -

<G VY I=1,..,N, (3.3)

where Cj, C; are J-independent constants, C, D are SU(2) matrix indices and
uy=:e"%, 60, € R. We shall show that the above equations hold with C; =0 and an
appropriate choice of C,. In what follows we shall drop the superscript g in A2? to avoid
notational clutter.

First we construct a connection A5® which satisfies equation (3.3). This is done using the
rational independence of the set of electric fields in conjunction with standard results on the
Bohr compactification of R™ [21]). In general, of course, the evaluation of the edge holo-
nomies on this connection will not satisfy equation (3.2).

On the other hand, from standard LQG results [7], given any set of n group elements we
are guaranteed the existence of a connection whose holonomies along the n independent
edges {e,} reproduce these group elements exactly. Further, these LQG results imply that
such a connection A€ can be constructed for any positive € such that it vanishes everywhere
except around balls of radius e, each such ball intersecting the interior of each edge in an €
size segment (where € is a coordinate distance, measured in fixed coordinate charts). More-
over, since the connection samples only an € size segment of each edge, it can be shown that
the connection is of order 1/e. Clearly the three dimensional integral of such a connection
yields order € contributions.
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Were we to add such a connection to A2% above, then, for small enough ¢, it would have
a negligible effect on the conditions (3.3). However, the connection AB-9 has, in general,
support on the set of edges {e, } and hence contributes to the edge holonomies. The idea then
is to carefully choose the connection A€ so that its contributions together with those from A
yield the set of elements {g, }. In order to do this we need to cleanly seperate the contributions
of AB® from those of A°. This would be easy to do if A®® and A° had mutually exclusive
supports; if this were so the integral over each edge e, of A%® + A° would seperate into
contributions over segments of this edge where each segment supports either A% or A° but
not both. We could then write each edge holonomy of A% + A€ in terms of compositions of
holonomies along the segments of each edge, each segment holonomy being evaluated solely
with respect to A% or solely with respect to A°. We could then choose A€ so as to ‘undo’ the
contributions from A% and yield the required group elements g,

Indeed, as shown in the appendix, we can choose the supports of A5® and A€ such that
each edge ¢, can be written as sles, o 52 with §, in the support of A€ and §!, 52 in the support
of AB? so that h,, [AB® + A°] takes the form hy [AP°]h,, [A°]h,2 [AB-]. We then choose A€
such that hy, [A°] = (hy) )_lga(hsg )~! so that conditions (3.2) are satisfied with C; = 0.

To obtain A4 with the desired support we first construct a connection A% which
satisfies the conditions (3.3) and then multiply it with a semianalytic function of appropriate
support. To do so, recall that the support of A€ is in balls of size e. We construct a ball of size
2¢ around each such ball. Then the desired function is constructed so as to equal unity outside
these balls of size 2¢, and vanish inside the € size balls which support A¢. Since the mod-
ification of A% is only in regions of order €, for small enough e these modifications
contribute negligibly to the background exponentials and one can as well use A% instead of
AP to satisfy the conditions (3.3).

The technical implementation of the proof then proceeds along the following steps which
are detailed in appendix A.

(i) Using standard results from Bohr compactification of R™, we construct a connection AB?
which satisfies (3.3) for some C,.

(i1) For sufficiently small € and for appropriately chosen e- independent charts, we show the
existence of balls B, (2¢), @ = 1,..,n of coordinate size 2¢ such that

B,(2e) M Bpe) = @ iff a # B, (3.4
B,(2e) N &3 = @ iff a # p, (3.5)
B,(2¢) N &, is a semianalytic edge. (3.6)

(iii) We construct a real semianalytic function £, such that If.| < 1 on X with

f=1 onX— U, By(20) (3.7)

=0 on U, B,(e), 3.8)

where B, (¢) denotes the € size ball with the same centre as B, (2¢).
(iv) From (3.6) it follows that

€q =5} 055082 (3.9)

with
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85, =2, N By(e) (3.10)

5o U 8i =2 N (2= Bale): 3.11)
Define:

ho [ AP |=igl, i=1,2 (3.12)

where ABY = fEAB"S. Then we construct a connection A€ supported in Uq B, (€) such that

hs, [A] = (gj)_lg(,z(gj)_l (3.13)

(v) We define A° := AB/ + A€ and show that conditions (3.2) and (3.3) are satisfied with
C; = 0 and some C»,.

4. C*-algebraic considerations

4.1. C* algebra HBA

We denote by HB.A the *-algebra of functions of .A generated by the elementary functions
(2.1) and (2.2), with * relation given by complex conjugation. A generic element of HB.A
takes the form:

M ‘

i D},

alA] = ZciﬂE{ [A]he]'f[A]gl} ...he,;{i[A]C’n}:’f € HBA, 4.1)
i=1

for given M complex numbers c;, M electric fields E/, Z,M— i edges e, and choices of

matrix elements for the SU(2) holonomies, C,f, Dki € {1, 2}. Since holonomies and
background exponentials are bounded functions of A, elements of H/3.A are bounded.
Thus, the sup norm is well defined on HBA:
[lall = supla[A]l, a € HBA. 4.2)
AeA

Being a sup norm, it is compatible with the product and complex-conjugation star relations,
so that upon completion we obtain a unital C~ algebra denoted by HBA. By Gel’fand theory
HBA can be identified with the C* algebra of continuous functions on a compact, Hausdorff
space A, HBA =~ C(A). It will be useful for later purposes to denote by Cyl(4) C C(A) the
subalgebra of continuous functions corresponding to HB.A in the Gel’fand identification.
Cyl(A) will be referred to as the space of cylindrical functions of A.

Finally, the fact that H/3.4 separates points in .A implies that .4 is topologically dense in
A [15]. Hence A represents a space of generalized connections.

4.2. Characterization of elements of HBA

It will be useful to characterize elements of HB.A by identifying independent edges and
electric fields involved in any given algebra element as follows.

Let a € HB.A so that it is of the form (4.1).

Let (Ey, ..., Ex), N < M, be a set of independent electric fields as defined in section 2 in
terms of which all £;’s in (4.1) can be written as integral linear combinations:

9
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N
E;j=YkiE, I=1,...N, kj€Z 4.3)
=1
(such an algebraically independent generating set always exists, see appendix B.1). From
(4.3) it follows that the background exponentials in (4.1) can be replaced by appropriate
products of background exponentials (and their complex conjugates) associated with these
independent electric fields.

Let(ey, ..., e,), n < Z _m; be a set of independent edges as defined in section 2 such
that all edges in (4.1) can be obtained as compositions of them or their inverses. It follows that
the edge holonomies in (4.1) can be replaced by products of holonomies (and their complex
conjugates) along these independent edges.

With these replacements the element a acquires the form of a polynomial in the holo-
nomies along the independent edges, background exponentials associated with the indepen-
dent electric fields, and their complex conjugates. Thus we have shown that with
l:=(e, ....e5 Ey, ..., Ex), | € L, the algebra element (4.1) takes the form:

alA] = a;(m[A]), (4.4)

where 7 [A] = (h,, [A] ..., he, [A], Bg, [AL, ..., Pg, [A]) € G, = SU2)" X UMDY as in
equation (2.6) and a;: G; — C is a function that depends polynomially on the SU (2) and
U (1) entries and their complex conjugates. Clearly, there exist many choices of / for which
equation (4.4) holds.

It is then useful to define the notion of compatibility of a and [. Given a € HBA so that
a is necessarily of the form (4.1), let / be such that all edges and all electric fields in (4.1) can
be obtained in terms of compositions of edges and integral linear combinations of electric
fields in /. Then we shall say that [ is compatible with a, that a is compatible with [ and that
a, | are mutually compatible. In this language what we have shown above is that given
a € HBA and [ which is compatible with a, there exists a function a;: G; — C with poly-
nomial dependence on its SU(2) and U(1) entries and their complex conjugates such that (4.4)
holds.

