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A multi-scale tsunami: 
Vincent’s impact on group field theory renormalisation (and more) 



early 2009 - about the time I first met Vincent….



the field of quantum gravity was developing, with lots of activities and results, but quietly and peacefully….

…. so, it attracted Vincent’s attention and interest….



little did we know…..

….. of what was about to happen….
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Loop quantum gravity and spin foam models

started as canonical quantization of continuum GR in connection/triad variables

LQG - phase space reparametrization: paths and surfaces
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Loop quantum gravity and spin foam models

• Hilbert space decomposes into graph-based sectors: H =
M

�

Hinv
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function

Quantization of Systems with Constraints
Two dynamical models for full LQG

Outlook and Work in Progress

Hamiltonian formulation of GR
Relational Formalism: Observables & Evolution

Basis of Hkin

Spin network functions [Ashtekar, Isham, Lewandowski, Rovelli, Smolin ’90]
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•  spin network representation (graphs labelled by algebraic data):
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Rovelli-Smolin, ‘95

….. impose diffeo invariance….……. end up with purely algebraic and combinatorial structures:
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•  canonical definition of quantum dynamics: Hamiltonian constraint equation: H� = 0

•  covariant definition of quantum dynamics: sum-over-histories (“spin foam models”)

2-complex J bordered by the graphs of γ and γ′ respectively, a collection of spins {jf} associated
with faces f ∈ J and a collection of intertwiners {ιe} associated to edges e ∈ J . Both spins and
intertwiners of exterior faces and edges match the boundary values defined by the spin networks s
and s′ respectively. Spin foams F : s → s′ and F ′ : s′ → s′′ can be composed into FF ′ : s → s′′

by gluing together the two corresponding 2-complexes at s′. A spin foam model is an assignment
of amplitudes A[F ] which is consistent with this composition rule in the sense that

A[FF ′] = A[F ]A[F ′]. (74)

Transition amplitudes between spin network states are defined by

⟨s, s′⟩phys =
∑

F :s→s′

A[F ], (75)

where the notation anticipates the interpretation of such amplitudes as defining the physical scalar
product. The domain of the previous sum is left unspecified at this stage. We shall discuss this
question further in Section V. This last equation is the spin foam counterpart of equation (73).
This definition remains formal until we specify what the set of allowed spin foams in the sum are
and define the corresponding amplitudes.
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Figure 5: A typical path in a path integral version of loop quantum gravity is given by a series of
transitions through different spin-network states representing a state of 3-geometries. Nodes and
links in the spin network evolve into 1-dimensional edges and faces. New links are created and
spins are reassigned at vertexes (emphasized on the right). The ‘topological’ structure is provided
by the underlying 2-complex while the geometric degrees of freedom are encoded in the labeling of
its elements with irreducible representations and intertwiners.

The background-independent character of spin foams is manifest. The 2-complex can be
thought of as representing ‘space-time’ while the boundary graphs as representing ‘space’. They do
not carry any geometrical information in contrast with the standard concept of a lattice. Geometry
is encoded in the spin labelings which represent the degrees of freedom of the gravitational field.

In standard quantum mechanics the path integral is used to compute the matrix elements of the
evolution operator U(t). It provides in this way the solution for dynamics since for any kinemat-
ical state Ψ the state U(t)Ψ is a solution to Schrödinger’s equation. Analogously, in a generally
covariant theory the path integral provides a device for constructing solutions to the quantum
constraints. Transition amplitudes represent the matrix elements of the so-called generalized ‘pro-
jection’ operator P (i.e., ⟨s, s′⟩phys = ⟨sP, s′⟩ recall the general discussion of Sections 2.2) such
that PΨ is a physical state for any kinematical state Ψ. As in the case of the vector constraint

30

evolution of spin networks involves changes in 
combinatorics and in algebraic data


history is 2-complex (vertices, edges, faces) labelled 
by same algebraic data = spin foam
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Figure 5: A typical path in a path integral version of loop quantum gravity is given by a series of
transitions through different spin-network states representing a state of 3-geometries. Nodes and
links in the spin network evolve into 1-dimensional edges and faces. New links are created and
spins are reassigned at vertexes (emphasized on the right). The ‘topological’ structure is provided
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evolution of spin networks involves changes in 
combinatorics and in algebraic data


history is 2-complex (vertices, edges, faces) labelled 
by same algebraic data = spin foam

Transition amplitudes = sum over histories (spin foam model = combinatorial-algebraic sum over geometries):

h �(j, i) | �0(j0, i0)i =
X

�|�,�0

w(�)
X

{J},{I}|j,j0,i,i0

A� (J, I) ⇡ ”
Z
Dg ei S(g) ”

dynamics of pre-geometric quantum structures

Loop quantum gravity and spin foam models



Loop quantum gravity and spin foam models

h �(j, i) | �0(j0, i0)i =
X

�|�,�0

w(�)
X

{J},{I}|j,j0,i,i0

A� (J, I) ⇡ ”
Z
Dg ei S(g) ”



Loop quantum gravity and spin foam models

in fact, 

• spin foam 2-complex dual to simplicial complex in d dimensions

• spin foam amplitudes (for given 2-complex) are simplicial gravity path integral 
(~ quantum Regge calculus) in different variables (group representations)

• sum over spin foam 2-complexes ~ sum over triangulations
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(dynamical triangulations approach to quantum gravity)
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in fact, 

• spin foam 2-complex dual to simplicial complex in d dimensions

• spin foam amplitudes (for given 2-complex) are simplicial gravity path integral 
(~ quantum Regge calculus) in different variables (group representations)

• sum over spin foam 2-complexes ~ sum over triangulations

h �(j, i) | �0(j0, i0)i =
X

�|�,�0

w(�)
X

{J},{I}|j,j0,i,i0

A� (J, I) ⇡ ”
Z
Dg ei S(g) ”

other possible definition of discrete gravity path integral 
(dynamical triangulations approach to quantum gravity)many results in recent years:

• quantum geometric understanding of states and amplitudes

• several interesting models

• stronger link canonical <——> covariant formalisms

• deeper link with simplicial gravity
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Loop quantum gravity and spin foam models

open issues: 

• quantization/construction ambiguities

• prescription of weights for sum over foams/triangulations

• divergences 

• continuum limit 

renormalisation!!!!

but….. how to define renormalisation for background independent quantum gravity,

i.e. for pre-geometric degrees of freedom, in absence of space and time?



Group field theories

' : G⇥d ! CQuantum field theories over group manifold  G (or corresponding Lie algebra)

relevant classical phase space for “GFT quanta”: (T ⇤G)⇥d ' (g⇥G)⇥d

can reduce to subspaces in specific models depending on conditions on the field

'(g1, g2, g3, g4)$ '(B1, B2, B3, B4)! Cexample: d=4

can be defined for any (Lie) group and dimension d, any signature, .....

d is dimension of  “spacetime-to-be”; for gravity models, G = local gauge group of gravity (e.g. Lorentz group)

very general framework; interest rests on specific models/use 
(most interesting QG models are for Lorentz group in 4d)

(Boulatov, Ooguri, De Pietri, Freidel, Krasnov, Rovelli, Perez, DO, Livine, Baratin, ……)

QFT of spacetime, not defined on spacetime
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single field “quantum”: spin network vertex or tetrahedron
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generic quantum state: arbitrary collection of spin network vertices (including glued ones) or 
tetrahedra (including glued ones) - same type of states as in LQG
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Two dynamical models for full LQG

Outlook and Work in Progress
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Group field theories

classical action: kinetic (quadratic) term + (higher order) interaction (convolution of GFT fields)
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Group field theories

“combinatorial non-locality”

in pairing of field arguments

classical action: kinetic (quadratic) term + (higher order) interaction (convolution of GFT fields)

S(',') =
1
2

Z
[dgi]'(gi)K(gi)'(gi) +

�

D!

Z
[dgia]'(gi1)....'(ḡiD)V(gia, ḡiD) + c.c.

combinatorics of field arguments in interaction: gluing of 5 tetrahedra across common 
triangles, to form 4-simplex (“building block of spacetime”)

simplest example (case d=3,4): simplicial setting
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Figure 1: GFT propagator and vertex

2.2 Non-commutative Fourier transform and bivector formulation

The simplicial geometry encoded in the model (5) is best understood in a dual formulation,
coined ‘metric representation’ in [21], obtained by a group Fourier transform of the field. The
relevant Fourier transform here is the obvious extension of the non-commutative SO(3) Fourier
transform [33, 34, 35] to the group [SO(3)⇤ SO(3)]4:

⇤⇤(x1, · · · x4) :=
⇥

[dgi]4 ⇤(g1, · · · g4) eiTrx1g1 · · · eiTrx4g4 (7)

The variables xi belong to the Lie algebra so(4) = su(2) ⌅ su(2). The kernel of the Fourier
transform is a product of ‘plane waves’ Eg(x) = eiTrxg, where the trace Tr is defined in terms of
the usual trace of 2⇤ 2 matrices1 as Trxg=

�
± ⇥g±tr[x±g±] with ⇥g±=sign(trg±). Thus Eg(x)

is itself a product of two SO(3) plane waves eg±(x±) :=ei�g±trx±g± . The plane waves satisfy the
properties: ⇥

d6x Eg(x) = �(g), Eg-1(x) = Eg(�x) (8)

1Let ⇧j be i times the Pauli matrices, then tr⇧i⇧j =��ij . Given and SU(2) element u=e�nj⇥j parametrized by
the angle ⇤ ⇤ [0, ⌅] and the unit R3-vector ⌦n and a=aj⇧j in the algebra su(2), we thus have tr[au]=� sin ⇤⌦n · ⌦a.
Also ⇥u :=sign(tru)=sign(cos ⇤).

