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Abstract

Group theory is used to construct a model for quantum gravity and exact results are obtained
in one dimension. Comparison with Regge calculus shows that the results agree in the strong
cosmological constant limit for an open curve. In the closed case, the average edge length has a
minimum value and this give us a clue for higher dimensions.
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1 Introduction

Consider euclidean gravity in 1D, that is, a curve representing time, z. As the intrinsic curvature is
zero, we will work with the action

S:)\/dx\/\detg|:)\L7

where A is the cosmological constan L = [dxz+/|detg| is the total length and we set h = ¢ = 1.
Since the only observable here is L, we are interested in your average value, (L). So we have to
calculate the partition function

Z = /Dg exp(—S) = /Dg exp(—AL) (1)

and then take the derivative | 4z d(n 2)
n
(L) = Zd\x ax -’ 2)
where g is the metric, Dg is a measure, and Z is a path integral, that is, a sum over all possible
metrics. Even in 1D, to calculate Z exactly is tricky (see Sec. and we often rely on numerical
methods.

One of the most important examples of numerical calculation is the quantum Regge calculus [I],
where they approximate a curve by N edges and use their lengths, [, for n = 1,2,... N, as the
integration variables.

Usually, they choose the measure Hﬁle dl,, 12+ with some appropriate power ¢ > —2 to make
the integrals convergent. They also work with an infinity interval e < [,, < oo, where ¢ > 0 is an
ultraviolet cutoff.
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I(Classically, A = 0 for pure gravity in 1D and 2D, but in the quantum theory ) is necessary to obtain convergence.



Figure 1: Open polygon tangent to the U(1) circle.

In order to obtain the continuum limit, they make N as big as they can and € small as they can
too. And in higher dimensions, they have to guarantee that the triangle inequalities between the edges
are satisfied. This is put in the measure by hand.

There are other choices for the measure, including non-local measures, but we beg to disagree with
thenﬂ We believe that the measure must be unique (up to normalization) as the Haar measure of
group theory.

2 One-Dimensional Model

Instead of working with lengths and their infinity intervals, inequalities, etc. We would like to use
angles and their finite intervals, which in 1D is related to the rotation group, SO(2), or equivalently
the U(1) group.

To do this, we will associate an angle, ¢, for each pair of equal lengths, [,,/2, in a circle of radius
£, as in the open polygonal line represented in Fig. .

Notice that we can align this polygon into a straight line or approximate it to any curve we want,
but this is just the extrinsic curvature.

2.1 Open Case

For the moment, the sum of the angles are not constrained, the polygonal line can turn around the
circle freely. But each angle is restricted to 0 < ¢,, < m because the length I,, = 2¢tan(¢,/2) lies in
the interval [0, c0).

Thus we have the (unique) normalized Haar measure

([ )

and the total length or perimeter is given by

L—il —QEitan@ (3)
_nzln_ n=1 2

Obviously, we can choose the interval to be [—m, ), or [0,27), etc. But we don’t want to complicate
things at this stage by using the absolute value |tan(¢,/2)| in L (see Sec. [2.2)).

2As Iy, = 2¢tan(¢n /2), if we choose to work with I, then the Haar measure becomes [],, dén/m = [],, 4€ dln /7 (462 +
l%) which is a Cauchy distribution, not a power.




Since the angles are independent, this quantum curve is very easy to calculate. The partition
function, Eq. , separates into N copies of the same integral [2]

o ()= (] ol o )

N
= {2[ci(2)\€) sin(2A0) — si(2M0) cos(2/\£)]} ) (4)
™
where " )
/ Sl—ntdt - 7, and ci(z) = v—i—lnx—i—/ %dt,
0

are the sine and cosine integrals, respectively. Here v = 0.577... is the Euler constant.
Thus the average edge length (I) = (L)/N is

o, L ti(220) tan(2)0)
() =2t [ i(2A) — tan(2)0) ]

(5)

where we have defined ti(z) = si(z)/ ci(z).
Eq. is exact, see Fig. (2)), but it can be approximated, using series [2] for si(z) and ci(z), as

0) ~ 4y + In(2M\0)] /7, M <1, (©)

T/ A> 1.