A key result which we shall need, and which follows directly from the lemma, may then
be stated as follows:

Let [ € £ and a € HBA such that [ is compatible with a. Then the function g, as
constructed above is the unique continuous function on G; whose restriction to 7;[.A] C G
agrees with a[A]’. Accordingly, we shall say that (given mutually compatible a, [) a; is
uniquely determined by a, 1.

Next, note that if / is compatible with a and [” is such that [” > [, then [” is compatible
with a so that we have

alA] = a, (n,,, [A]) = al(ﬂ, [A]). (4.5)

It is of interest to elucidate the relationship between «; and a;,. We proceed as follows.

Since [” > I, edges ¢; € [ can be written as compositions of edges in [”. Let us denote this
relation by: ¢; = p;(e”;, ...), where p; denotes a particular composition of edges (and their
inverses) in [”. This corresponds to a relation on the holonomies of the form:

he [A] = hﬁ’_(elﬂw) [A] = p, (he],, [A4], ...), (4.6)

3 The result follows immediately from the fact that a; is manifestly continuous on G, that equation (4.4) gives the
values of a; on the set 7;[.A] C G and that, by the lemma of section 3, this is a dense subset of G;.
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where p,: SU(2)" — SU (2) is the map determined by interpreting the composition rules of p,
as matrix multiplications. For example, if e; = e5  (¢/')™" then p,(g/, ..., g") = &/(g/)".
Similarly, electric fields E; € [ can be written as integer linear combinations of electric
fields in I”:

N
E = F}(E]”, ) = Yq/Ej, q'ez, I=1 ..N. 4.7)
J=1
Associated with  (4.7) there is the map B:U(1)” — U(l) given by
" J
P(u, ...;,u”)=IHj_(u;)% so that

P A1 = Bi(y, )41 = BB 141, ). “8)

The above maps combine in a map*
p[’l” :=(p17"'7pn’ Pl’"'apN):Gl/’_)G/ (49)

(that is ‘block diagonal’ in the SU(2) and U(1) entries). Equations (4.6) and (4.8) can then be
summarized as

mlA] = p, . (m,.[A]). (4.10)
Substituting (4.10) in the last term of (4.5) we find:
a,. (7, 141) = a; (py- (70141)). (4.11)

Thus a; and a; ° p; ;» coincide on the dense subset 7;#[A] C Gyv. Since a;» and a; © p, ,» are
continuous functions on G;» we conclude that

ap = aep,. 4.12)

We conclude this section by noting one more consequence of the lemma:
The algebra norm (4.2) of a € HBA as in (4.4) coincides with the sup norm on G; of a;:

llall = sup |a(mlAD| = sup |ai(g)|. (4.13)
A€EA 8EG,

4.3. Characterization of A

One of the characterizations of the quantum configuration space in standard LQG is given by
the set Hom(P, SU (2)) of homomorphisms from the path groupoid P to SU (2) [10, 11]. The
analogue space associated with the background exponentials is given by Hom(&, U (1)), the
set of homomorphisms from the abelian group £ of semianalytic electric fields (with abelian
product given by addition) to U (1).

We will now establish a one-to-one correspondence between A
and Hom (P, SU (2)) x Hom(&, U (1)).

First we show that any element ¢ €A defines an element of
Hom(P, SU (2)) x Hom(&, U (1)). Recall that from Gel’fand theory, ¢ is a c algebraic
homomorphism from the C~ algebra HBA to the C* algebra of complex numbers C. Let H.A
and BA be the *-algebras generated, respectively, by only the holonomies and by only the
background exponentials. The sup norm on H/3.A defines a norm on each of H.A and B.A and
the two algebras can then be completed in their norms so defined to yield the C" algebras H.A

4 This map will be of later use in the projective limit construction of section 5.

11
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and BA. Clearly HA and B.A are subalgebras of HB.A with HA being exactly the holonomy
C" algebra of LQG.

Let ¢y := ¢pliz be the restriction of ¢ to HA. ¢y is a homomorphism from HA to C.
By the standard LQG description [10, 11], ¢ defines an element s, € Hom (P, SU (2)) given
by

))& = ¢ (h, &), (4.14)

Similarly, it is easy to verify that ¢y := ¢l defines an element u, € Hom(E, U (1))
given by

uy(E) = ¢(py), (4.15)

since  uy(0) =1, uy(Er+ Ey) = uy(Euy(Ex)  and  uy(E) = uy(—E), implying
uys(E) € U(1) (see [11, 12] for the analogue statement in the context of R-Bohr).
Conversely, given s € Hom(P, SU (2)) and u € Hom(&, U (1)) we want to find ¢p € A
such that uy = u and s; = s. Following the same strategy as in LQG [10-12], we first find a
homomorphism ¢: HB.A — C, and then show it is bounded and hence extends to HB.A.
Given a general element a € HBA, it can always be written in the form (4.4) for any /

compatible with a. Accordingly, we choose some compatible [ = (ey, ..., e,, Ej, ..., Ey) and
define ¢ on HBA by:
p(a) = ai(s(e). ... s(ey), u(Ey), ..., u( Ey)). (4.16)

Since q, is uniquely defined (see section 4.2), there is no ambiguity in this definition if / is
specified. However, there are infinitely many / which are compatible with a. We now show
that ¢p (@) € C given by (4.16) is independent of the choice of such /. Accordingly, let’, [ be
compatible with a. Then we need to show that

a[(s(el), s u(El), ) = a,r(s(e]’), ey u(E]’), ) “4.17)

This can be shown by writing g; and a; in terms of a finer label [” such that [” > /" and [” > [
according to (4.12), and using the homomorphism properties of s and u. Let
pi: SUQRY" = SU(2) and B := U(1)" - U(1) be the maps described in section 4.2
determined by the way probes of [ are written in terms of those of [”. The homomorphism
property of s and u implies that

s(e) =pl.(el”, ) (4.18)

u(Er) = A (Ef, ...), (4.19)

substituting these relations in the rhs of (4.16) and using the result (4.12) we find

al(s(el), . u(El), ) = al,/(s(e]”), s u(El”), ) (4.20)

Repeating the argument for the set /', one concludes

al/(s(el’), s u(El’), ) = al,,(s(e{), s u(El”), ) (4.21)

Hence (4.17) follows and (4.16) is independent of the choice of compatible /.

Next we show that ¢ so defined is a homomorphism to C. By choosing any fixed [ it
trivially follows that:

(a) ¢ maps the zero element of HB.A to 0 € C.

(b) ¢ maps the unital element of HB3.A4 to 1 € C.

12
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(c) given any complex number C and algebra element a € HBA, ¢ (Ca) = C¢(a).

Further note that there exists a ‘fine enough’ / which is simultaneously compatible with a
given set of elements a,b,ab,a+ b,a* € HBA. From the continuity of
a;, by, (ab);, (a + b);, (a*); on G,, the continuity preserving property of the operations of
addition, multiplication and complex conjugation on the space of continuous functions on G;
and the uniqueness of the specification of any c¢;: G; - C given mutually compatible
c € HBA, | € L (see section 4B), it follows that:

d) p(ab) = p(@p®). pla+b) = d(a) + (b) and ¢ (a*) = P(a)*.

Properties (a)-(d) show that equation (4.16) defines a homomorphism from H/3.A to C.
Next, we note that due to the lemma and equation (4.13) ¢ is bounded since:

6@ = |a(sCen. oo u(E). ..)| < swplai@)] = llall (4.22)
gEG,

It then follows that ¢ uniquely extends to a homomorphism from HBA to C (see [11] around
equation 6.2.71 for discussion of extension of bounded homomorphisms to completed
algebra).

Finally it is easy to verify explicitly that (4.16) satisfies uy, = u and sy = s, thus estab-
lishing the correspondence between A and Hom (P, SU (2)) x Hom(&, U (1)).