5

simplest example (case d=3,4): simplicial setting
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Feynman perturbative expansion around trivial vacuum

Feynman diagrams (obtained by convoluting propagators with interaction kernels) =


= stranded diagrams dual to cellular complexes of arbitrary topology 


(simplicial case: simplicial complexes obtained by gluing d-simplices in arbitrary ways)


(richer combinatorics of Feynman diagrams wrt ordinary local QFT)
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Group field theories

Feynman amplitudes (model-dependent):


equivalently:

• spin foam models (sum-over-histories of 

spin networks)


• lattice path integrals         

(with group+Lie algebra variables)
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2-complex J bordered by the graphs of γ and γ′ respectively, a collection of spins {jf} associated
with faces f ∈ J and a collection of intertwiners {ιe} associated to edges e ∈ J . Both spins and
intertwiners of exterior faces and edges match the boundary values defined by the spin networks s
and s′ respectively. Spin foams F : s → s′ and F ′ : s′ → s′′ can be composed into FF ′ : s → s′′

by gluing together the two corresponding 2-complexes at s′. A spin foam model is an assignment
of amplitudes A[F ] which is consistent with this composition rule in the sense that

A[FF ′] = A[F ]A[F ′]. (74)

Transition amplitudes between spin network states are defined by

⟨s, s′⟩phys =
∑

F :s→s′

A[F ], (75)

where the notation anticipates the interpretation of such amplitudes as defining the physical scalar
product. The domain of the previous sum is left unspecified at this stage. We shall discuss this
question further in Section V. This last equation is the spin foam counterpart of equation (73).
This definition remains formal until we specify what the set of allowed spin foams in the sum are
and define the corresponding amplitudes.
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Figure 5: A typical path in a path integral version of loop quantum gravity is given by a series of
transitions through different spin-network states representing a state of 3-geometries. Nodes and
links in the spin network evolve into 1-dimensional edges and faces. New links are created and
spins are reassigned at vertexes (emphasized on the right). The ‘topological’ structure is provided
by the underlying 2-complex while the geometric degrees of freedom are encoded in the labeling of
its elements with irreducible representations and intertwiners.

The background-independent character of spin foams is manifest. The 2-complex can be
thought of as representing ‘space-time’ while the boundary graphs as representing ‘space’. They do
not carry any geometrical information in contrast with the standard concept of a lattice. Geometry
is encoded in the spin labelings which represent the degrees of freedom of the gravitational field.

In standard quantum mechanics the path integral is used to compute the matrix elements of the
evolution operator U(t). It provides in this way the solution for dynamics since for any kinemat-
ical state Ψ the state U(t)Ψ is a solution to Schrödinger’s equation. Analogously, in a generally
covariant theory the path integral provides a device for constructing solutions to the quantum
constraints. Transition amplitudes represent the matrix elements of the so-called generalized ‘pro-
jection’ operator P (i.e., ⟨s, s′⟩phys = ⟨sP, s′⟩ recall the general discussion of Sections 2.2) such
that PΨ is a physical state for any kinematical state Ψ. As in the case of the vector constraint
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Feynman amplitudes (model-dependent):


equivalently:

• spin foam models (sum-over-histories of 

spin networks)


• lattice path integrals         

(with group+Lie algebra variables)
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triangulations (quantum gravity as a sum over random lattices) [8] and the main idea of quantum
Regge calculus[6] (quantum gravity as a sum over geometric data assigned to a give lattice).

In the following we will highlight structures and concepts shared with other ways of doing loop
quantum gravity, as well as points of departure and new concepts brought in by the GFT refor-
mulation. We will also discuss how GFTs cast the problem of defining a background independent
theory of quantum gravity based on LQG ideas in a more or less standard QFT language. This
allows the use of several powerful tools, to realise concretely the suggestive notion of ‘atoms of
quantum space’and to treat spacetime, indeed, like a condensed matter (or many-atom) quantum
system, suggesting new lines of developments.

GFT KINEMATICS: HILBERT SPACE AND OBSERVABLES

Fock space of quantum states - The Hilbert space of states for single-field GFTs is a
Fock space built out of a fundamental ‘single-atom’ Hilbert space Hv = L2(G⇥d): F(Hv) =
L1

V=0 sym
n⇣

H(1)
v ⌦H(2)

v ⌦ · · ·⌦H(V )
v

⌘o

, where sym indicates symmetrisation with respect to

the permutation group SV [16]. This encodes a bosonic statistics for field operators (other possibil-
ities can be considered [17, 18], but they have not been used in the spin foam and LQG context):

h

'̂(~g) , '̂†(~g0)
i

= IG(~g,~g0)
⇥

'̂(~g) , '̂(~g0)
⇤

=
h

'̂†(~g) , '̂†(~g0)
i

= 0 (3)

where IG(~g,~g0) ⌘
Qd

i=1 �(gi(g
0
i)
�1), and we used the notation ~g = (g1, .., gd).

In quantum gravity models the group G is chosen to be the local gauge group of gravity in the
appropriate space-time dimension and signature, i.e. G = SU(2), SL(2,R) in 3 dimensions and
G = Spin(4), SL(2,C) in dimension 4 (or their rotation subgroup SU(2), in order to connect with
LQG).

Each Hilbert space Hv provides the space of states of a single ”quantum” of the GFT field, a
quantum gravity ‘atom’. It can be understood as a fundamental spin network vertex, represented
by a node with d outgoing links (ending up in 1-valent nodes), labelled by group elements, or as
a 3-cell (polyhedron) with d boundary faces. This just a pictorial representation. Whether the
states represent quantum gravity spin network vertices or geometric polyhedra depends on the
type of data they carry and the dynamics they satisfy. For G = SU(2), and with the closure
condition '(gI) = '(hgI) 8h 2 G imposed on the fields, however, the polyhedral interpretation
is justified and the same is true for G = SL(2,C) and G = Spin(4) with simplicity constraints and
closure conditions correctly imposed. In particular, for d = 4, the GFT quanta represent quantum
tetrahedra, about which a lot is known in the spin foam literature [19]. In this last case, the basic
Hilbert space is Hv =

L

Ji2N/2 Inv
�

HJ1 ⌦ ...⌦HJ4
�

, where each HJi is the Hilbert space of an
irreducible unitary representation of SU(2) labeled by the half-integer Ji.

Quantum observables - Kinematical observables are functionals of the field operators O
�

'̂, '̂†�.
Of special importance are polynomial observables, whose evaluation in the vacuum state defines
to GFT n-point functions[20]. Any convolution of a finite number of GFT field operators with
appropriate kernels would define one such observable, as in any quantum field theory. The pecu-
liarity of GFTs, with respect to ordinary QFTs, is the possibility for these kernels to have a richer
combinatorial structure, involving a non-local pairing of field arguments, i.e. relating only a subset
of the d arguments of a given GFT field with a subset of the arguments of a di↵erent one. Of
particular interest for LQG are ‘spin network observables’:

O
 =(�,J

(ab)
(ij) ,◆i)

('̂†) =

0

@

Y

(i)

Z

[dgia]

1
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(giag
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gravity atom’ corresponding to a Hilbert space Hv = L2
�

G⇥d/G
�

. An orthonormal basis  ~�(~g) in
each Hv is given by the spin network wave functions for individual spin network vertices (labelled
by spins and angular momentum projections associated to their d open edges, and intertwiner
quantum numbers):

~� =
⇣

~J, ~m, I
⌘

!  ~�(~g) = h~g|~�i =
"

d
Y

a=1

DJa
mana

(ga)

#

CJ1...Jd,I
n1..nd

. (6)

The Hilbert space is then extended to include arbitrary numbers of QG atoms HGFT =
L1

V=0HV and can be turned into a Fock space by standard methods [16] introducing the fun-
damental GFT field operators

'̂(g1, .., gd) ⌘ '̂(~g) =
X

~�

'̂~�  ~�(~g) '̂†(g1, .., gd) ⌘ '̂†(~g) =
X

~�

'̂†
~�  

⇤
~�(~g) ,

satisfying the commutation relations introduced above. The choice of bosonic statistics, we stress
again, is, at this stage, an assumption to be better justified. Acting on the Fock vacuum, these
operators generate the GFT Fock space already introduced.

Similarly, quantum observables can be turned from 1st quantised operators (i.e. operators act-
ing on the many-atom Hilbert spaces HV ) to 2nd quantised operators on the Fock space, following
again standard procedures. Given the matrix elements On,m (~�1, ..., ~�m, ~�0

1, ..., ~�
0
n) (or the corre-

spondent functions in the group or flux basis) of the relevant operator \On,m in a basis of open spin
network vertices, take the appropriate convolutions of such functions with creation and annihila-
tion operators, according to which spin network vertices are acted upon by the operator and which
spin network vertices result from the same action, to obtain its 2nd quantized counterpart. The
result will thus be a linear combination of polynomials of creation and annihilation operators, i.e.
of GFT field operators, thus a GFT observable:

\On,m ! h~�1, ...., ~�m|\On,m|~�0
1, ..., ~�

0
ni = On,m

�

~�1, ..., ~�m, ~�0
1, ..., ~�

0
n

�

!