In the strong approximation, A/ > 1, Eq. @ is equal to (I) = (2 + o)/, with the measure
I1,, di,,157" used in Regge calculus [1], for o = —1.

In view of the Wigner-Inonti contraction, it is easy to understand what is happening here: as the
radius, ¢, of the U(1) circle becomes greater, the length of the arc, ¢, becomes more and more close
to the edge length, [,,, that is associated with the translation group, T'. Thus d¢,, ~ dl, /¢ and we
get 0 ~ —1.

Note that ¢ has nothing to do with the continuum limit, it is a constant related to the U(1)
manifold and we do not take this to zero. The continuum limit is obtained solely as the number of
edges, N, goes to infinity. Since we have defined (I) = (L)/N, then N disappears, as in Statistical
Mechanics.

In this aspect, quantum gravity is completely different from quantum field theory on a lattice,
where we make N — oo simultaneously with the lattice size @ — 0. Remember that in QFT all
lengths [,, are equal to the lattice size, a.

However in quantum gravity we don’t have control of the lengths, they fluctuate from a minimum
value to infinity, see Fig. (2).

2.2 Closed Case

A more complicated problem, but a little bit more realistic than the open case, is the closed polygon,
with the topology of the circle S!, because of the constraint

N
Z ¢n = 27T, (7)
n=1

where N = 3,4,5... to close the triangle, quadrilateral, etc. For simplicity, we will restrict the
problem to just one wind around the circle.
In this case, the partition function, Eq. , is replaced by

Z:Nﬁ (/ d%) (Z o _277) exp (—L\Eitan ¢2"> (8)
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Figure 2: Average edge length for the exact value, Eq. , is plotted as a continuous curve (in blue)
together with the approximations, Eq. @, for weak (in red) and strong cosmological constant (in
green).
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where N is a normalization constant. For N = 3,4,5,... edges, one can choose N = 27, 5%, £, ...

to make Z = 1 when A = 0. Obviously, the observable (/) do not depends on N.

The first problem is that we can not use perturbation theory here. Usually, we expand the
exponential in Taylor series, using the dimensionless coupling, A¢. But the integral of the tangent
function diverges fow d¢ tan(¢/2) = co. (Remember that the lengths are not restricted, only the sum
of the angles is).

One can try to regularize this integral choosing a cutoff. For example, reducing the interval from
[0, 7] to [0, 7 — €] with some small € > 0. But at each order in M the divergence becomes more severe.
This situation is similar to the QFT versions of gravity [3], where the degree of divergence increase
order by order.

Since we are using the Haar measure, a natural alternative to perturbation theory is to use the
character expansion for these functions. Nevertheless, the well-known character expansion for the

delta function
o0

56)= 5= > x(0), (9)

p=—00

where x,,(¢) = exp(—ip¢) and p € Z, doesn’t work when there are several variables and a constantﬂ
One way out is to expand the delta function using a product of characters

o (Z On — 2”) = Z Cpq...rXp(¢1)Xq(¢2) cee Xr(¢N)a (10)

D,q;...,7

where the coefficients c,,..., can be found, using the orthogonality relation

| i) = b ()

- / W dé1 / dé2. / 4o s <Z¢n 2w> X (605 (92) . X2 (0n)-

3For example, try to calculate ffﬁ do1 ffﬁ dd2(p1 + ¢2)5(d1 + ¢p2 — ) /7 which is, obviously, equal to 7, using the
wrong expansion §(¢1 + ¢2 — ) # Zp Xp(p1 + ¢p2 — ) /2w, you will get zero.

to be




These integrals are not hard to calculate, because the first integral turns the delta into a Heaviside
function H and then the interval is reduced?
For example, with N = 3 we have

d d d
Coar = / 401 / i / D05 561 + o + s — 21X (92X ()

3 d¢1xp(¢1) d¢2X2(¢2) exp[—ir(¢1 + ¢2)|H(d1 + ¢2 — )

T8 .