4.4. Realization of the KS Hilbert space as the space L? (A, uys)

We now use the KS representation of HB.A (see section 2.4 and [5]) to construct a PLF on
HBA. Given a € HBA, let us denote by a the corresponding operator in the KS Hilbert
space Hgs. We define the PLF by

w(a):=(0, 0]a|o0, 0), (4.23)

where 10, 0) € Hks is the KS ‘vacuum’ state corresponding to the trivial spin network and
vanishing background electric field. As in LQG [10-12], the PLF can be written as an integral
over the group elements: For a € HBA given by (4.4), we have (see appendix B.2 for a
proof):

w@=Lm@%, (4.24)

for any I € £ compatible with a. Here du, is the Haar measure on the group G, normalized so
that sz du; = 1. Boundedness of @ follows from the lemma via equation (4.4):

M@FLLW@W,

< supeg|a(@] = llall. (4.25)

Thus w uniquely extends to HBA ~ C(A) [11]. The Riesz—Markov theorem then implies the
existence of a regular measure uyg on A such that

w(a) = fA adugs. (4.26)

where in the rhs of (4.26) a is seen as an element of C (A) via the Gel’fand identification. By
construction it follows that Hygg ~ L*(A, Ugs), since Hyg can be identified with the GNS
Hilbert space associated with @, and the two constructions lead to the same representa-
tion [10].

Elements a € HBA ~ C(A) have now a dual interpretation: when seen as elements of
C(4) we will interpret them as ‘wavefunctions’ in the L* representation, i.e. vectors on the
Hilbert space. When seen as elements of HB.A, we will usually associate them with operators

13
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a on the Hilbert space Hks. In the ‘wavefunction’ picture, Cyl(4) ~ HB.A plays a special
role: It is a dense subspace of L? (A, duys), which serves as a dense domain for the definition
of the unbounded flux operators FSJ-. In the next section we discuss the action of fluxes (2.11)
in this ‘wavefunction’ picture.

4.5. Action of fluxes on L? (A, ugs)

In the L? description of Hgs, the KS spinnet Is, E) corresponds to the ‘wavefunction’
I;p; € Cyl(A), where T;[A] € HBA is the spin network function associated with s [11],
BrlA] € HBA the background exponential function (2.2), and T;, f; the respective elements
in Cyl(4) under the Gel’fand identification HB.A =~ Cyl(A).

Since the action of the flux operator I:"S,f onls, E) yields tAhe finite linear combination of
KS spinnets (2.11), we can translate this action as a map Fsr: Cyl(4) — Cyl(4). In this
description, equation (2.11) takes the form

ﬁs,f(TsﬁE) = (ﬁsL,?GY})ﬂE + Fs s (E) TP (4.27)

Here (FSL’?GY}) € Cyl(4) denotes the finite linear combination of spin networks, FS%$G|s>,
obtained by the action of the flux operator labelled by (S, /) in the standard LQG
representation. Recall that since T;[A] € HBA, it is a polynomial in a set of independent
edge holonomies. Using the algebraic identification of HB.A with C}/E&%) it then follows
from standard LQG that the correspondent in HBA of (Fg; T;) € Cyl(4) is
—iX ng (T;[A]) € HA C HBA where XSI,{f is a ‘derivative operator’ whose action on T;[A]
is built out of that of left and right invariant vector fields of SU(2), on the SU(2) valued edge
holonomies underlying 7;[A] [20].

It is useful for the purposes of section 6 to note that we may also re-express X SH (I[AD
as the classical Poisson bracket {T;[A], Fss} (see for example [11, 18] as well as
equation (6.3) below). This sort of re-expression extends to both the terms in the right-hand
side of equation (4.27) so that the correspondent in HB.A of the right-hand side can be written
as the Poisson bracket —i {T;[A] S [A], Fy s}

Next note that since any element of HBA =~ Cyl(4) is a polynomial in the holonomies
and background exponentials, the Peter—Weyl theorem (see for example [11]) implies that any
such element can be re-expressed as a finite linear combination of KS spin net functions, i.e.
a[A] can be written as an expansion Zici 15, [A] ﬁE’ [A] for suitably defined spinnets s; and
electric fields E;. Denoting the wave function in Cyl(A) corresponding to a [A] € HBA by a,
it then follows from the previous paragraph and equation (4.27) that the HB.A correspondent
of Fyra is —i{a[Al, Fss ).

5. The quantum configuration space as a projective limit

As in LQG, the quantum configuration space A admits a characterization as a projective limit
space. In section 5.1 we describe the projective limit space, denoted by .4, and show that it is
homeomorphic to A. In section 5.2 we discuss measure theoretic aspects of A.

S This result can also be interpreted as follows. Since the KS representation is a representation of the classical
Poisson algebra [5], it follows that given a[A] € HBA and {alA], Fs;} € HBA, we have that
[a, ﬁsyf] = l{m} The ‘wavefunction’ associated with a € HB.A corresponds to the vector d@|0) € Hgs where
|0) is the KS vacuum. Using the fact that FSJ"O) = 0 and the above commutation relation, one concludes that the
HBA element associated with the wave function (Fy sa) is given by —i{a[A], Fss}.
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5.1. Topological identification of A with A

The ingredients in the construction of A are: (i) the directed set £ and the family of compact
spaces {G;, /€ L} defined in section 2.3; (i) the continuous projections
P, G, = G, 1" 2 1 described in section 4.2, equation (4.9).

Recall that p, ;. is determined by the way probes in [ are written in terms of probes in [”.
These maps are surjective® and it is easy to verify that if [’ > I > [ then Diyr =Py Py
Thus (£, {G;}, {p; }) satisfy the required conditions for the construction of a projective limit
space [13, 23].

Let us describe the main features of A (see appendix C for additional details as well as
for a comparison with the usual construction in LQG). A point in A is given by an assignment
of points x; € G; for each [ € L satisfying the consistency condition x; = prr (X)) whenever
I'>1. A is a compact Hausdorff space (see [11] and appendix C). We denote by {x;} an
element of the projective limit space. The canonical projections

p:A— G, (5.1
{xr} P X, (5.2)

satisfy p; = p;; e py for I’ > I, are continuous’, and as shown in [13] surjective®.

Note that given a connection A € A, the points 7;[A] € G; satisfy the projective con-
sistency conditions with respect to the projections p,;; by virtue of equation (4.10). This
implies that every A € A defines an element of A. Since holonomies and background
exponentials seperate points in .4, it follows that this definition is unique so that there is a
natural injection of A in A. It follows that with this injection, we have that

pA) =m(A) € G (5.3)

We now show, following [10, 13], that A and A are homeomorphic by identifying their
corresponding algebras of continuous functions, C (A) and C (4).

Let Pol(G;) denote the set of functions on G, that depend polynomially in their entries
and their complex conjugates. This is the space of the functions ag; of section 4.2. Define

Cyl(A):= Uier p;" Pol(G;) c C(A), (5.4)

where p;" is the pullback of the projections (5.1). Since the p;’s are continuous, elements of
Cyl(A) are continuous functions on .A. An element f € Cyl(A) is always of the form
f=1f op, forsomel € L and some f; € Pol(G;). As in section 4 we will say that such / and
f1 are compatible with f. If | is compatible with f with corresponding f; € Pol(G;) then I’ > [
is also compatible, with corresponding function f; o p,; € Pol(Gy) (this follows from the
property p; = p; ° py). Note also that if / is compatible with f, the surjectivity of p; implies
the uniqueness of f;, i.e. f; is the only function on G; such that f = f; o p,.

From the following four properties: (i) Cyl(A) is a * subalgebra of C(A)%; (ii) the
constant function belongs to Cyl(A); (111) Cyl(A) separates points in A (since the ‘coordi-
nates’ x; belong to Cyl(A)); and (iv) A is compact and Hausdorff, it follows from the

S The master lemma implies that p; ; (Gy) is dense in G;. Continuity of p;,, implies compactness of p, ;,(Gy). Since
G, is Hausdorff p, ;. (Gy) is closed and hence p, ; (G) = G;.