! \On,m

⇣

'̂, '̂†
⌘

=

Z

[d~gi][d~g
0
j ] b'

†(~g1)..b'†(~gm)On,m
�

~g1, ..,~gm,~g01, ..,~g
0
n

�

b'(~g01)..b'(~g
0
n) .

Similarities and di↵erences with the LQG Hilbert space - The kinematical Hilbert space
of GFT is analogous to the one in LQG in the sense that its quantum states are the same type of
functions on group manifolds, associated to graphs, and characterised by the same representation
labels, group or Lie algebra elements. Thus they also encode quantum gravity degrees of freedom in
purely combinatorial and algebraic structures, and we have seen that, when restricting attention to
states associated to the same graph, the corresponding Hilbert spaces actually coincide. However,
there are also key di↵erences. First of all, there is a priori no embedding of GFT states into a
continuous manifold of given topology. Quantum states of the type we considered, thus, can be
associated to abstract graphs, in the spirit of ‘Algebraic LQG’[23]. This means that there is a
priori no action of di↵eomorphisms, nor any knotting degrees of freedom. Thus they also di↵er
from the s-knot states of the di↵eo-invariant Hilbert space of canonical LQG. The only symmetry
follows from choice of quantum statistics, i.e. symmetry under permutations of vertex labellings.
From this point of view, the GFT state space takes the combinatorial and algebraic nature of the
degrees of freedom of quantum space to be fundamental, and no continuum intuition is assumed.
In fact, there is no attempt to define a continuum limit at this kinematical level, if not in the
sense of a limit of infinite number of QG atoms (akin to a thermodynamic limit in condensed
matter). In particular, no cylindrical equivalence among GFT states is imposed, and graph links
labeled with trivial connection or zero representation label are not neglected (as atoms with zero
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triangulations (quantum gravity as a sum over random lattices) [8] and the main idea of quantum
Regge calculus[6] (quantum gravity as a sum over geometric data assigned to a give lattice).

In the following we will highlight structures and concepts shared with other ways of doing loop
quantum gravity, as well as points of departure and new concepts brought in by the GFT refor-
mulation. We will also discuss how GFTs cast the problem of defining a background independent
theory of quantum gravity based on LQG ideas in a more or less standard QFT language. This
allows the use of several powerful tools, to realise concretely the suggestive notion of ‘atoms of
quantum space’and to treat spacetime, indeed, like a condensed matter (or many-atom) quantum
system, suggesting new lines of developments.

GFT KINEMATICS: HILBERT SPACE AND OBSERVABLES

Fock space of quantum states - The Hilbert space of states for single-field GFTs is a
Fock space built out of a fundamental ‘single-atom’ Hilbert space Hv = L2(G⇥d): F(Hv) =
L1

V=0 sym
n⇣

H(1)
v ⌦H(2)

v ⌦ · · ·⌦H(V )
v

⌘o

, where sym indicates symmetrisation with respect to

the permutation group SV [16]. This encodes a bosonic statistics for field operators (other possibil-
ities can be considered [17, 18], but they have not been used in the spin foam and LQG context):
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In quantum gravity models the group G is chosen to be the local gauge group of gravity in the
appropriate space-time dimension and signature, i.e. G = SU(2), SL(2,R) in 3 dimensions and
G = Spin(4), SL(2,C) in dimension 4 (or their rotation subgroup SU(2), in order to connect with
LQG).

Each Hilbert space Hv provides the space of states of a single ”quantum” of the GFT field, a
quantum gravity ‘atom’. It can be understood as a fundamental spin network vertex, represented
by a node with d outgoing links (ending up in 1-valent nodes), labelled by group elements, or as
a 3-cell (polyhedron) with d boundary faces. This just a pictorial representation. Whether the
states represent quantum gravity spin network vertices or geometric polyhedra depends on the
type of data they carry and the dynamics they satisfy. For G = SU(2), and with the closure
condition '(gI) = '(hgI) 8h 2 G imposed on the fields, however, the polyhedral interpretation
is justified and the same is true for G = SL(2,C) and G = Spin(4) with simplicity constraints and
closure conditions correctly imposed. In particular, for d = 4, the GFT quanta represent quantum
tetrahedra, about which a lot is known in the spin foam literature [19]. In this last case, the basic
Hilbert space is Hv =
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to GFT n-point functions[20]. Any convolution of a finite number of GFT field operators with
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mulation. We will also discuss how GFTs cast the problem of defining a background independent
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type of data they carry and the dynamics they satisfy. For G = SU(2), and with the closure
condition '(gI) = '(hgI) 8h 2 G imposed on the fields, however, the polyhedral interpretation
is justified and the same is true for G = SL(2,C) and G = Spin(4) with simplicity constraints and
closure conditions correctly imposed. In particular, for d = 4, the GFT quanta represent quantum
tetrahedra, about which a lot is known in the spin foam literature [19]. In this last case, the basic
Hilbert space is Hv =
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Ji2N/2 Inv
�

HJ1 ⌦ ...⌦HJ4
�

, where each HJi is the Hilbert space of an
irreducible unitary representation of SU(2) labeled by the half-integer Ji.

Quantum observables - Kinematical observables are functionals of the field operators O
�

'̂, '̂†�.
Of special importance are polynomial observables, whose evaluation in the vacuum state defines
to GFT n-point functions[20]. Any convolution of a finite number of GFT field operators with
appropriate kernels would define one such observable, as in any quantum field theory. The pecu-
liarity of GFTs, with respect to ordinary QFTs, is the possibility for these kernels to have a richer
combinatorial structure, involving a non-local pairing of field arguments, i.e. relating only a subset
of the d arguments of a given GFT field with a subset of the arguments of a di↵erent one. Of
particular interest for LQG are ‘spin network observables’:
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gravity atom’ corresponding to a Hilbert space Hv = L2
�

G⇥d/G
�

. An orthonormal basis  ~�(~g) in
each Hv is given by the spin network wave functions for individual spin network vertices (labelled
by spins and angular momentum projections associated to their d open edges, and intertwiner
quantum numbers):
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The Hilbert space is then extended to include arbitrary numbers of QG atoms HGFT =
L1

V=0HV and can be turned into a Fock space by standard methods [16] introducing the fun-
damental GFT field operators

'̂(g1, .., gd) ⌘ '̂(~g) =
X

~�

'̂~�  ~�(~g) '̂†(g1, .., gd) ⌘ '̂†(~g) =
X

~�

'̂†
~�  

⇤
~�(~g) ,

satisfying the commutation relations introduced above. The choice of bosonic statistics, we stress
again, is, at this stage, an assumption to be better justified. Acting on the Fock vacuum, these
operators generate the GFT Fock space already introduced.

Similarly, quantum observables can be turned from 1st quantised operators (i.e. operators act-
ing on the many-atom Hilbert spaces HV ) to 2nd quantised operators on the Fock space, following
again standard procedures. Given the matrix elements On,m (~�1, ..., ~�m, ~�0

1, ..., ~�
0
n) (or the corre-

spondent functions in the group or flux basis) of the relevant operator \On,m in a basis of open spin
network vertices, take the appropriate convolutions of such functions with creation and annihila-
tion operators, according to which spin network vertices are acted upon by the operator and which
spin network vertices result from the same action, to obtain its 2nd quantized counterpart. The
result will thus be a linear combination of polynomials of creation and annihilation operators, i.e.
of GFT field operators, thus a GFT observable:

\On,m ! h~�1, ...., ~�m|\On,m|~�0
1, ..., ~�

0
ni = On,m
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~�1, ..., ~�m, ~�0
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†(~g1)..b'†(~gm)On,m
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0
n

�

b'(~g01)..b'(~g
0
n) .

Similarities and di↵erences with the LQG Hilbert space - The kinematical Hilbert space
of GFT is analogous to the one in LQG in the sense that its quantum states are the same type of
functions on group manifolds, associated to graphs, and characterised by the same representation
labels, group or Lie algebra elements. Thus they also encode quantum gravity degrees of freedom in
purely combinatorial and algebraic structures, and we have seen that, when restricting attention to
states associated to the same graph, the corresponding Hilbert spaces actually coincide. However,
there are also key di↵erences. First of all, there is a priori no embedding of GFT states into a
continuous manifold of given topology. Quantum states of the type we considered, thus, can be
associated to abstract graphs, in the spirit of ‘Algebraic LQG’[23]. This means that there is a
priori no action of di↵eomorphisms, nor any knotting degrees of freedom. Thus they also di↵er
from the s-knot states of the di↵eo-invariant Hilbert space of canonical LQG. The only symmetry
follows from choice of quantum statistics, i.e. symmetry under permutations of vertex labellings.
From this point of view, the GFT state space takes the combinatorial and algebraic nature of the
degrees of freedom of quantum space to be fundamental, and no continuum intuition is assumed.
In fact, there is no attempt to define a continuum limit at this kinematical level, if not in the
sense of a limit of infinite number of QG atoms (akin to a thermodynamic limit in condensed
matter). In particular, no cylindrical equivalence among GFT states is imposed, and graph links
labeled with trivial connection or zero representation label are not neglected (as atoms with zero
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triangulations (quantum gravity as a sum over random lattices) [8] and the main idea of quantum
Regge calculus[6] (quantum gravity as a sum over geometric data assigned to a give lattice).

