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Quantum Groups and Polymer Quantum Mechanics
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In Polymer Quantum Mechanics, a quantization scheme that naturally emerges from Loop Quan-
tum Gravity, position and momentum operators cannot be both well-defined on the Hilbert space
(Hpoty)- It is henceforth deemed impossible to define standard creation and annihilation operators.
In this letter we show that a g-oscillator structure, and hence g-deformed creation/annihilation op-
erators, can be naturally defined on H poy, which is then mapped into the sum of many copies of the
g-oscillator Hilbert space. This shows that the g-calculus is a natural calculus for Polymer Quantum
Mechanics. Moreover, we show that the inequivalence of different superselected sectors of Hpoy is

of topological nature.

I. INTRODUCTION

Quantum groups are rich mathematical structures,
born in the 1980s through the work of Faddeev and the
Leningrad school, originally in the context of integrable
systems [1]. Nowadays, their applications in physics are
as widespread as those of Lie algebras, see, e.g., [2], [3],
[4]. Indeed, they can be referred to as Hopf algebras
that, in many cases, are one parameter (¢) deformations
of the universal envelope of Lie algebras. This mathe-
matical terminology, although precise, does not do jus-
tice to neither words of the expression “quantum group”,
that is customarily used, and that points to the most am-
bitious part of that research programme: to provide the
mathematical structures to handle the full, hence ezxact,
quantization of systems, as opposed to the infinitesimal,
hence approximated, standard quantization.

In Manin’s original language [5], we have the quantum
group GL(2), as symmetry of the full quantum phase-
space, whose variables satisfy

zp = 'px, (1)

with the deformation parameter ¢ = e”, whereas the
classical phase-space has GL(2) as symmetry group.
Hence, in this programme, g = 1 + A+ - -- should cor-
respond to g =“classical” + “standard (approximated)
quantum” + “full (exact) quantum”. As such, this did
not find a satisfactory and universal implementation as
a fundamental physics principle of nature.

In this letter we consider another road to give quan-
tum groups a fundamental meaning: that is, the road of
quantum gravity, where a fundamental scale, related to
the parameter ¢, emerges. Hence quantum groups might
reveal to be the most fundamental algebraic quantum
structures of nature, see, e.g., [6] and [3]. This is the
point of view of Ref. [7], where it is argued that, in
the presence of a minimal length, such as the Planck
length ¢,, and of a cosmological constant A, the appro-
priate “rotation group” is SU(2)q, with ¢ = exp{i(2A}.
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On a similar line of reasoning, g-deformed formulations
of Loop Quantum Gravity (LQG) were proposed along
the years |8H11], which naturally incorporate the cos-
mological constant. This relationship was even used in
different models [12]. It has been also shown that the
quantum group structure of the x-Poincaré is the natu-
ral symmetry for effective field theories, emerging from
discrete gravity theories coupled to matter [13], and for
noncommutative description of the spacetime [14-16].
For other approaches see also [17].

Despite the rich literature, the general issue remains
still completely open, and part of the focus is shifting on
the so-called polymer quantization (PQ) [18, [19] (that
is a slightly simplified quantization inspired by LQG,
that is reliable and heavily used [20-26]) and to its ap-
plication to finite degrees of freedom systems, polymer
quantum mechanics (PQM) [27-29]. PQ is based on the
polymer representation of the Weyl-Heisenberg (WH)
algebra, which is a non-regular representation, inequiv-
alent to the standard Schrodinger or Fock-Bargmann
representations [30]. In PQM position operator has dis-
crete eigenvalues, while momentum operator is not well
defined. As a consequence, only finite translations can
be considered, and a lattice structure naturally emerges,
while usual symmetry groups are deformed [31-33]. In
Ref. [33] it was pointed out how discrete structure of
PQM could be related to the emergence of a k-Poincaré
structure at the Planck-scale. Moreover, it has been
shown that even standard creation and annihilation op-
erators in PQ cannot be defined, and should be replaced
by some deformed objects [34].

The role of the g-deformed WH algebra as an essen-
tial tool in the physics of discrete quantum systems, has
been extensively discussed [35-37], and is by now well
known. The emphasis there is on condensed matter sys-
tems, rather than fundamental ones. A related applica-
tion was also the quantum particle moving on a circle
[38].