7 The topology of A corresponds to the weakest topology such that the maps (5.1) are continuous [11].

We thank José Velhinho for pointing us to [13].
° This follows from the fact that for given functions f, g € Cyl(A), one can always find a common compatible
label [ so that the operations of linear combinations, products and complex conjugation in Cyl(.A) can be recast as the
corresponding operations in Pol(G;). For instance: fg = (p,"f})(p," &) = p;" (f &)-
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Stone-Weierstrass theorem that the completion of Cyl(A) in the sup norm coincides with
C(A) [10].

We now show that Cyl(A) is isomorphic to HBA. Given fe& Cyl(A) and
l € L, f; € Pol(G;) compatible with f, we define the map

T: Cyl(A) - HBA (5.5)
f=hep = T{E) =] m. (5.6)

From the properties of compatible labels and functions described in this section for elements
of Cyl(A) and in section 4 for elements of HBA, it follows that T(f) in (5.6) is independent of
the choice of [ and that 7 is an algebra homomorphism. Furthermore, by virtue of
equation (4.13) and the surjectivity of p; V [, it follows that || T (f) [[s4 = Il f llcyica)-

Going from HBA to Cyl(A), recall from section 4.2 that given a € HB.A, we can find a
compatible / € L such that a[A] = a;(m[A]) with a; € Pol(G;). For any such a; we define
f = a; » p;. We now show that this definition is independent of the choice of compatible /.
Accordingly let [, I’ be compatible with a. Consider any /” compatible with a with [” > [, I'.
From equation (4.12) we have that a;ep;,, = a;°p,, = a, from which it follows that
ajep, =ajepyepy =ayop,. Thus f:= a;op, defines the same element of Cyl(A)
regardless of the choice of /. The uniqueness of g, given a, [ (see section 4.2) then implies that
this map from HB.A to Cyl(A) is injective. Finally, it can easily be verified that this map is
the inverse map of (5.6).

It follows that Cyl(A) and HBA are equivalent as normed, * algebras. Hence their
completions are isomorphic. By Gel’fand theory it follows that .4 and A are homeomorphic,
which completes our characterization of the quantum configuration space as a projective limit
space.

As an application of this characterization, we demonstrate a curious ‘cartesian’ structure
of A. Note that the master lemma of section 3 is a statement of a certain ‘algebraic inde-
pendence’ of the ‘U (1) probes’ (namely the background exponentials) and the ‘SU (2) probes’
(namely the edge holonomies). This suggests that the quantum configuration space may admit
a split into a ‘holonomy’ related part and a ‘background exponential part’. Indeed, a product
structure of this sort is implied by the characterization of section 4.3 wherein we showed that
as a point set A could be identified with Hom (P, SU (2)) X Hom(&, U (1)). However, no
topological information is available in this characterization. We would like to see if the
product structure persists when Hom(P, SU (2)), Hom(P, SU (2)) are equipped with suitably
defined topologies so that the Gel’fand topology of A can be realized as a product topology.
We found it difficult to show this using C" algebraic methods because the norm on HBA
intertwines the properties of the holonomy and the background exponential structures. We
now show that the projective limit characterization of A allows an immediate demonstration
of the desired result.

Recall from section 2.3 that L = Ly X Ly with Ly and Ly described in sections 2.1 and
2.2 respectively. Each label set can be separately used to construct the projective limit spaces
Ay and Ag. The relevant ingredients for Ay are the compact spaces G, = SU(2)" with n the
number of edges in y, and the maps p,, as described after equation (4.6) (see also
appendix C). Similarly the relevant ingredients for Ay are the spaces Gy := U(1)Y with N the
number of electric fields in ¥ and corresponding projections py y. as described after
equation (4.7). Let p,: Au = G, and py: Ag — Gy be the canonical projections analogous
to (5.1).We now demonstrate that A and Ay X Ag are homeomorphic.

We first construct a bijection between the two spaces. Given {x;} € A, each x; € G, is
given by a pair x, € G, and xy € Gy where [ = (y,Y) so that G; = G, X Gy. The
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consistency condition on the x;’s implies consistency of the x,’s and xy’s so that {x, } defines
an element in Ay and {xy } an element in Ag. Conversely, given {x,} € Ay and {xy} € Ap
the corresponding point in A is given by x; = x¢.r) = (g ({x,/}), py ({xr'}) € G;. {x;} so
defined satisfies the consistency conditions and hence defines an element of A which cor-
responds to the inverse of the previous mapping.

We now show that this bijection between A and Ay X Apg is a homeomorphism. Recall
that the topologies of A, Ay, Ag are generated by inverse projections pl_l, py_l, Dy " of open
sets in G;, G,, Gy. Given [ = (y, 1) and open sets U, C G,, Uy C Gy, the bijection between
A and Ay X Ap identifies the open set p, (U, x Uy) € A with the open set
py_l (U,) X py "(Uy) € Ay x Ag. Since the product topology on G; is generated by rectangle
sets and since

(Ve (U7 x UF)) = Ua p! (Uf x UF),
(0 (U UF)) = i o (U x ), 5.7)

for some (possibly non-denumerable) label set a and finite label set i, it follows that the
bijection is indeed a homeomorphism thus completing the proof.

To relate this result with that of section 4, let us denote by Ay the spectrum of 7.A and
Ag that of BA. The arguments of the present and previous sections may be reproduced for
each of the algebras BA and H.A to conclude that Ap ~ Ag ~ Hom(E, U (' and
An ~ Ay ~ Hom(P, SU (2)) (the latter being the standard characterizations in LQG). Thus,
the product structure presented here coincides with that of section 4.

5.2. Measure theoretic aspects of the projective limit space

Recall from appendix C that we have two equivalent projective limit constructions of .A. The
first, which we have used hitherto in this section, is based on the preordered directed set of
labels £ = {I} = {(y, Y)}. The second is based on the partially orderered directed label set
L={0)= {7, T)} where, as detailed in appendix C, 7 corresponds to the path subgroupoid
of P generated by the edges in y and Y to the abelian subgroup of £ generated by the electric
fields in Y. In what follows we shall follow the argumentation of [10]. Since this reference
uses a partially ordered label set in its analysis, we shall use the second, partially ordered
directed label set, characterization of A.

Let the Haar measure on G; be u;. Note that the Haar measure u; is a regular Borel
measure. As shown in appendix C.3, the set of measures {u;} satisfies the consistency
condition (p; ;. )xij. = uj Whenever ["> 1, where (pj i )xm;- is the push-forward measure. Let
C(A) = C(A) = HBA be the C algebra of continuous functions on 4. Our demonstration
above that Cyl(A) = HBA implies that Cyl(A) is dense in C(A). It then follows from
proposition 4, section 3.2 of [10] that the consistent family of (regular Borel) Haar measures
{; } defines a unique regular Borel measure on A. A natural question is if this projective limit
measure is the same as the measure ﬂKs“- We now show that the answer to this question is in
the affirmative. The proof of proposition 4 in [10] uses the fact that the consistent set of
measures define a PLF on C (A). From appendices B.2 and C.3, it follows that this PLF is
exactly the KS PLF of equation (4.23). It immediately follows from this fact, together with the

19 10 order to show this we use the fact that, just as for HA, elements of B.A seperate points in A.
' Note that the identification of 4 with A as a topological space implies the identification of corresponding Borel
algebras so that this question is well posed.
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unique association of the measure uy ¢ with the KS PLF via the Riesz-Markov theorem, that
the projective limit measure is figg.

As an application of the projective limit characterization of uyg, it is straightforward to
check that a simple adaptation of the proof of Marolf and Mourdo [14] for the LQG case
shows that, as in LQG, the classical configuration space A lies in a set of measure zero in the
quantum configuration space A. The main feautures of this adaptation are as follows (we
assume familiarity with the notation and contents of [14]):

(a) Choose the subsets /N ¢}i=1 of SU(2)" as in [14]. For each g € (0, g,] (for some fixed
qp» 0 < gy < 1), choose {¢;} 72 | = {7}, as in [14].