In the following we will highlight structures and concepts shared with other ways of doing loop
quantum gravity, as well as points of departure and new concepts brought in by the GFT refor-
mulation. We will also discuss how GFTs cast the problem of defining a background independent
theory of quantum gravity based on LQG ideas in a more or less standard QFT language. This
allows the use of several powerful tools, to realise concretely the suggestive notion of ‘atoms of
quantum space’and to treat spacetime, indeed, like a condensed matter (or many-atom) quantum
system, suggesting new lines of developments.

GFT KINEMATICS: HILBERT SPACE AND OBSERVABLES

Fock space of quantum states - The Hilbert space of states for single-field GFTs is a
Fock space built out of a fundamental ‘single-atom’ Hilbert space Hv = L2(G⇥d): F(Hv) =
L1

V=0 sym
n⇣

H(1)
v ⌦H(2)

v ⌦ · · ·⌦H(V )
v

⌘o

, where sym indicates symmetrisation with respect to

the permutation group SV [16]. This encodes a bosonic statistics for field operators (other possibil-
ities can be considered [17, 18], but they have not been used in the spin foam and LQG context):

h

'̂(~g) , '̂†(~g0)
i

= IG(~g,~g0)
⇥

'̂(~g) , '̂(~g0)
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=
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'̂†(~g) , '̂†(~g0)
i

= 0 (3)

where IG(~g,~g0) ⌘
Qd

i=1 �(gi(g
0
i)
�1), and we used the notation ~g = (g1, .., gd).

In quantum gravity models the group G is chosen to be the local gauge group of gravity in the
appropriate space-time dimension and signature, i.e. G = SU(2), SL(2,R) in 3 dimensions and
G = Spin(4), SL(2,C) in dimension 4 (or their rotation subgroup SU(2), in order to connect with
LQG).

Each Hilbert space Hv provides the space of states of a single ”quantum” of the GFT field, a
quantum gravity ‘atom’. It can be understood as a fundamental spin network vertex, represented
by a node with d outgoing links (ending up in 1-valent nodes), labelled by group elements, or as
a 3-cell (polyhedron) with d boundary faces. This just a pictorial representation. Whether the
states represent quantum gravity spin network vertices or geometric polyhedra depends on the
type of data they carry and the dynamics they satisfy. For G = SU(2), and with the closure
condition '(gI) = '(hgI) 8h 2 G imposed on the fields, however, the polyhedral interpretation
is justified and the same is true for G = SL(2,C) and G = Spin(4) with simplicity constraints and
closure conditions correctly imposed. In particular, for d = 4, the GFT quanta represent quantum
tetrahedra, about which a lot is known in the spin foam literature [19]. In this last case, the basic
Hilbert space is Hv =

L

Ji2N/2 Inv
�

HJ1 ⌦ ...⌦HJ4
�

, where each HJi is the Hilbert space of an
irreducible unitary representation of SU(2) labeled by the half-integer Ji.

Quantum observables - Kinematical observables are functionals of the field operators O
�

'̂, '̂†�.
Of special importance are polynomial observables, whose evaluation in the vacuum state defines
to GFT n-point functions[20]. Any convolution of a finite number of GFT field operators with
appropriate kernels would define one such observable, as in any quantum field theory. The pecu-
liarity of GFTs, with respect to ordinary QFTs, is the possibility for these kernels to have a richer
combinatorial structure, involving a non-local pairing of field arguments, i.e. relating only a subset
of the d arguments of a given GFT field with a subset of the arguments of a di↵erent one. Of
particular interest for LQG are ‘spin network observables’:
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triangulations (quantum gravity as a sum over random lattices) [8] and the main idea of quantum
Regge calculus[6] (quantum gravity as a sum over geometric data assigned to a give lattice).

In the following we will highlight structures and concepts shared with other ways of doing loop
quantum gravity, as well as points of departure and new concepts brought in by the GFT refor-
mulation. We will also discuss how GFTs cast the problem of defining a background independent
theory of quantum gravity based on LQG ideas in a more or less standard QFT language. This
allows the use of several powerful tools, to realise concretely the suggestive notion of ‘atoms of
quantum space’and to treat spacetime, indeed, like a condensed matter (or many-atom) quantum
system, suggesting new lines of developments.
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Fock space of quantum states - The Hilbert space of states for single-field GFTs is a
Fock space built out of a fundamental ‘single-atom’ Hilbert space Hv = L2(G⇥d): F(Hv) =
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, where sym indicates symmetrisation with respect to

the permutation group SV [16]. This encodes a bosonic statistics for field operators (other possibil-
ities can be considered [17, 18], but they have not been used in the spin foam and LQG context):
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In quantum gravity models the group G is chosen to be the local gauge group of gravity in the
appropriate space-time dimension and signature, i.e. G = SU(2), SL(2,R) in 3 dimensions and
G = Spin(4), SL(2,C) in dimension 4 (or their rotation subgroup SU(2), in order to connect with
LQG).

Each Hilbert space Hv provides the space of states of a single ”quantum” of the GFT field, a
quantum gravity ‘atom’. It can be understood as a fundamental spin network vertex, represented
by a node with d outgoing links (ending up in 1-valent nodes), labelled by group elements, or as
a 3-cell (polyhedron) with d boundary faces. This just a pictorial representation. Whether the
states represent quantum gravity spin network vertices or geometric polyhedra depends on the
type of data they carry and the dynamics they satisfy. For G = SU(2), and with the closure
condition '(gI) = '(hgI) 8h 2 G imposed on the fields, however, the polyhedral interpretation
is justified and the same is true for G = SL(2,C) and G = Spin(4) with simplicity constraints and
closure conditions correctly imposed. In particular, for d = 4, the GFT quanta represent quantum
tetrahedra, about which a lot is known in the spin foam literature [19]. In this last case, the basic
Hilbert space is Hv =

L

Ji2N/2 Inv
�

HJ1 ⌦ ...⌦HJ4
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, where each HJi is the Hilbert space of an
irreducible unitary representation of SU(2) labeled by the half-integer Ji.

Quantum observables - Kinematical observables are functionals of the field operators O
�

'̂, '̂†�.
Of special importance are polynomial observables, whose evaluation in the vacuum state defines
to GFT n-point functions[20]. Any convolution of a finite number of GFT field operators with
appropriate kernels would define one such observable, as in any quantum field theory. The pecu-
liarity of GFTs, with respect to ordinary QFTs, is the possibility for these kernels to have a richer
combinatorial structure, involving a non-local pairing of field arguments, i.e. relating only a subset
of the d arguments of a given GFT field with a subset of the arguments of a di↵erent one. Of
particular interest for LQG are ‘spin network observables’:
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gravity atom’ corresponding to a Hilbert space Hv = L2
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G⇥d/G
�

. An orthonormal basis  ~�(~g) in
each Hv is given by the spin network wave functions for individual spin network vertices (labelled
by spins and angular momentum projections associated to their d open edges, and intertwiner
quantum numbers):
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The Hilbert space is then extended to include arbitrary numbers of QG atoms HGFT =
L1

V=0HV and can be turned into a Fock space by standard methods [16] introducing the fun-
damental GFT field operators

'̂(g1, .., gd) ⌘ '̂(~g) =
X
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'̂~�  ~�(~g) '̂†(g1, .., gd) ⌘ '̂†(~g) =
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'̂†
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⇤
~�(~g) ,

satisfying the commutation relations introduced above. The choice of bosonic statistics, we stress
again, is, at this stage, an assumption to be better justified. Acting on the Fock vacuum, these
operators generate the GFT Fock space already introduced.

Similarly, quantum observables can be turned from 1st quantised operators (i.e. operators act-
ing on the many-atom Hilbert spaces HV ) to 2nd quantised operators on the Fock space, following
again standard procedures. Given the matrix elements On,m (~�1, ..., ~�m, ~�0

1, ..., ~�
0
n) (or the corre-

spondent functions in the group or flux basis) of the relevant operator \On,m in a basis of open spin
network vertices, take the appropriate convolutions of such functions with creation and annihila-
tion operators, according to which spin network vertices are acted upon by the operator and which
spin network vertices result from the same action, to obtain its 2nd quantized counterpart. The
result will thus be a linear combination of polynomials of creation and annihilation operators, i.e.
of GFT field operators, thus a GFT observable:

\On,m ! h~�1, ...., ~�m|\On,m|~�0
1, ..., ~�

0
ni = On,m

�

~�1, ..., ~�m, ~�0
1, ..., ~�

0
n

�

!

! \On,m

⇣

'̂, '̂†
⌘

=

Z

[d~gi][d~g
0
j ] b'

†(~g1)..b'†(~gm)On,m
�

~g1, ..,~gm,~g01, ..,~g
0
n

�

b'(~g01)..b'(~g
0
n) .