Here we shall build on that, and shall bring together
those ideological strands, focusing on PQM, as a proto-
typical discrete fundamental quantum system. We show
that the probably most primordial quantum group, that
is the g-oscillator algebra [39, 40], reveals to be a natu-
ral mathematical set-up for PQM. We do so by first con-
structing an explicit representation of the g-oscillator al-
gebra on the superselected sectors of the Hilbert space
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of PQM. Then, we show that each such sector can be
mapped into the sum of two copies of g-oscillator Hilbert
space. Moreover, we show that the inequivalence of dif-
ferent representations of ¢-WH, corresponding to differ-
ent superselected Hilbert spaces, is related to the topo-
logical inequivalent quantizations of a quantum particle
moving on a circle. Finally, the role of g-calculus as the
natural calculus for PQM is emphasized.

II. BASICS ON PQM AND ON ¢-WH

The basic algebra of quantization, that is the WH
algebra, is defined by

UNU@)=UAX+v), V()Vip) = V(p+p)(2)

UN V() =e MMV U, (3)

where U, V are bounded operators on some Hilbert
space H, A\, u,v,p € R, U(0) =V(0) =T and U(—N) =
U*(A), V(=p) = V™ (p).

The polymer representation of the WH algebra is a
non-regular representation on the space of cylindrical
functions

HOED DN T (4)

for all possible discrete sets {z, € R}. Such Hilbert
space is usually indicated as Hpoiy = L? (Rp, dpepr), and
it is the Bohr compactification of the real line [41],
equipped with a translation invariant Haar measure
119, 128, 142].

An uncountable basis is thus given by the functions
(k|x) = e~ such that (z|y) = 04y, and ., is to be
seen as a Kronecker delta rather than a Dirac delta.

Explicitly U(X) f(k) = f(k =), V(u) f(k) = e™* f(k)
or UMN)|ea) = 37 [, V() |e) = [t — ).

It is also possible to define a position operator QQ =

—idg&)‘) o’ such that

Qlzn) = Tnl|Tn), (5)

but it is not possible to define the corresponding mo-
mentum operator, because V' (u) is discontinuous in .
In fact lim, o (z|V(p)|z) = 0, while (z|V(0)|z) = 1
[19]. Then, the usual ladder operators descending from
@ £ 1P cannot be defined on Hpey [34].

Such discontinuity in the generator of space-
translation naturally leads to the existence of a mini-
mal length e, known as polymer length, such that x,, =
xo + ne, ko € [0,¢), i.e. Hpoy decomposes into the
direct sum of separable (superselected) Hilbert spaces
[19, 43

P #Hp, (6)

zo€[z0,€)

HPoly =

o

and, in each Hp,,, , a state |t))z, can be expanded as

+oo “+oo
[Wao = D calta) = D ealwo+ne), (7)
Voo (k) = (K[9))ay = e F70 7 cnem b (8)

Note that Hpoy is still non-separable.
A momentum operator on the lattice is thus defined
as |19, 128,131, 133, 43|

Pa = —ZT. (9)

By using [@, V(u)] = —pV (1), one finds [31]:

[QvPE] = iIEa [QvIE]:_iE2P67 [Psvjs]zov
(10)
where I, = V(&)+V(=2) " These are basic commutators

of e(2) Lie algebra. An explicit representation on f(k)

can be taken from lattice quantum mechanics (LQM)
135, 44]:

.d sin(ke)

Q - Z@, Pa - c

The g-oscillator algebra, or ¢-WH quantum group, is
defined by [40, 45, 46)

[0, a'], =¥, [N.al]=af,

, I. = cos(ke).  (11)

[N,a] = —a, (12)

where [A, B], = AB — ¢BA, and ¢ € C. By introducing
the operator H = N + 1, the relations (IZ) lead to the
graded Hopf algebra B(0|1) 35, |47]

{a,aT} = [2H] 5, [H,aw = a',[Hd = —a,
(13)
with the relative coproduct maps
AH)=HI+1IxH, (14)
Ala)=a®q* +q ¢ ®a, (15)
Alahy =at @ q¢? +¢7 % ®al, (16)

where ([4) implies A(N) = N@I+T@ N+ 311,

and where symmetric g-numbers are defined as [46, 48]

q;E _ q—;E

] = —. 17

[z], = (17)

Defining b = ¢ V/2a, b' = af¢~™/2, and renaming

q~2 — ¢, the relations (IZ) could be rewritten fully in
terms of standard commutators 33, 136, 146]:

(b,67] = ¢V, [N,b'] = bf, [Nb] = —b. (18)

Notice that N is the same in both versions, while for
the b-modes it is useful to introduce the non-symmetric
g-numbers [46, 48]

q" -1

[z], = -1 (19)

In what follows we shall denote [z], = [2] and [z], =

[z].