(b) For each fixed g, replace the set of shrinking (independent) hoops {;} of [14] by a set of
shrinking edges {e;}. To specify this edge set, fix a coordinate chart {x, y, z} around
some point p, € X so that py is at the origin and let ¢; be the straight line along the z-axis
from the origin to (0, O, ei(") 6;) where 6; is as defined in [14].

(c) Use the small edge expansion for the edge holonomy of a connection A € A to show that
its edge holonomy is confined to a neighbourhood of the identity of size @ for
sufficiently large i.

It is then easy to see that the desired result follows by a repetition of the proof of Marolf
and Mourdo (without the complications of quotienting by the action of gauge transformations,
since we are interested in A rather than A/G).

We leave other applications of projective techniques (such as the definition of a host of
projectively consistent ‘differential geometric’ structures [11, 13]) to future work.

6. The holonomy-background exponential-flux algebra

Our construction of the holonomy-background exponential-flux algebra parallels that of the
holonomy-flux algebra in [16, 18] and we assume familiarity with those works. The only
minor difference between our treatment and theirs is that we restrict attention to polynomial
cylindrical functions of the form (4.1) whereas the cylindrical functions of [16, 18] comprise
all continuous functions rather than only polynomials. In section 6.1 we construct the hol-
onomy-background exponential-flux algebra. In section 6.2 we use an identity of ST [19] to
illustrate the difference between the holonomy-background exponential-flux algebra and the
LQG holonomy flux algebra. In section 6.3 we show that the KS representation is a repre-
sentation of the holonomy-background exponential-flux algebra.

6.1. Construction of the classical and quantum algebras.

Leta € HBA and let! € L be compatible with a (see section 4). Then it is straightforward to
verify that:

{a[A], Fs,f}=:XS’fa[A], 6.1)

Xsp = X5+ X$), (6.2)

Xty = B (xlh, ) =2 63)
S srtec ) o o :

e€l eiCi
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X$p= (XS]?f/}E,) 0 ©.4)

Eel aﬁEl

Here (X Sl:lfhei) is defined exactly as in LQG so that its evaluation involves the appropriate
action of SU (2) invariant vector fields on /., € SU (2). The evaluation of (X s]? #Bg,) involves
the analogous action of the U (1) invariant vector field on ﬂE, e U(l):

0

XP By, = fs aS.f Eff—e" = iFs(E1)By,. 6.5)

ei0=p,,

From equations (6.2)—(6.5) it follows that the operators X r, X SH X S]? ¢ all act as derivations
on HBA, ie. they map HBA into itself and their actions obey the Leibniz rule (see
equation (6.8) below). It is also easy to check that

[X37 X8 p | = [X37. X' ] =0 on MBA. (6.6)

Next, note that if we choose a € HB.A such that it depends only on the holonomies, X r acts
exactly as in LQG. In other words, the action of X, restricted to HA C HBA (HA is
defined in 4.3) is exactly the LQG action. It then follows, similar to the LQG case, that while
the commutator of a pair of derivations [Xs ¢, Xs' r/] on HBA is itself, in general, not of the
form Xy v, this commutator still acts as a derivation on HB.A. As in the LQG case, consider,
the finite span of objects Ve, of the form:

aX&f, a[XSl’fl, XSZ’fz ], aI:XSl’fl’ |:'”|:Xsn—1»f,,,l’ Xsmfn:l...]:l. (67)

(Note that the classical correspondents of these objects are
ClFS’f, a{Fsl’f], FSQ,fz }, a {FSIvfl’ {...{FS“_]’ﬁl_l, an,f,, }} }, where a € HBA) It follows that
every Y € Vv acts as a derivation on HBA i.e.

Y: HBA — HBA, Y(ab)=Y(@b +aY (), Va,be HBA. (6.8)

Next, define the vector space 2 = HBA X Vieriy. We define the * operation on 2[ by:

(@, Y)*=(a,¥), where Y(b):=Y(b), (6.9)

where @ denotes the complex conjugate of a. From the definitions (6.2)—(6.5), it follows that
Xs.; = X5, 7. This can then be used to show that multiple commutators of the X /’s are also
invariant under the ‘ -’ relation. It then follows straightforwardly that the * operation maps
to itself and defines a * relation on 2. Finally, we define the Lie bracket [, ] on 2l by

[(a, Y), (@', Y)] = (X'(a) = Y(a), [Y, Y']), (6.10)

where [Y, Y'] € Vjejy 1s the commutator of the derivations Y, Y’ on HB.A. We refer to
A, [,]) as the classical holonomy-background exponential-flux algebra. It is the exact
counterpart of the (classical) ACZ holonomy-flux algebra (referred to as (R ¢jass, { , }) in [16])
underlying the standard LQG representation. The classical Lie algebra 2 can be converted to
its quantum counterpart Dt through the steps of section 2.5 of [16].

In the next section we comment on the differences between the algebra 2( and its LQG
counterpart 21,5 [16]. For notational convenience, we shall denote 2j,s by A0,
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6.2. On the difference between A and A-C

As is apparent from the previous section, the construction of 2l differs from that of 2“6 due
to the added structure provided by the background exponentials. In more detail, the generators
of A (see equation (6.7)) differ from those of AQC (equation (19) in [16]) in two ways. First,
the cylindrical function a in (6.7) depends on the background exponentials as well as the
holonomies so that a € HB.A whereas the cylindrical function ¥ in (19) of [16] depends only
on the holonomies so that ¥ € H.A. The second difference is that the derivation X, and its
commutators in (6.7) inherit their algebraic properties from their realization as derivations on
HBA whereas the corresponding LQG objects in (19) of [16] inherit theirs from their
realization as derivations on H.A. In contrast to the first, the second difference is a bit subtle.
To see it explicitly, we turn our attention to the beautiful example considered by ST in [19].

Accordingly, consider (0, [Xs [Xsy,, X5z, 1]) € AC. From the ST identity [19], we
have that

1

I:XS’f] [XS’fz’ XS,f3 ]] = Z S0, 6511 (611)

where both the left-hand side and the right-hand side are derivations on H.A. This implies the
identification of the elements (0, [XS,fi [stfé, XSJ}, ]]) and (0, —XS’[/I"[&’]%]]) in the
algebra (-6, 4

Let us now consider (0, [Xs [Xsyz, Xs,1]) as an element of 2. From equations (6.2)
and (6.6) it follows that

(0, [Xs,fl [Xss,. X ]]) = (0, [ngﬁ[xsﬁlfz, XSHf}]]) 6.12)

From (6.11), (6.3) it immediately follows that

I
H H H _ H
[Xs,fl[xs,fz, Xs’ﬁ]] = X (6.13)

Now, from (6. 2) it follows that XS U U i1l & XS, 15411 because of the missing ‘U (1)’
contribution, X¢ . s, 57 Which in turn means that in contrast to the LQG case, the two
elements (0, [Xs.z [Xsy,» Xs1lLoc) and (0, Xs Ii.lh511) are not identified in the algebra 1.

6.3. The KS representation and A

As shown in [16] elements in 9l are of the form aX S, X Sy X 5,7, Where a and X s are the
quantum correspondents of a € HBA and Fy,;. The algebraic properties of @ derive from
those of a € HBA and the algebraic properties of X s, derive from the algebrAaic properties
of X, as derivations on HB.A. Thus the algebraic properties of elements in 2[ derive from
those of HB.A and derivations thereon.

Next we note the following:

(1) There is an algebraic isomorphism between cylindrical functions on A, Cyl(A) and HB.A
(see section 4).