Similarities and di↵erences with the LQG Hilbert space - The kinematical Hilbert space
of GFT is analogous to the one in LQG in the sense that its quantum states are the same type of
functions on group manifolds, associated to graphs, and characterised by the same representation
labels, group or Lie algebra elements. Thus they also encode quantum gravity degrees of freedom in
purely combinatorial and algebraic structures, and we have seen that, when restricting attention to
states associated to the same graph, the corresponding Hilbert spaces actually coincide. However,
there are also key di↵erences. First of all, there is a priori no embedding of GFT states into a
continuous manifold of given topology. Quantum states of the type we considered, thus, can be
associated to abstract graphs, in the spirit of ‘Algebraic LQG’[23]. This means that there is a
priori no action of di↵eomorphisms, nor any knotting degrees of freedom. Thus they also di↵er
from the s-knot states of the di↵eo-invariant Hilbert space of canonical LQG. The only symmetry
follows from choice of quantum statistics, i.e. symmetry under permutations of vertex labellings.
From this point of view, the GFT state space takes the combinatorial and algebraic nature of the
degrees of freedom of quantum space to be fundamental, and no continuum intuition is assumed.
In fact, there is no attempt to define a continuum limit at this kinematical level, if not in the
sense of a limit of infinite number of QG atoms (akin to a thermodynamic limit in condensed
matter). In particular, no cylindrical equivalence among GFT states is imposed, and graph links
labeled with trivial connection or zero representation label are not neglected (as atoms with zero
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triangulations (quantum gravity as a sum over random lattices) [8] and the main idea of quantum
Regge calculus[6] (quantum gravity as a sum over geometric data assigned to a give lattice).

In the following we will highlight structures and concepts shared with other ways of doing loop
quantum gravity, as well as points of departure and new concepts brought in by the GFT refor-
mulation. We will also discuss how GFTs cast the problem of defining a background independent
theory of quantum gravity based on LQG ideas in a more or less standard QFT language. This
allows the use of several powerful tools, to realise concretely the suggestive notion of ‘atoms of
quantum space’and to treat spacetime, indeed, like a condensed matter (or many-atom) quantum
system, suggesting new lines of developments.

GFT KINEMATICS: HILBERT SPACE AND OBSERVABLES

Fock space of quantum states - The Hilbert space of states for single-field GFTs is a
Fock space built out of a fundamental ‘single-atom’ Hilbert space Hv = L2(G⇥d): F(Hv) =
L1

V=0 sym
n⇣

H(1)
v ⌦H(2)

v ⌦ · · ·⌦H(V )
v

⌘o

, where sym indicates symmetrisation with respect to

the permutation group SV [16]. This encodes a bosonic statistics for field operators (other possibil-
ities can be considered [17, 18], but they have not been used in the spin foam and LQG context):
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where IG(~g,~g0) ⌘
Qd

i=1 �(gi(g
0
i)
�1), and we used the notation ~g = (g1, .., gd).

In quantum gravity models the group G is chosen to be the local gauge group of gravity in the
appropriate space-time dimension and signature, i.e. G = SU(2), SL(2,R) in 3 dimensions and
G = Spin(4), SL(2,C) in dimension 4 (or their rotation subgroup SU(2), in order to connect with
LQG).

Each Hilbert space Hv provides the space of states of a single ”quantum” of the GFT field, a
quantum gravity ‘atom’. It can be understood as a fundamental spin network vertex, represented
by a node with d outgoing links (ending up in 1-valent nodes), labelled by group elements, or as
a 3-cell (polyhedron) with d boundary faces. This just a pictorial representation. Whether the
states represent quantum gravity spin network vertices or geometric polyhedra depends on the
type of data they carry and the dynamics they satisfy. For G = SU(2), and with the closure
condition '(gI) = '(hgI) 8h 2 G imposed on the fields, however, the polyhedral interpretation
is justified and the same is true for G = SL(2,C) and G = Spin(4) with simplicity constraints and
closure conditions correctly imposed. In particular, for d = 4, the GFT quanta represent quantum
tetrahedra, about which a lot is known in the spin foam literature [19]. In this last case, the basic
Hilbert space is Hv =

L

Ji2N/2 Inv
�

HJ1 ⌦ ...⌦HJ4
�

, where each HJi is the Hilbert space of an
irreducible unitary representation of SU(2) labeled by the half-integer Ji.

Quantum observables - Kinematical observables are functionals of the field operators O
�

'̂, '̂†�.
Of special importance are polynomial observables, whose evaluation in the vacuum state defines
to GFT n-point functions[20]. Any convolution of a finite number of GFT field operators with
appropriate kernels would define one such observable, as in any quantum field theory. The pecu-
liarity of GFTs, with respect to ordinary QFTs, is the possibility for these kernels to have a richer
combinatorial structure, involving a non-local pairing of field arguments, i.e. relating only a subset
of the d arguments of a given GFT field with a subset of the arguments of a di↵erent one. Of
particular interest for LQG are ‘spin network observables’:
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triangulations (quantum gravity as a sum over random lattices) [8] and the main idea of quantum
Regge calculus[6] (quantum gravity as a sum over geometric data assigned to a give lattice).

In the following we will highlight structures and concepts shared with other ways of doing loop
quantum gravity, as well as points of departure and new concepts brought in by the GFT refor-
mulation. We will also discuss how GFTs cast the problem of defining a background independent
theory of quantum gravity based on LQG ideas in a more or less standard QFT language. This
allows the use of several powerful tools, to realise concretely the suggestive notion of ‘atoms of
quantum space’and to treat spacetime, indeed, like a condensed matter (or many-atom) quantum
system, suggesting new lines of developments.

GFT KINEMATICS: HILBERT SPACE AND OBSERVABLES

Fock space of quantum states - The Hilbert space of states for single-field GFTs is a
Fock space built out of a fundamental ‘single-atom’ Hilbert space Hv = L2(G⇥d): F(Hv) =
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, where sym indicates symmetrisation with respect to

the permutation group SV [16]. This encodes a bosonic statistics for field operators (other possibil-
ities can be considered [17, 18], but they have not been used in the spin foam and LQG context):
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In quantum gravity models the group G is chosen to be the local gauge group of gravity in the
appropriate space-time dimension and signature, i.e. G = SU(2), SL(2,R) in 3 dimensions and
G = Spin(4), SL(2,C) in dimension 4 (or their rotation subgroup SU(2), in order to connect with
LQG).

Each Hilbert space Hv provides the space of states of a single ”quantum” of the GFT field, a
quantum gravity ‘atom’. It can be understood as a fundamental spin network vertex, represented
by a node with d outgoing links (ending up in 1-valent nodes), labelled by group elements, or as
a 3-cell (polyhedron) with d boundary faces. This just a pictorial representation. Whether the
states represent quantum gravity spin network vertices or geometric polyhedra depends on the
type of data they carry and the dynamics they satisfy. For G = SU(2), and with the closure
condition '(gI) = '(hgI) 8h 2 G imposed on the fields, however, the polyhedral interpretation
is justified and the same is true for G = SL(2,C) and G = Spin(4) with simplicity constraints and
closure conditions correctly imposed. In particular, for d = 4, the GFT quanta represent quantum
tetrahedra, about which a lot is known in the spin foam literature [19]. In this last case, the basic
Hilbert space is Hv =
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, where each HJi is the Hilbert space of an
irreducible unitary representation of SU(2) labeled by the half-integer Ji.

Quantum observables - Kinematical observables are functionals of the field operators O
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'̂, '̂†�.
Of special importance are polynomial observables, whose evaluation in the vacuum state defines
to GFT n-point functions[20]. Any convolution of a finite number of GFT field operators with
appropriate kernels would define one such observable, as in any quantum field theory. The pecu-
liarity of GFTs, with respect to ordinary QFTs, is the possibility for these kernels to have a richer
combinatorial structure, involving a non-local pairing of field arguments, i.e. relating only a subset
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gravity atom’ corresponding to a Hilbert space Hv = L2
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G⇥d/G
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. An orthonormal basis  ~�(~g) in
each Hv is given by the spin network wave functions for individual spin network vertices (labelled
by spins and angular momentum projections associated to their d open edges, and intertwiner
quantum numbers):
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The Hilbert space is then extended to include arbitrary numbers of QG atoms HGFT =
L1

V=0HV and can be turned into a Fock space by standard methods [16] introducing the fun-
damental GFT field operators
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satisfying the commutation relations introduced above. The choice of bosonic statistics, we stress
again, is, at this stage, an assumption to be better justified. Acting on the Fock vacuum, these
operators generate the GFT Fock space already introduced.