1 i . x ‘
8 /0 der expli(p —r)¢1] /w—qsl dpa expli(g — 7)¢2]
= 8@753(;)(1_;) /0 dgr{expli(p — q)¢1] — expli(p — ) ¢1]}

@1 = )T (= p) (1)
873 (p —q)(q —7)(r —p)
Note the cyclic symmetry between the indices p, ¢, and 7. Care must be taken with Eq. when a

pair or triple of indices are equal, this case must be seen as a limit.
Similarly, for each exponential we have the character expansion

(12)

exp[—2ML| tan(¢/2)[] Z dpxp(® (13)

p=—00

where the coefficients d,, are

™
dy= [ 52 expl-2x tan(s/2)}; 0)
_x 2m
which is valid for A > 0. Notice that we are working now with an absolute value, because the
orthogonality relation, Eq. (L1]), only works with the complete interval [—, ), or [0, 27), etc. However,
by the symmetry, this equation can be reduced from a complex Fourier integral to a cosine Fourier
integral without the modulus

d, = —d)exp[ 2 tan(6/2)] cos(pd), (14)

0

which shows that d_, = d, and d,, is real.
To evaluate Eq. we will use a representation for the exponential function as an inverse Mellin
transform [4] (this will be useful for 2D and higher)

exp(—x) = /:HOO ﬁF(Z)

z )
ico 2T T

where o = R(z) > 0.
Now we change the order of integration

_ [T dz T(x) [T dg cos(pe)
=10 s 15
and the ¢ integral is
"dg cos(pp) T2
/0 7 tan®(¢/2) see (7) Tr(2), (16)

4A1ternative1y, one can calculate cpq...r using the integral representation for the Dirac delta function i(g) =

fooo ‘217]? exp(ik¢), which works fine with several variables and a constant inside the argument, ¢.



valid for 0 < o < 1, where f,(z) = f_,(2) is a polynomial

4 2
Tol2) =1, Fu(2) = 2 fal2) = 22, fo(s) = 22 =

obtained by the Chebyshev polynomial of the first kind T%,(x) with 22" replaced by (z+1)(z+3)...(z+
2n —1)/(2™n!) or more explicitly

L, p=0
B2) = p DA ko (0 )
k=0 Rl(p—F)(2p—2K)! N
where (z), = I'(z + n)/T'(z) is the Pochhammer symbol and the last expression can be written as
a hypergeometric function 22:;1 (ZH) 3Fy ( —p,—p,—p;1 —2p, 4 5—P— %5 1), but we will not use
them.
Substituting Eq. in Eq. , we obtain inverse Mellin transforms
2(cizsinz — sizcosz), n=20
/“HC’O dz T(z)sec(mz/2)2" ) =2 (cizcosz + sizsinz), n=1
i 2mi x? N n 0,...,0,4.0
o—1i00 (—2) G4,n71 <x l| ' ) n>2
3/2 n,nJ,»Q 29 2 1 ) -
g 2,2,1,1,1,...,1

where G is the generalized Meijer function. So we can read off d,, directly from f,(z), for example

do = %[01(2/\6) sin(2A0) — si(2AL) cos(2\0)], dy = —%M[ci@)\ﬁ) cos(2A0) + si(2AL) sin(2M0)],

4 3, 101 16 33 L 0,03
d2——7r3/2G2,4(M»|1 1.1 7d3—3ﬂ73/2G3,5 )‘£a§| 11111

33
,%ﬁ [€i(2A€) cos(2A€) + si(2A0) sin(2\0)], . "

Observe that dy has appeared before, in the open case, Eq. .