(2) The KS representation is an L?(A, dugg) representation. The space of cylindrical
functions Cyl(4) is dense in L?(4, dugg)- The operators 4, I:*S,f map Cyl(4) into itself
and their actions can be inferred from the algebraic isomorphism between Cyl(4) and
HBA (see section 4.5). In particular, given ¥ € Cyl(4) with correspondent
¥ [A] € HBA :

(1) a acts by multiplication so that 4¥ := a¥, where a € Cyl(4) is the correspondent
of the element a[A] € HBA.
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(i) From section 4.5 and equation (6.1), the corfespondent of I:”S,fﬁ” in HBA is
—iXs ;¥ [A] so that the algebraic properties of Fs; are determined by those of the
derivation Xy on HBA.

(3) The KS inner product implements the * relations on 4, Fs,f e N as adjointness relations.

The discussion in the first paragraph of this section together with (1)—(3) above show that
the KS representation is indeed a representation of 2I.

7. Discussion

In this work we have shown that the KS representation admits structural characterizations
which are the counterparts of LQG ones. An immediate question is whether these char-
acterizations can also be used to show a LOST-Fleischhack type [16, 17] uniqueness theorem
based on the holonomy-background exponential-flux algebra of section 6. If so, the KS
representation would then be the unique representation of this algebra with a cyclic, dif-
feomorphism invariant and SU (2) gauge invariant state and at the kinematic level, there
would be little to choose between the KS and the LQG representations. A key question is then
if any progress is possible in the KS representation with regard to the quantum dynamics.
While [3, 5] suggest that there is no fundamental obstruction to the imposition of SU (2)
gauge invariance and spatial diffeomorphism invariance, we do not know if the Hamiltonian
constraint can be defined in this representation. Of course, if one takes the view that the KS
representation is some sort of effective description for smooth spatial geometry, and that the
underlying fundamental description is that of LQG, this question is moot.

The results presented in this work and summarized in detail in section 1 have been
derived in the context of compact (without boundary) spatial topology. However, our main
interest in the KS representation is in its possible application to asymptotically flat quantum
gravity'?. In contrast to the compact case, in the asymptotically flat case the classical con-
nection and its conjugate triad field are required to satisfy detailed boundary conditions at
spatial infinity.

The triad field is required to approach a fixed flat triad at spatial infinity. It is difficult to
tackle the triad boundary conditions in an LQG like representation because of the contrast of
the discrete spatial geometry underlying LQG with the smooth, asymptotically flat spatial
geometry in the vicinity of spatial infinity. In particular, the spatial geometry needs to be
excited in a non-compact region, which means that the LQG spin networks of the compact
case need to be generalized so as to have infinitely many edges and vertices [24]. Moreover, a
suitably coarse grained view of the quantum spatial geometry in the vicinity of spatial infinity
must coincide with an asymptotically flat one. On the other hand, the KS representation offers
the possibility of already accounting for smooth spatial geometry without coarse graining,
and, asymptotically flat spatial geometry without the consideration of KS spinnet graphs with
infinitely many edges [5]; in brief this may be achieved by restricting attention to KS spin net
states whose graphs have a finite number of compactly supported edges but whose triad label
satisfies the asymptotic conditions. The boundary conditions on the connection are, however,
much harder to tackle. This is so because the natural spinnet basis has much more controllable
behaviour with respect to the electric flux operators both in the LQG and the KS repre-
sentations. Since we already have a possibility of encoding the triad boundary conditions in
the KS representation, let us focus on the issue of connection boundary conditions in the KS
(as opposed to the LQG) representation.

12 For an application to the case of parametrized field theory, see [25, 26].

21



Class. Quantum Grav. 31 (2014) 175009 M Campiglia and M Varadarajan

As we have shown, in the compact case, one way in which the quantum configuration
space is tied to the classical configuration space is that the latter embeds into the former as a
dense set. One may hope that something similar happens in the asymptotically flat case,
namely, the quantum configuration space is the topological completion of the space of
semianalytic connections satisfying the asymptotic conditions. While this would be one way
in which the classical boundary conditions on the connections leave their imprint in the
quantum theory, one may worry that since the quantum configuration space is larger than the
classical one, perhaps a (for example, measure theoretically,) large number of quantum
connections could be thought of as violating these boundary conditions. We now argue that
this fear could be misplaced. In the holonomy-background exponential algebra, HBA,
classical connections are integrated against one dimensional edges to give holonomies and
against three dimensional background fields to give background exponentials. If, as men-
tioned in the previous paragraph, in the asymptotically flat case we restrict the edges of
interest to be confined to compact regions, it is only the background fields which sense the
asymptotic behaviour of the connection. Let us then focus only on the structures associated
with the background exponentials. A preliminary analysis indicates that the fields which label
the background exponential functions satisfy the ‘maximally’ permitted asymptotic behaviour
which allows their integrals with respect to (classical) connections to be well defined. If it
transpires that the quantum connections, as in the compact case, define homomorphisms from
the abelian group of fields, subject to this ‘maximal’ asymptotic behaviour, the very existence
of these homomorphisms could be reasonably interpreted as the imposition of classical
asymptotic behaviour on the quantum configuration space.

Thus, the KS representation offers hope that the complications arising due to asymptotic
flatness are not insurmountable, at least at the level of quantum kinematics. We are at present
engaged in working out the ideas sketched above. To conclude, we remark that if these efforts
meet with success, they may also shed light on how to generalize LQG to asymptotically flat
spacetimes so as to retain the most remarkable feature of the theory, namely the fundamental
discreteness of space.
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Appendix A. Proof of the master lemma

Step (1):

The N background electric fields E; are rationally independent but not necessarily linearly
independent. Let m < N be the dimension of the linear span of the background electric fields
and assume {E), ..., Ey } is ordered so that the first m electric fields are linearly independent.
The last p := N — m electric fields can then be written as linear combinations of the first m
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ones:
m
Epij= Zkf‘Ew ji=1,..,p, (A.1)
u=1
for some real constants kj/‘. Next, let AY, v =1, ..., m, be m su(2)-valued one-forms
satisfying'’:
/ Tr[Efar] =60 mov=1...m, (A.2)

and consider the m parameter family of one-forms:
m
Ap = ) 1,A" (A.3)
u=1

The U(1)N part of the map (3.1) restricted to the m parameter family of connections (A.3)
induces the following map from R™ to U(1)":

(11, oo ) 1 (€, el ekl itk ), (A.4)
Our aim is to use the map (A.4) to reproduce with arbitrary precision the given N phases
(e, ..., %) € U(1)N. The first m phases can be exactly reproduced by taking:

ty=0,+2mm, n,€”Z, nu=1, .., m (A.5)

We are then left with the m integers {n,} to approximate p phases, the relevant map being:
(M1 coes ) 1o (2R ek, (A.6)

Now, the condition of rationally independence of the N electric fields translates into the
following condition of rational independence of N vectors in R™: The canonical basis
&ER" i=1,....,m (with components (&) = 65/), together with the vectors
l?j eR",j=1,...,p (with components (l?,-)” = kj"), are rationally independent. The
example (26.19 (e)) of [21] shows that, under this condition, the range of the map (A.6) is
dense in U(1)?'*. This implies that given & > 0, we can find 7® e R™ such that

et = et u=1,...,m and leiti” k' — eitnsi] < 6,j=1,...,p=N—m. Setting
AR = Az® we obtain the desired connection satisfying (3.3).
Step (ii):

Let p, be a point on the open edge &, — {b(e,), f (ez)}. Since X is Hausdorff, there
exists an open neighbourhood U, of p, such that U, seperates p, from the points b (e,), f (€s).
Further, U, can be chosen such that U, N é3 = @ for a # f; else p, is an accumulation point
of a sequence in &g, which, by virtue of the compactness of &4, implies that p, € &5 N &,
contradicting the condition that &, and é; can only intersect at their endpoints. A similar
argument implies that U,, @ = 1, ..., n can be chosen such that U, N Up = @ if a # p.