Similarly, quantum observables can be turned from 1st quantised operators (i.e. operators act-
ing on the many-atom Hilbert spaces HV ) to 2nd quantised operators on the Fock space, following
again standard procedures. Given the matrix elements On,m (~�1, ..., ~�m, ~�0

1, ..., ~�
0
n) (or the corre-

spondent functions in the group or flux basis) of the relevant operator \On,m in a basis of open spin
network vertices, take the appropriate convolutions of such functions with creation and annihila-
tion operators, according to which spin network vertices are acted upon by the operator and which
spin network vertices result from the same action, to obtain its 2nd quantized counterpart. The
result will thus be a linear combination of polynomials of creation and annihilation operators, i.e.
of GFT field operators, thus a GFT observable:
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Similarities and di↵erences with the LQG Hilbert space - The kinematical Hilbert space
of GFT is analogous to the one in LQG in the sense that its quantum states are the same type of
functions on group manifolds, associated to graphs, and characterised by the same representation
labels, group or Lie algebra elements. Thus they also encode quantum gravity degrees of freedom in
purely combinatorial and algebraic structures, and we have seen that, when restricting attention to
states associated to the same graph, the corresponding Hilbert spaces actually coincide. However,
there are also key di↵erences. First of all, there is a priori no embedding of GFT states into a
continuous manifold of given topology. Quantum states of the type we considered, thus, can be
associated to abstract graphs, in the spirit of ‘Algebraic LQG’[23]. This means that there is a
priori no action of di↵eomorphisms, nor any knotting degrees of freedom. Thus they also di↵er
from the s-knot states of the di↵eo-invariant Hilbert space of canonical LQG. The only symmetry
follows from choice of quantum statistics, i.e. symmetry under permutations of vertex labellings.
From this point of view, the GFT state space takes the combinatorial and algebraic nature of the
degrees of freedom of quantum space to be fundamental, and no continuum intuition is assumed.
In fact, there is no attempt to define a continuum limit at this kinematical level, if not in the
sense of a limit of infinite number of QG atoms (akin to a thermodynamic limit in condensed
matter). In particular, no cylindrical equivalence among GFT states is imposed, and graph links
labeled with trivial connection or zero representation label are not neglected (as atoms with zero
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triangulations (quantum gravity as a sum over random lattices) [8] and the main idea of quantum
Regge calculus[6] (quantum gravity as a sum over geometric data assigned to a give lattice).

In the following we will highlight structures and concepts shared with other ways of doing loop
quantum gravity, as well as points of departure and new concepts brought in by the GFT refor-
mulation. We will also discuss how GFTs cast the problem of defining a background independent
theory of quantum gravity based on LQG ideas in a more or less standard QFT language. This
allows the use of several powerful tools, to realise concretely the suggestive notion of ‘atoms of
quantum space’and to treat spacetime, indeed, like a condensed matter (or many-atom) quantum
system, suggesting new lines of developments.

GFT KINEMATICS: HILBERT SPACE AND OBSERVABLES

Fock space of quantum states - The Hilbert space of states for single-field GFTs is a
Fock space built out of a fundamental ‘single-atom’ Hilbert space Hv = L2(G⇥d): F(Hv) =
L1

V=0 sym
n⇣

H(1)
v ⌦H(2)

v ⌦ · · ·⌦H(V )
v

⌘o

, where sym indicates symmetrisation with respect to

the permutation group SV [16]. This encodes a bosonic statistics for field operators (other possibil-
ities can be considered [17, 18], but they have not been used in the spin foam and LQG context):

h
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i

= IG(~g,~g0)
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'̂(~g) , '̂(~g0)
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=
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'̂†(~g) , '̂†(~g0)
i

= 0 (3)

where IG(~g,~g0) ⌘
Qd

i=1 �(gi(g
0
i)
�1), and we used the notation ~g = (g1, .., gd).

In quantum gravity models the group G is chosen to be the local gauge group of gravity in the
appropriate space-time dimension and signature, i.e. G = SU(2), SL(2,R) in 3 dimensions and
G = Spin(4), SL(2,C) in dimension 4 (or their rotation subgroup SU(2), in order to connect with
LQG).

Each Hilbert space Hv provides the space of states of a single ”quantum” of the GFT field, a
quantum gravity ‘atom’. It can be understood as a fundamental spin network vertex, represented
by a node with d outgoing links (ending up in 1-valent nodes), labelled by group elements, or as
a 3-cell (polyhedron) with d boundary faces. This just a pictorial representation. Whether the
states represent quantum gravity spin network vertices or geometric polyhedra depends on the
type of data they carry and the dynamics they satisfy. For G = SU(2), and with the closure
condition '(gI) = '(hgI) 8h 2 G imposed on the fields, however, the polyhedral interpretation
is justified and the same is true for G = SL(2,C) and G = Spin(4) with simplicity constraints and
closure conditions correctly imposed. In particular, for d = 4, the GFT quanta represent quantum
tetrahedra, about which a lot is known in the spin foam literature [19]. In this last case, the basic
Hilbert space is Hv =

L

Ji2N/2 Inv
�

HJ1 ⌦ ...⌦HJ4
�

, where each HJi is the Hilbert space of an
irreducible unitary representation of SU(2) labeled by the half-integer Ji.

Quantum observables - Kinematical observables are functionals of the field operators O
�

'̂, '̂†�.
Of special importance are polynomial observables, whose evaluation in the vacuum state defines
to GFT n-point functions[20]. Any convolution of a finite number of GFT field operators with
appropriate kernels would define one such observable, as in any quantum field theory. The pecu-
liarity of GFTs, with respect to ordinary QFTs, is the possibility for these kernels to have a richer
combinatorial structure, involving a non-local pairing of field arguments, i.e. relating only a subset
of the d arguments of a given GFT field with a subset of the arguments of a di↵erent one. Of
particular interest for LQG are ‘spin network observables’:
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gravity atom’ corresponding to a Hilbert space Hv = L2
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G⇥d/G
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. An orthonormal basis  ~�(~g) in
each Hv is given by the spin network wave functions for individual spin network vertices (labelled
by spins and angular momentum projections associated to their d open edges, and intertwiner
quantum numbers):
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The Hilbert space is then extended to include arbitrary numbers of QG atoms HGFT =
L1

V=0HV and can be turned into a Fock space by standard methods [16] introducing the fun-
damental GFT field operators

'̂(g1, .., gd) ⌘ '̂(~g) =
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satisfying the commutation relations introduced above. The choice of bosonic statistics, we stress
again, is, at this stage, an assumption to be better justified. Acting on the Fock vacuum, these
operators generate the GFT Fock space already introduced.

Similarly, quantum observables can be turned from 1st quantised operators (i.e. operators act-
ing on the many-atom Hilbert spaces HV ) to 2nd quantised operators on the Fock space, following
again standard procedures. Given the matrix elements On,m (~�1, ..., ~�m, ~�0

1, ..., ~�
0
n) (or the corre-

spondent functions in the group or flux basis) of the relevant operator \On,m in a basis of open spin
network vertices, take the appropriate convolutions of such functions with creation and annihila-
tion operators, according to which spin network vertices are acted upon by the operator and which
spin network vertices result from the same action, to obtain its 2nd quantized counterpart. The
result will thus be a linear combination of polynomials of creation and annihilation operators, i.e.
of GFT field operators, thus a GFT observable:
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Similarities and di↵erences with the LQG Hilbert space - The kinematical Hilbert space
of GFT is analogous to the one in LQG in the sense that its quantum states are the same type of
functions on group manifolds, associated to graphs, and characterised by the same representation
labels, group or Lie algebra elements. Thus they also encode quantum gravity degrees of freedom in
purely combinatorial and algebraic structures, and we have seen that, when restricting attention to
states associated to the same graph, the corresponding Hilbert spaces actually coincide. However,
there are also key di↵erences. First of all, there is a priori no embedding of GFT states into a
continuous manifold of given topology. Quantum states of the type we considered, thus, can be
associated to abstract graphs, in the spirit of ‘Algebraic LQG’[23]. This means that there is a
priori no action of di↵eomorphisms, nor any knotting degrees of freedom. Thus they also di↵er
from the s-knot states of the di↵eo-invariant Hilbert space of canonical LQG. The only symmetry
follows from choice of quantum statistics, i.e. symmetry under permutations of vertex labellings.
From this point of view, the GFT state space takes the combinatorial and algebraic nature of the
degrees of freedom of quantum space to be fundamental, and no continuum intuition is assumed.
In fact, there is no attempt to define a continuum limit at this kinematical level, if not in the
sense of a limit of infinite number of QG atoms (akin to a thermodynamic limit in condensed
matter). In particular, no cylindrical equivalence among GFT states is imposed, and graph links
labeled with trivial connection or zero representation label are not neglected (as atoms with zero
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availability of powerful QFT ideas and tools….

so…. some people started advocating greater role for GFTs and called for taking advantage of QFT methods
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found many interesting mathematical problems (and solutions)

opened up several new directions
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Vincent’s contributions to GFT renormalisation

initial work on topological group field theories

example: d=3 '` : SO(3)3/SO(3) ! R

GFT ROOTS GFT OVERVIEW OF RESULTS CONCLUSIONS

(COLORED) GFT FOR 3D EUCLIDEAN GRAVITY

Boulatov, hep-th/9202074 (Gurau, arXiv:0907.2582 [hep-th])

4 fields ϕℓ for ℓ = 1, .., 4 function on SO(3)⊗3, subject to gauge invariance:

∀h ∈ SO(3), ϕℓ(hg1, hg2, hg3) = ϕℓ(g1, g2, g3)

action S[ϕℓ] = Skin[ϕℓ] + Sint[ϕℓ]:

Skin[ϕℓ] =

Z
[dgi]

3

4X

ℓ=1

ϕℓ(g1, g2, g3)ϕℓ(g1, g2.g3),

Sint[ϕℓ] = λ

Z
[dgi]

6 ϕ1(g1, g2, g3)ϕ2(g3, g4, g5)ϕ3(g5, g2, g6)ϕ4(g6, g4, g1)

+λ

Z
[dgi]