Substituting the expansions from Egs. and into the partition function, Eq. , and using
the orthogonality relation, Eq. , gives us the exact answer to the problem of the closed quantum
line

Z=N Y cpgrdpdy...d,. (18)
DG

In Fig. we plotted the average edge length, (I) = —(1/N)d(In Z)/d), using the exact answer,
Eq. , for the N = 3 case. Just a few terms are necessary, because of the rapid convergence of
Eq. (18)

The approximations for weak and strong cosmological constant are calculated in the next sections.

2.2.1 Weak Cosmological Constant
For M < 1 we can approximate the coefficients d,, as (see appendix |A)

lp|—1
ANL(—1)P 1
dy ~ S v =142+ Y
p = Opo + v — 1+ In( )+S:O s 1

Substituting this approximation in Eq. and keeping terms up to order A\, again for N = 3, we
get

L - IN(—1)P N
= 167T1§rcpqrdpdqdr ~1+ 3; 16770,,00? v —1+1n(2\) + ; As/2+1|°



<>/t
3.9

3.8

3.7

3.6

3.5

Al Al
0.00 0.01 0.02 0.03 0.04 0.05 10 20 30 40 50 60 70

Figure 3: Average edge length for the exact value, Eq. (18, is plotted as a continuous curve (in
blue) together with the approximations for weak (left figure, Eq. 7 in red) and strong cosmological
constant (right figure, Eq. 7 in green). We split the figure in two figures because they are far away
in the A\ range.

where
e L)L p=0
PO 16w | 2[(—1)P — 1]/pPx? — i2(—1)?/pr, p#£0

from Eq. .
Since Z is real, the imaginary part cancel out and the real part contributes only when p is odd,
thus

1200 8 = 1
Zal+ 14 m2A)] |1+ =S ——
1 2] +7r2§(2t+1)2
96N 1 i 1
m (2t 4 1) = 2[s/2] + 1
24N

A1+ 2 [y — 1+ In(4M0)],
T

where we have used (see appendix

pard (2t +1)2 8’ P (2t +1)2 pre 2[s/2] + 1 4 '
Therefore the average edge length is
1) 8[y + In(4\0)]

Q

€7 T4 24Ny — 1+ In(4N0)]
which is the curve plotted in red in Fig. .

2.2.2 Strong Cosmological Constant

For A > 1 the partition function is dominated by configurations that minimize the total length, L.
So we have to find the minimum of Eq. with the constraint, Eq. , that is,

6L(¢17,¢N) = aﬁc(qbla"'a(b]\/'%



where

Clpr, s dN) =Y o —2m

and « is a Lagrange multiplier. And the answer is trivial: all angles are equal, thus ¢,, = 27/N and
Lpin = 20N tan(n/N) is the minimum perimeter. Clearly,

<l“;“> = 2tan (%) (20)

is the minimum average edge length for the polygon with N sides.

The case of the triangle, N = 3, is plotted in Fig. (3]}, as a constant curve in green, where
(lmin) /0 = 2/3 ~ 3.464 ... which is the length of an equilateral triangle with an inscribed circle of
radius /.

Note that the closed polygon is different from the open case, where the open polygon could shrink
to zero length. Here the constraint fixes a minimal length.

3 Conclusions

A path integral, as in Eq. (1), is a “sum over paths”, that in the case of quantum gravity means an
integration in the space of all possible metrics, g. In a 1D lattice, with edge lengths [,, forn =1,..., N,
since g has only one component, g = (g11), we can choose g11(l,,) to be the same as the length squared,
that is, g11(l,) = [2. Therefore, it is natural to consider integrals of [,,.

As far as we know, there is no general consensus about the measure, Dg = dl,, f(1,,), where f(l,,) is
a function of only I,, for a local measur For example, in Regge calculus [1] they choose f(I,) = 197!
for some number o. Besides the ambiguity in the value of o, there are some difficulties such as the
triangle inequalities, ultraviolet cutoff, etc.