Finally, since &, is a semianalytic manifold, it follows (see for example definition A.12 of
[16]) that U, can be chosen to be small enough that it is in the domain of a single semianalytic
chart y, in which it takes the form of a ball of size = within which &, N U, is connected and

B 7o explicitly obtain m su (2)-valued one-forms A” satisfying (A.2), we introduce a semianalytic metric /4, on X

which defines an inner product on the space of background electric fields by (E, E’) := f h~Y2h,, Tr [EE’"]. Since

Ey, ..., E, are linearly independent, and (, ) positive definite, the m x m matrix (E,, E,), u,v=1, ..., m is

. . . . m . .

invertible. Let ¢,, be its inverse, so that Z (Eu» Ep)cpy = 6y It is then easy to verify that the one-forms
_ 1 b . p=1

A‘f,” =h ”22 _ (CphaE, satisfy (A.2).

1% This resulfs also follows from theorem IV in section IIL5 of [22].
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runs along a coordinate axis. Thus, we have that y, (U,)C R3  with
X (Uy) = {X € R || ¥ || < 7}, and that y, (U, N &) = ((—7, 1), 0, 0).

In the y, coordinate chart, we denote balls of coordinate size ¢ centred at the origin by
B, (6). Accordingly we denote the above choice of U, by B, (). Clearly by taking ¢ < 7 we
have B, (2¢) C U,.

Step (iii):

We need to specify f. in B,(2¢) — B,(e) such that f, is semianalytic. Consider the
polynomial in R given by g(y) := c/ ('(1 = y"))Xdy’, with ¢ chosen so that g(1) = 1 and
K > k. Then g 1nterpolates between the constant 0 function for y < 0 and the constant 1
function for y > 1 in a C* manner. Setting

0 for ||X¥]| <e
(fg °)(a)()_5) _J1 for || X | > 2e (A7)
(%(”x“z/e )) for e<|| X <2
does the job.
Step (iv):
We take A with support on U, given by
Aly, = wa)(;(aedx). (A.8)

Here w, € su(2) are constant (but € and 6 dependent) su (2) elements satisfying

eV = (g(i)_lga(gj)_l, a=1,..,n, (A9)

and taken to be in the ball of radius 477 of su (2) that maps onto SU (2) under the exponential map.
ae: y, (Uy) = R is taken to be:

2 = e)\X >
ae(7)= 4 (E—NFIR) for NEN<e A.10)
0 for || >e€

with K > k and ¢’ chosen so that a.(x, 0, 0)dx = 1. This last condition, together with the
choice of w, (A.9) guarantees thé réquired condition (3.13).

Step (v):

A€ was constructed so that the holonomies of A% := fEAB’(S + A along the edges e,
exactly reproduce the group elements g, and hence (3.2) is satisfied with C; = 0. For the U (1)

elements we have
ol JErA _ 40, ol JErA® ymit; _ ei[[(l—j;)E,-A“—E,-Af]

(A.11)

<| ef JErA™ g=itr _ 1‘ +

o ] (1=4)ErA® =Era] _ 1‘. (A.12)

From step (i) above, the first term in A.12 is bounded by §. The phases in the second term can
be bounded by:

‘/1_ E, - AP

(A.13)

‘ / EI A(ﬁ)
1;(26)

<c(6)e? (A.14)
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for some constant ¢ (6), and

‘fE,~A€

n

>

i=1

(A.15)

/Hf||<s Tr [(%)*E’)Xwi]aedxdydz

< (8)e? (A.16)

for some constant ¢, (5). Here we used the fact that Tr [((y;)«E)*w;] has some € independent
bound and that / la.ldx dy dz has an order €* bound as follows from the condition on ¢’
described after equation (A.10). By Taylor expanding, we conclude that, for given 6 and
sufficiently small €, the second term in (A.12) has an €2 bound:

le! [I0=FDEA™ —EraT _ | < ¢(8)e2, (A.17)
for some constant ¢ (§). Thus, if for given 6 we chose € such that

€ < (8/c(6)'?, (A.18)
we achieve the desired bound (3.3) with C, = 2.

Appendix B. Assorted proofs

B.1. Generating set (4.3)

If the M electric fields Ej, ..., Ej;, are algebraically independent, then M =N. If not, then
there exists M integers g;, i = 1, ..., M, not all of them zero, such that ziqiE,-/ =0. At
least one g; is different from zero, so for concreteness let g,, # 0. We can then solve for
Ej, to get

M-1
Ejy=qy;" ) E. (B.1)
i=1
Define
O _ =l :
Ei B qM Ei’ l—l,...,M_ 1. (B.Z)
Then the electric fields E/, i = 1, ..., M, can be expressed as integer linear combinations

of the M — 1 electric fields E" (B.2). If E(", ..., E{/_, are algebraically independent,
we are done. Otherwise we apply the above procedure to the M — 1 electric fields Ei(l) to
obtain a new set of M — 2 electric fields in terms of which the rest are expressed as
integer linear combinations. The procedure is iterated until one obtains an algebraically
independent set.

B.2. Equation (4.24)

By linearity of the PLF, it is enough to consider the special case where a, takes the form

al(gp ceey gna I/tl, ceey MN) = a(gls ceey gn)(ul)ml"'(uN)mNa (B3)
where m;y € Z,1 =1, ..., N. In such case, we have
N
®(@) = (0, 0a(he,, ... b, ) - 0, Zm1E1> (B.4)
I=1
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= (0la( e, .., he, )I0) Load (B.5)

N
0,> mE,
I=1

N
= a(g)d Som - B.6
sy 7® w1, Som, (B.6)

Here we used that standard rewriting of the LQG PLF in terms of SU (2) integrals [11], the
algebraic independence of the electric fields (2.3), and the basic inner pro-
duct (s1, Eils2, E2) = (s1]52) LQGOE,E, -

As in the treatment of R-Bohr [11, 12], we notice that the last factor in (B.6) corresponds
to an integral over U(1)Y with normalized Haar measure:

N 4o,
/ duCuy™...Cupy™ =[] /—e im0 (B.7)
Y S o
N
=T doun,- (B.8)
=1

Substituting the Kronecker deltas in (B.6) by (B.7) we recover (4.24) for the special case of f
given by (B.3). By linearity, it follows that (4.24) holds for general algebra elements.

Appendix C. Projective limit

In this appendix we give further details on the projective limit space and clarify the relation
between the use of preordered and partially ordered label sets. To simplify the discussion, we
first describe in detail the case of standard LQG in section C.1. In section C.2 we give the
partially ordered label set description of A. In section C.3 we show cylindrical consistency of
the Haar measures on G; and Gj.

C.1. Relation between preorder and partially ordered label sets for holonomy probes.

In the usual construction, the label set is given by subgroupoids of P generated by finitely
many edges. Let L1gg be such label set so that L € L1 denotes a subgroupoid of P
generated by a finite number of edges. The relation L’ > L iff L is a subgroupoid of L', makes
L1qc a partially ordered directed set. The compact space associated with L € Ly is:

Ay = Hom(L, SU (2)), (C.1)

and the projections p;;. are defined by restriction: y,, € A, induces a homomorphism on
any subgroupoid L < L' by simply restricting the action of y;. to L. Let us denote by Ay qg
the resulting projective limit space, as described in [10, 11].

The corresponding ingredients in our construction are: the label set Ly, the compact
spaces G, = SU(2)" and the projections p,, determined by the way edges in y are decom-
posed in terms of edges of y”, see section 4.2. It is easy to verify the compatibility of the
projections with the relation >’ in the sense described in section 5. The corresponding
projective limit space can be constructed completely analogous to A1 og: the ‘ambient’ space
Gy = HyE ¢, Gy with the Tychonov topology (the weakest making the canonical projections
to G, continuous) is compact and Hausdorff [11]. The projective limit space is the subset
Ay C G, of points in G, satisfying consistency conditions with the projections:
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Ay = {{xy} €Gw |p,, (X)) =2xy, V' 2 7}~ (C.2)

Ay is given the topology induced by G, and the same proof [11] that .ZtLQG is closed goes
through here as well . By the same arguments as for ./_tLQg, it follows that Ay is a compact,
Hausdorff space.