6 ϕ4(g1, g4, g6)ϕ3(g6, g2, g5)ϕ2(g5, g4, g3)ϕ1(g3, g2, g1)

spin network representation obtained by Peter-Weyl expansion

ϕℓ(g1, g2, g3) =
X

C
j1,j2,j3
m1,m2,m3φ

j1,j2,j3
ℓ,n1,n2,n3

D
j1
m1n1

(g1)D
j2
m2n2

(g2)D
j3
m3n3

(g3)

field↔ spin network vertex

16 / 41

+     simplicial interaction

with only delta functions 

can be computed in different (equivalent) representations (group, spin, Lie algebra)

valid for GFT definition of BF theory in any dimension
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Vincent’s contributions to GFT renormalisation

initial work on topological group field theories

xe

h

h

h

h

h

h1

2

3

4

5

6
f

e

discretization of:

GFT ROOTS GFT OVERVIEW OF RESULTS CONCLUSIONS

COLORED GFT FOR 3D EUCLIDEAN GRAVITY

Feynman diagrams Γ are dual to 3d simplicial complexes
amplitudes AΓ written in group, representation or algebra variables

AΓ =

Z Y

l

dhl
Y

f

δ (Hf (hl)) =

Z Y

l

dhl
Y

f

δ

„−→Y
l∈∂f

hl

«
=

=
X

{je}

Y

e

dje

Y

τ

ȷ
jτ1 jτ2 jτ3
jτ4 jτ5 jτ6

ff
=

Z Y

l

[dhl]
Y

e

[d3xe] e
i

P

e Tr xeHe

last line is discretized path integral for 3d gravity S(e, ω) =
R
Tr(e ∧ F(ω))

exact duality: simplicial gravity path integral↔ spin foam model

20 / 42

example: d=3 '` : SO(3)3/SO(3) ! R

GFT ROOTS GFT OVERVIEW OF RESULTS CONCLUSIONS

(COLORED) GFT FOR 3D EUCLIDEAN GRAVITY

Boulatov, hep-th/9202074 (Gurau, arXiv:0907.2582 [hep-th])

4 fields ϕℓ for ℓ = 1, .., 4 function on SO(3)⊗3, subject to gauge invariance:

∀h ∈ SO(3), ϕℓ(hg1, hg2, hg3) = ϕℓ(g1, g2, g3)

action S[ϕℓ] = Skin[ϕℓ] + Sint[ϕℓ]:

Skin[ϕℓ] =

Z
[dgi]

3

4X

ℓ=1

ϕℓ(g1, g2, g3)ϕℓ(g1, g2.g3),

Sint[ϕℓ] = λ

Z
[dgi]

6 ϕ1(g1, g2, g3)ϕ2(g3, g4, g5)ϕ3(g5, g2, g6)ϕ4(g6, g4, g1)

+λ

Z
[dgi]

6 ϕ4(g1, g4, g6)ϕ3(g6, g2, g5)ϕ2(g5, g4, g3)ϕ1(g3, g2, g1)

spin network representation obtained by Peter-Weyl expansion

ϕℓ(g1, g2, g3) =
X

C
j1,j2,j3
m1,m2,m3φ

j1,j2,j3
ℓ,n1,n2,n3

D
j1
m1n1

(g1)D
j2
m2n2

(g2)D
j3
m3n3

(g3)

field↔ spin network vertex

16 / 41

+     simplicial interaction

with only delta functions 

can be computed in different (equivalent) representations (group, spin, Lie algebra)

valid for GFT definition of BF theory in any dimension



Vincent’s contributions to GFT renormalisation

initial work on topological group field theories

example: d=3 '` : SO(3)3/SO(3) ! R

GFT ROOTS GFT OVERVIEW OF RESULTS CONCLUSIONS

(COLORED) GFT FOR 3D EUCLIDEAN GRAVITY

Boulatov, hep-th/9202074 (Gurau, arXiv:0907.2582 [hep-th])

4 fields ϕℓ for ℓ = 1, .., 4 function on SO(3)⊗3, subject to gauge invariance:

∀h ∈ SO(3), ϕℓ(hg1, hg2, hg3) = ϕℓ(g1, g2, g3)

action S[ϕℓ] = Skin[ϕℓ] + Sint[ϕℓ]:

Skin[ϕℓ] =

Z
[dgi]

3

4X

ℓ=1

ϕℓ(g1, g2, g3)ϕℓ(g1, g2.g3),

Sint[ϕℓ] = λ

Z
[dgi]

6 ϕ1(g1, g2, g3)ϕ2(g3, g4, g5)ϕ3(g5, g2, g6)ϕ4(g6, g4, g1)

+λ

Z
[dgi]

6 ϕ4(g1, g4, g6)ϕ3(g6, g2, g5)ϕ2(g5, g4, g3)ϕ1(g3, g2, g1)

spin network representation obtained by Peter-Weyl expansion

ϕℓ(g1, g2, g3) =
X

C
j1,j2,j3
m1,m2,m3φ

j1,j2,j3
ℓ,n1,n2,n3

D
j1
m1n1

(g1)D
j2
m2n2

(g2)D
j3
m3n3

(g3)

field↔ spin network vertex

16 / 41

+     simplicial interaction

with only delta functions 

can be computed in different (equivalent) representations (group, spin, Lie algebra)

valid for GFT definition of BF theory in any dimension



GFT ROOTS GFT OVERVIEW OF RESULTS CONCLUSIONS

COLORED GFT FOR 3D EUCLIDEAN GRAVITY

Feynman diagrams Γ are dual to 3d simplicial complexes
amplitudes AΓ written in group, representation or algebra variables

AΓ =

Z Y

l

dhl
Y

f

δ (Hf (hl)) =

Z Y

l

dhl
Y

f

δ

„−→Y
l∈∂f

hl

«
=

=
X

{je}

Y

e

dje

Y

τ

ȷ
jτ1 jτ2 jτ3
jτ4 jτ5 jτ6

ff
=

Z Y

l

[dhl]
Y

e

[d3xe] e
i

P

e Tr xeHe

last line is discretized path integral for 3d gravity S(e, ω) =
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exact duality: simplicial gravity path integral↔ spin foam model (see talk by Raasakka)
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….only warming up….no full use of QFT tools…missing ingredients in the formalism
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• quantum corrections of EPRL model

J. Ben Geloun, R. Gurau, V. Rivasseau, ‘10; T. Krajewski, J. Magnen, V. Rivasseau, A. Tanasa, P. Vitale, ’10 



Vincent’s contributions to GFT renormalisation



Vincent’s contributions to GFT renormalisation
colouring!
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colouring!

key to encoding and controlling topology of GFT Feynman diagrams: results from Crystallization Theory 

(Pezzana, Ferri, Gagliardi,...)

Every PL D-pseudomanifold M can be represented by a (D+1)-colored graph G 4

Face gluing

Propagator

3-gem

FIG. 2. A gluing using a colored propagator.

III. A SURVEY OF GRAPH-EMBEDDED MANIFOLDS RESULTS

In this section we review some basic results in the field of 3-gems and make a dictionary between the two literatures,
as colored group field theory can gain much from the results obtained in all the years of research in such field.

Let � be a finite, edge-colored graph, parallel edges allowed. A k-residue of �, k ⇥ N is a connected compo-
nent of subgraph of � induced by k color classes (this is what in colored group field theory are called bubbles). These
graphs represent a piecewice linear manifold in the following sense (a pseudo-complex) [18]. A n-regular n-colored
graph is a couple (�, �)n where n denotes its degree. To a couple (�, �)n+1 there is an associated pseudo-complex
K(�) given by the following construction. Take an n-simplex ⇥n for each V (�) and label its vertices ⇥n. If x,y in
V (�) are joined by an edge, then attach the (n�1)-faces of their associated simplices. This is the same interpretation
given to attaching faces of n-simplices in a n-dimensional group field theory. We denote |�| the pseudo-complex
associated with the colored graph �.

Lemma 1 For any PL n-manifold M there exist a (n+1)-graph � such that |�| � M.

We now restrict to the case of 3-dimensions and list some of the basic results[15].

Let � be a 4-edge-colored 4-graph and denote by v, e, b, t respectively the number of vertices (0-residues), edges
(1-residues), 2-residues and 3-residues.

Definition A 3-gem (a 3 graph-embedded manifold) is a 4-regular properly edge-colored graph such that

v + t = b (5)

A 4-regular properly edge-colored graph for which (5) does not apply is called 3-gepm (a 3 graph-embedded pseudo-
manifold).

Lemma 2 A necessary and su⌅cient condition for the graph (�, �)4 to represent a manifold, is to meet the re-
lation between its 2- and 3- residues (read as it 2- and 3- colored bubbles) and the number of vertices (read as the
perturbative order) v + t = b.

This Lemma clarifies the reason why 3-gems have to satisfy the relation (5). Let now introduce few definitions
which will turn useful later[18]:
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associated with the colored graph �.

Lemma 1 For any PL n-manifold M there exist a (n+1)-graph � such that |�| � M.

We now restrict to the case of 3-dimensions and list some of the basic results[15].

Let � be a 4-edge-colored 4-graph and denote by v, e, b, t respectively the number of vertices (0-residues), edges
(1-residues), 2-residues and 3-residues.