III. ¢-WH STRUCTURE OF PQM

Let us now show the polymer representation of g¢-
oscillator. We obtain:

0 = V() L2 1)~ vie) [ L2 1w, 20
o FR) =V IR, N =25k, )
with f(k) € Hpowy, ¢ = e, and
Qzy = Q — 0. (22)
On ket states:
afe) = 2 o) = e -2), (23)
al|z,) = |z, +¢), Nlzn) = nlz,). (24)

It is easy to see that they satisfy the relations (I2]). The
coproducts become:

Afa) = V(e) {%} & e~ 5(Quo+5)

_|_

e3(Qots {on ] (25)

Alal) =V*(e) @ e 2(Quot5) 1 ¢3(Quats) @ V*(c) (26)

1
=E(QIO®1I+11®QM)+511®11. (27)
We can also find a polymer representation of ¢-WH in
the other form of the commutation relations (I8]):

v =vee ||| sw. (28)

€

B =V ), Nk =2 ) (29)

Comparing these with @0)-2I), we see that the

only difference resides in the definition of the g¢-

operator/number: [z] is associated with the symmetric

g-derivative Dy (see Eq.(52) below), while [z] is associ-

ated to the g-derivative D, (see Eq.([E3) below) [46, 48].
Explicitly:

e—ina -1
blan) = ——z— |t —2) = [n]lzn —€), (30)
b 2n) = |2n + ), Nz, =nlz,). (31)

It is trivial to verify that the relations (I8]) are satisfied.
For n > 0, we now define:

n) = [#n) ny = [#n) .
S I TR

Then one can easily check that

(ah)"

=

al0) =0,  |n) =

|
=
~
—

w

w
~~

atln) = [n+1)2 n+1),

N |n) = n|n). (35)

and
()"
o) =0,  |n) = Tl 0)), (36)
b)) = [n+1]% [n+ 1), bn) = [n]? |n — 1)) (37)
N [n) = nln)). (38)

Then |n) ( |n)), with the scalar product (njm) = 6, m
({(n|m)) = 0nm), form a basis for the Hilbert space of ¢-
oscillator H, (Hy,), originally introduced in Refs.[39, 40].

For n < 0, we define m = —n > 0 and n = —¢.
Then |x,) = |Zm) = |xo + mn). Moreover, in Eqgs.(20)-
1), ([28),([29) one has to replace ¢ — 7. Such operators
will be denoted as @, af, N and l~7, BT, N. Then, defining

|m) = ([ZT))% , we get
. (atHym
al0)y =0, T 39
10) Im) 0E 0), (39)
atlm) = [m+1]> m+1), alm) = [m]? [m — 1f40)
N |[m) = m|m), (41)

and similarly for the b operators.
with basis |m) is once more H,.
Then we have found the 1somorphlsIrE

The Hilbert space

oy ~ M= 1y, (42

valid for each fixed xg. The operators {a,a’, N} should
be thought of as {a,,, al,,, Nu, }. Representations for dif-
ferent xg must be unitarily inequivalent, in order to have
the orthogonality of various polymer states for different
xo. To understand this last delicate point, we look at
Eq.([T). It is clear that, with the identification 6 = ke,
and defining L = —Q/e = —idy, X1 = I. = cosf and
Xy = ¢ P. = sinf, we have a customary e(2) Lie alge-
bra:
[LaXl]:iX27 [LuXQ]:_ina [XluXQ]:O'

(43)
It is known that inequivalent representations of such
algebra are related by the unitary improper transforma-
tion 49

Ls = G_5(0)LGs(6), Gs5() = 7, (44)
and 0 € [0, 1), while X7, X5 take the same form. A basis
of the Hilbert space Hs, is given by

en,s(0) = ) (45)
1 2m .
(en,5(0),em.s(0)) = —/ enmmf — 5. (46)
2T 0
Identifying § = /e these coincide with |z,) (see

Eqgs.([@),®)).

! This is not a direct sum, because Hg =’ NH"20 = {A|0)}.