Let us see that A1 qg and Ay are homeomorphic. A bijection between the two spaces can
be given as follows. Denote by P, € L ¢ the subgroupoid generated by y and let

Gen(L) = {re Lu | P =1}, (C.3)

be the set of all possible ‘generators’ of a given L € L og. Fory, y* € Gen(L) we have that
vy Zzyandy 27" p, . then defines a homeomorphism between G, and G, with inverse given
by Py g An element y, € A, defines a point in G,, y € Gen(L) by [10]:

P, A; - G,, yv=(e,...,e) € Gen(L), (C4)
v (e oy (en) =2y, (). (C5)
The points x, := y; (y) € G, for each y € Gen(L) satisfy the consistency conditions
py}/’(-xy’) = Xy, nyy(xy) =Xy Vs 7’/ € Gen(L) (C6)
Conversely, any x, € G, determines a homomorphism in Ap, by
o,: G, —> Ap (C.7)
Xy = Yp |Vp ) =x,, (C.9)

and given x, and x, satisfying (C.6), they define the same homomorphism. The continuous
maps g, and o, above are inverses of each other. Let:

ﬁ; = [)y °pLZ -ALQG e G}, (C9)

pL=0,°p: Au— AL, 7€ Gen(L). (C.10)
Then it is easy to verify that the maps

p: Ao — An. p({xL/}):z{p;,({er})} (C.11)

o Au— Awge, o (x):={p. (1))}, (C.12)

are inverse of each other and that they provide a bijection between A1 oG and Ay. Finally this
bijection is clearly a homeomorphism: the topology on Ay generated by the projections 4
coincides with that generated by the projections p; by virtue of continuity and invertibility of
the maps p, and o,.

C.2. Partially ordered directed label set for A

We describe here the partially ordered directed set relevant for A. Define an equivalence
relation in £ by I ~["iff [ > 1" and I' > [. Let Ly = L/~ be the corresponding quotient
space. We denote by [ elements of Ly. On Ly we can define the relation I > [ iff 1 > [’ for
some/ €[ andl' € ['. 1tis easy to verify that this relation is well defined (independent of the

15 Lemma 6.2.10 in [11] can be repeated to show that every convergent net {x;* } in G, such that {x;"} is in Ay for
any a, converges to a point in Ay
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choice of representatives / and /'), and that it defines a partial order on Ly, since by con-
struction/ > ["and [’ > [ imply [ = [’. Tt is easy to verify that the directed set property of £
implies that Ly is a partially ordered directed set.

An intrinsic characterization of [ can be given as in the previous section:
[ ~ P, Ey)=(7, Y), where @y, Y)e [. The pair (P, &y) is independeAnt oAf the choice of
representative, and the > relation defined above for Ly corresponds to: [ > [’ iff the pair of
subgroupoids associated with [’ are subgroupoids of the pair associated with /.

We now describe the spaces and projections associated with the label set Lyg. Given
I, I' € I, we have maps py.: Gy — G and p,,: G; = Gy. The consistency condition of the
maps implies that py o p,, = Idg, and p;; e p; = Idg,, so that p, is a diffeomorphism
between Gy and G,. The space G; could then be defined as G; for some fixed representative
l€l.1In the present case, however, the label sets have additional structure that allows for a
more intrinsic definition of G;. By the same argument as in the previous section, it is easy to
verify that an element g€ G; defines a pair of homomorphisms
¢ = (g", ¢®) € Hom(P, SU (2)) x Hom(&y, U (1)), with [ = (y, Y). Further, p,,(g) € Gy
defines the same pair of homomorphisms ¢ for any [’ € [. Thus we set
Gi = Hom(PB,, SU (2)) x Hom(&y, U (1)) with (y, ¥) € [. The definition is independent of
the choice of representative (y, ¥) € . Finally, the projections p;;- can be defined, as in the
previous section, by restriction of the homomorphisms to the corresponding subgroupoid.
Such definition is then compatible with the projections p;..

The discussion of the previous section can be easily adapted to the present case to
conclude that the projective limit space associated with (Ly, {G}}, {p;;-}) is homeomorphic
to A.

C.3. Projective consistency of the Haar measures on G,

Let G; = SU(2)" x U(1)N where n and N are the number of independent edges and electric
fields in I. Let y; be the normalized Haar measure on G; so that y; is a product of Haar
measures on the SU (2) and U (1) factors. We want to show that (P )+t = 1, Whenever
I" > [ so that {y;, [ € L} define a consistent family of measures. Recall that the maps p,,
described in section 4.3 are ‘block diagonal’ i.e. do not mix SU (2) factors with U (1) ones.
Given (', Y') = (7, Y), py is determined by maps

g zpl-(gl’, g,;,), i=1,..n (C.13)
"y = PI(M{, uN) i=1,....N. (C.14)

The consistency condition then translates into two separate conditions, p,u, =y, and
Pyuy = uy, where p, is the Haar measure on SU(2)", i, that of U(1)" and similarly for the
primed quantities. The proof that p s u,. = y, is the same as the one used in standard LQG to
show the cylindrical consistency of the SU (2) Haar measures, see [7, 10]. Such a proof is
mainly group theoretical, and so it should not be difficult to adapt it to the U (1) factors.
Below we present an alternative proof for the cylindrical consistency of the U (1) measures.

Let C (U(1)M) be the space of continuous functions on U(1)". Recall that C (U(1)") is a

C" algebra with norm || f|| := sup,cyyvlf (), so that in particular it is a normed vector
space. Define the linear functionals I and I on this space by:
r():= U(l)"’f(ul’ s uy)duy (C.15)
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r'¢):= /;/(I)N'f(ﬂ(u’), ooy Py () iy, (C.16)
where

Py = O (), (C.17)

with g7 the integers that determine how electric fields of Y are written in terms of those in Y7,
see equation (4.7). Showing P=xuy =u, 1is then equivalent to showing
T'(f)=T'(f) Yfe CWUMN). First, we note that both I', I’ are bounded and hence
continuous with respect to the topology of C (U(1)V): clearly II" ()| < || f||. For I'" we have:

Ol < sup [f(P@) = sup [f@)]=IfIl (C.18)

weumV ueu(”

where the first equality is due to the fact that the map P: U(1)M — U(1)V is surjective. Next,
let Pol(U(1)Y) € C(U(1)Y) be the set of functions given by finite linear combinations of
elements of the form I7 ,N= ((up)™ with m; € Z. Since Pol(U(1)V) is a * sub algebra of
C(U(1)") and separates points, it follows by the Stone—Weierstrass theorem that Pol(U(1)")
is dense in C (U(1)"). By the bounded linear transformation theorem [11] it is then enough to
show that I' and I’ agree on this dense subset of C (U(1)"). Finally, by linearity we can focus
attention on an element H,N: ((up)™. One finds (see equation (B.7)):

F(H1N= 1(”1)””) = 11/ \So.m, (C.19)
and
7\
’ N my N N’ AV
r (”1: 1(up) ) = ./U(l)N’ ;- 1(”1:1(”1) ] (C.20)
v
=8, 8 (C.21)
I=1
=1L \Som, (C.22)

where we used /U " u™ = 6y, and the rational independence of the electric fields:
migl =0 VJ < mq/Ej=0<= mE =0 m =0 VI. (C23)

We thus have shown that the measures {, } represent a family of consistent measures on
(L, {Gi}, {py}). The measures u; on Gj are defined by the push forward of maps
oi: G; — Gj defined analogously as ¢, in equation (C.7). The consistency of the measures
{u;} immediately implies the consistency of the measures {u; }.
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