The main idea of our simple model is to work with the angles, ¢,,, and set the unique Haar measure
for U(1), which is a compact group. The open polygon was very easy to calculate, Eq. . But in the
little more realistic example of the closed line, Eq. , there was some problems.

The first problem is that we can not use perturbation theory with a Boltzmann weight, exp(—AL) =
1— AL+ A\?L?/2+ ..., that diverges [ DgL = [ DgL? = ... = cc at each order in A. This is similar
to the QFT expansions for quantum gravity [3], where we have to absorb a new infinity at each order
in Newton’s constant.

Since we are using the Haar measure, an alternative is to expand the Dirac delta function and the
Boltzmann weight in characters, x,(¢n), but then we have another problem: the global constraint,
Eq. 7 involves all the angles ¢,, and this can not be treated with the usual delta function expansion,
Eq. ()

To solve this second problem, we use a new expansion, Eq. , that multiplies all characters,
one for each angle ¢,. The result in the closed case is very interesting: the average edge length,
(I) = (L)/N, varies from a minimum value, Eq. (20), to infinity, see Fig. (3)). This is different from
Regge calculus, where (I) oc 1/A.

Notice that the radius, £, of the U(1) circle is related to this minimum average edge length, (liin),
which in turn is connected to the configuration of maximum symmetry of the polygon. This give us
a hint of what happens in higher dimensions.

For example, in 2D the minimum surface is a regular tetrahedron with a inscribed sphere of radius
¢, which can be related to a shell in the SU(2) manifold. In 3D, the SU(2) ball must be used and the
radius (not a constant anymore) is related to the height of the solid tetrahedron. And so on...

The 2D case is under study right now and will be published soon. Inclusion of matter and fields can
be done in the same way as in Regge calculus [I] and these calculations will be published somewhere.

5For a non-local measure, f is usually choose as a function of the first neighbors. In 1D, this is f(In—1,In,ln+1)-



Finally, one can say that we have to integrate in ¢, which bring back the infinities, because the
number of independent variables in our model is one less than in Regge calculus [1]. However, in the
continuum limit N — oo this makes no difference at all.
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A Approximation

For small x = 2\l the coefficients in Eq. can be approximated to

2x(—1)P
dp = po+%(’yfl+lnx+5p),
where
7 8 43 46 337
So=0,5=1,5=2 8=-,S5=-, S5=— =—, Sr=—
0 s 1 5 P2 s O3 37 4 3a 5 157 6 157 7 1057
This sequence can be written as
1=1
2=1+1
7 1
—14+14=
3 + +3
8 1 1
S 14144
3 + +3+3
8l
15 3 35
PP R 0
15 3 3 5 5
SLLOE PR I S
105 3 3 5 5 7
02 gpripi iyl 1L
105 3 3 5 5 7 7
which is equal to
p—1

5225/2 +1’

where [s/2] is the integer part of s/2. This is also equivalent to

Sp =

H, + ! zp:[(q)%(q, 1,5) +mn2),

where H), is the harmonic number and & is the Lerch transcendent.

g =

352

ﬁ’ .-



B Double series

To find the sum of S,/p?, see Eq. , for p =2t + 1 an odd integer, we note that

2 1) | 2 L1y 2/ 1 11
=245 (15 )+ (1tg+g)tm(ltgtets)+

3 3 52 5 72 357 33 53 73
> 1 LR | > 1
=2 Z 2 Z Z 3
Lo 2m+1)? A~ont 1 = (2m+ 1)
e 1 v P(m+3/2) 7
=2>" CIEEE [ln2+2+ 5 <G,

where v is the digamma function and ¢ is the Riemann zeta function. Using that ¢ (m + 3/2) =
PY(im+1/2) +2/(2m+ 1) and [5]

oo

Ypim+1/2) 1

m=0

we obtain the double series

1M

(2t +1)2 Z::O 2s/2]+1 4
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