The transformation (4] corresponds to the one pass-
ing from @ to Q,, introduced in Eq.[22) to build the
appropriate representation of g-WH. Then, Hpoy is de-
composed into a direct sum of Hs. For each §, such
spaces are decomposed as Hg=" + Hg=": then Hpoyy, is
decomposed into an infinite sum of q-oscillator spaces.
Moreover, from the theory of E(2) representations we
know that rational values of § = nq/ng, with ni,ns € Z
correspond to representation of the no-fold covering of
E(2) Lie group, while irrational values correspond to
representations of its universal covering [49].

These last considerations represent a basis for the
mathematical description of a quantum particle moving
on a circle. Although a relationship between such sys-
tem and PQM has been already pointed out 28,129, 42],
here we want to emphasize the importance of g-calculus.
One can write the complex map z = e~ = e~ which
realizes a compactification. Then, wavefunctions (§]) are
mapped into

—+o0

Z cn 2" (47)

n=—oo

VYs(2) =

A representation of the g-oscillator on such functions is
given b

_ i = 1@ = a2
a5f(2)—qu( ) = (q_qfl)z ’ (48)
@ F&)=20), N f) =2 TE 51(2) a0)
or, for b-modes
_ _ fla2)a™’ - f(z)
bs f(z) = D) f(z) = BECEN (50)
B =), N f2) =222 5 50)
Note that D3z" = [n]z"+°, DSz"t0 = [n]z"*° and

that Dg, Dg become the usual g-derivatives for § = 0:

- flaz) = flq'2)

D‘If(Z)E (q_q_l)z ’ (52)
D, f(2) = % (53)

In PQM it is customary to work in a fixed representation
(i.e. with a fixed zg) [29, 33, |42]. A natural choice,
which could be related to the time-reversal symmetry
[38], is @y = 0, i.e., precisely 6 = 0. In this case one
recovers the usual Fock-Bargmann representation of the
q¢-WH [35,136, 46, 50] and the natural framework is the g-
calculus becomes. In fact, the scalar product is generally
given by a Jackson integral |50

(f.9) = / F*(2)g(2)dan(2) (54)

2 Note that, being |z| = 1, d/dz is always well-defined, even
for § # 0.

but, as for us |z| = 1, this should be replaced by the
standard scalar product of Eq.(f]), which does not de-
pend from §.

The importance of the g-calculus in PQM can be also
appreciated from Eq.([). Indeed, while in the usual
momentum representation, P acts as the multiplication
by a standard number, Pf(k) = kf(k), in the present
case

1

s(q)f(k) = 4-a

(K] f(k),  (55)

i.e. Py multiplies f(k) by a ¢-number.

IV. CONCLUSIONS AND OUTLOOK

We have shown here that the algebra ¢-WH is natu-
rally represented in ‘H poiy, and that the Hilbert space of
PQM is then the sum of Hilbert spaces of the g-oscillator.
In this way we offer here a natural, although non-unique,
solution to the problem of defining ladder operators in
PQM through the ladder operators of the g-oscillator.

This might have far-reaching consequences, because it
would strengthen the candidature of quantum groups as
fundamental quantum structures of nature. In fact, re-
viving in a quantum gravity context the original spirit of
the Leningrad school, our results suggest that quantum
groups might lend their powerful and well-developed cal-
culus as the natural calculus of PQM in particular, and
of quantum gravity in general. For instance, besides the
expected impact on LQG, our results might be useful
for quantum gravity theories based on discrete funda-
mental structures [44, 51, [52] such as those based on
finite-dimensional Hilbert spaces, see, e.g., [53, 54].

In particular, in the latter works topological in-
equivalence among different mathematical representa-
tions/physical phases is important, and we have shown
here that the inequivalence between superselected sec-
tors of H poiy is indeed of topological nature, as it stems
from the relation of these representations with the rep-
resentations of the Euclidean algebra e(2) appearing in
the quantization of a particle winding around in a cir-
cle. The latter correspondence also points to scenarios
of condensed matter analog realizations via lattice crys-
tals [49].

Finally, Hopf algebras present many more operations
than those introduced here, so we have not exploited
their potential physical role. Actually, even the coprod-
uct, that we have duly taken into account here, is not
discussed from a physical perspective, as done instead
in the applications to quantum fields in curved space of
[17]. In fact, much more could be extracted from these
structures, especially in relation to quantum fields at fi-
nite temperature [55] and in turn to the description of
spacetime horizons [17].
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