Definition A 3-gem (a 3 graph-embedded manifold) is a 4-regular properly edge-colored graph such that

v + t = b (5)

A 4-regular properly edge-colored graph for which (5) does not apply is called 3-gepm (a 3 graph-embedded pseudo-
manifold).

Lemma 2 A necessary and su⌅cient condition for the graph (�, �)4 to represent a manifold, is to meet the re-
lation between its 2- and 3- residues (read as it 2- and 3- colored bubbles) and the number of vertices (read as the
perturbative order) v + t = b.

This Lemma clarifies the reason why 3-gems have to satisfy the relation (5). Let now introduce few definitions
which will turn useful later[18]:

led to: 

• 1/N expansion - dominance of melonic diagrams (special triangulations of spheres)

• universality of tensors

• notion of “tensorial invariance” ~ “tensorial locality”
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kinetic term = e.g. Laplacian on G
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Gaussian measure

We would like to have a TGFT with:

a built-in notion of scale ⇥ a non-trivial propagator spectrum;
a notion of discrete connection at the level of the amplitudes.

Particular realization that we consider:

Dynamics encoded in a non-trivial propagator: (justified by studies of
radiative corrections [Ben Geloun, Bonzom ’11] and analogies with AFT
[Rivasseau]) �

m2 �
d⇤

⇥=1

�⇥

⇥�1

Boulatov-like restriction of d.o.f:

⌅h ⇤ G , ⇤(hg1, . . . , hgd) = ⇤(g1, . . . gd) .

Implemented by a group averaging.

This defines our measure dµC :
⇧

dµC (⇤,⇤)⇤(g⇥)⇤(g
⇥
⇥) = C(g⇥; g

⇥
⇥) =

⇧ +⇤

0

d� e��m2
⇧

dh
d⌅

⇥=1

K�(g⇥hg
⇥�1
⇥ ) ,

where K� is the heat kernel on G at time �.
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Gaussian measure
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Dynamics encoded in a non-trivial propagator: (justified by studies of
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This defines our measure dµC :
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A class of dynamical models with gauge symmetry
General properties of amplitudes

Multi-scale analysis
Application to U(1), d = 4 models

Graphs

The amplitudes are indexed by (d + 1)-colored graphs, obtained by
connecting d-bubble vertices through propagators (dotted, color-0 lines).
Example: 4-point graph with 3 vertices and 6 (internal) lines.

Nomenclature:
L(G) = set of (dotted) lines of a graph G.
Face of color (0�) = connected set of (alternating) color-0 and color-� lines.
Fint(G) (resp. Fext(G)) = set of internal (resp. external) i.e. closed (resp.
open) faces of G.
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“coloring” allows control over 
topology of Feynman diagrams
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require generalization of notions of “connectedness”, “contraction of high subgraphs”, “locality”, Wick ordering, 
…. 


taking into account internal structure of Feynman graphs, full combinatorics of dual cellular complex, results from 
crystallization theory (dipole moves)

“coloring” allows control over 
topology of Feynman diagrams
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Example: 4-point graph with 3 vertices and 6 (internal) lines.

Nomenclature:
L(G) = set of (dotted) lines of a graph G.
Face of color (0�) = connected set of (alternating) color-0 and color-� lines.
Fint(G) (resp. Fext(G)) = set of internal (resp. external) i.e. closed (resp.
open) faces of G.

Sylvain Carrozza Renormalization of Tensorial Group Field Theories: U(1) Models in Four Dimensions

example of Feynman diagram

A class of dynamical models with gauge symmetry
General properties of amplitudes

Multi-scale analysis
Application to U(1), d = 4 models

Contraction of a subgraph

The contraction of a line is implemented by so-called dipole moves,
which in d = 4 are:

The contraction of a subgraph H � G is obtained by successive
contractions of its lines.

Net result

The contraction of a subgraph H ⇤ G amounts to delete all the internal faces of
H and reconnect its external legs according to the pattern of its external faces.

⇥ well-suited for coarse-graining / renormalization steps!

Sylvain Carrozza Renormalization of Tensorial Group Field Theories: U(1) Models in Four Dimensions

“contraction of internal line” ~ dipole contraction

• building blocks: coloured bubbles, dual to d-cells with triangulated boundary

• glued along their boundary (d-1)-simplices

• parallel transports (discrete connection) associated to dashed (color 0, propagator) lines

• faces of color i = connected set of (alternating) lines of color 0 and i
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TGFT example: SU(2), d=3, with gauge invariance 

tensor invariant interactions, e.g. 

Pirsa: 14040112 Page 11/25

Pirsa: 14040112 Page 12/25

kinetic term = Laplacian on SU(2)^3

gauge invariance:

TGFTs with gauge invariance condition

Gauge invariance condition

8h 2 G , '(g1, . . . , gd) = '(g1h, . . . , gdh)

Common to all Spin Foam models: introduces a dynamical discrete connection at
the level of the amplitudes.

Resulting propagator, including a regulator ⇤ (⇠ P
` j`(j` + 1)  ⇤2):

C⇤(g`; g
0
`) =

Z +1

⇤�2

d↵

Z
dh

dY

`=1

K↵(g`hg
0�1
` ) , h{g`} {g0`}

where K↵ is the heat kernel on G at time ↵.

The amplitudes are best expressed in terms of the faces of the Feynman graphs:
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Carrozza, DO, Rivasseau, ‘13



TGFT example: SU(2), d=3, with gauge invariance 

tensor invariant interactions, e.g. 

Pirsa: 14040112 Page 11/25

Pirsa: 14040112 Page 12/25

kinetic term = Laplacian on SU(2)^3

gauge invariance:

TGFTs with gauge invariance condition

Gauge invariance condition

8h 2 G , '(g1, . . . , gd) = '(g1h, . . . , gdh)

Common to all Spin Foam models: introduces a dynamical discrete connection at
the level of the amplitudes.

Resulting propagator, including a regulator ⇤ (⇠ P
` j`(j` + 1)  ⇤2):

C⇤(g`; g
0
`) =

Z +1

⇤�2

d↵

Z
dh

dY

`=1

K↵(g`hg
0�1
` ) , h{g`} {g0`}

where K↵ is the heat kernel on G at time ↵.

The amplitudes are best expressed in terms of the faces of the Feynman graphs:

Sylvain Carrozza (CPT) GFT and the Renormalization Group QGP 2015 18 / 32

Pirsa: 14040112 Page 12/25

covariance (in multi-scale slicing, via heat kernel):

TGFTs with gauge invariance condition

Gauge invariance condition

8h 2 G , '(g1, . . . , gd) = '(g1h, . . . , gdh)

Common to all Spin Foam models: introduces a dynamical discrete connection at
the level of the amplitudes.

Resulting propagator, including a regulator ⇤ (⇠ P
` j`(j` + 1)  ⇤2):

C⇤(g`; g
0
`) =

Z +1

⇤�2

d↵

Z
dh

dY

`=1

K↵(g`hg
0�1
` ) , h{g`} {g0`}

where K↵ is the heat kernel on G at time ↵.

The amplitudes are best expressed in terms of the faces of the Feynman graphs:

Sylvain Carrozza (CPT) GFT and the Renormalization Group QGP 2015 18 / 32

Carrozza, DO, Rivasseau, ‘13



TGFT example: SU(2), d=3, with gauge invariance 

tensor invariant interactions, e.g. 

Pirsa: 14040112 Page 11/25

Pirsa: 14040112 Page 12/25

kinetic term = Laplacian on SU(2)^3

gauge invariance:

TGFTs with gauge invariance condition

Gauge invariance condition

8h 2 G , '(g1, . . . , gd) = '(g1h, . . . , gdh)

Common to all Spin Foam models: introduces a dynamical discrete connection at
the level of the amplitudes.

Resulting propagator, including a regulator ⇤ (⇠ P
` j`(j` + 1)  ⇤2):

C⇤(g`; g
0
`) =

Z +1

⇤�2

d↵

Z
dh

dY

`=1

K↵(g`hg
0�1
` ) , h{g`} {g0`}

where K↵ is the heat kernel on G at time ↵.

The amplitudes are best expressed in terms of the faces of the Feynman graphs:

Sylvain Carrozza (CPT) GFT and the Renormalization Group QGP 2015 18 / 32

Pirsa: 14040112 Page 12/25

covariance (in multi-scale slicing, via heat kernel):

TGFTs with gauge invariance condition

Gauge invariance condition

8h 2 G , '(g1, . . . , gd) = '(g1h, . . . , gdh)

Common to all Spin Foam models: introduces a dynamical discrete connection at
the level of the amplitudes.

Resulting propagator, including a regulator ⇤ (⇠ P
` j`(j` + 1)  ⇤2):

C⇤(g`; g
0
`) =

Z +1

⇤�2

d↵

Z
dh

dY

`=1

K↵(g`hg
0�1
` ) , h{g`} {g0`}

where K↵ is the heat kernel on G at time ↵.

The amplitudes are best expressed in terms of the faces of the Feynman graphs:

Sylvain Carrozza (CPT) GFT and the Renormalization Group QGP 2015 18 / 32

introduce cut-off:

TGFTs with gauge invariance condition

Gauge invariance condition

8h 2 G , '(g1, . . . , gd) = '(g1h, . . . , gdh)

Common to all Spin Foam models: introduces a dynamical discrete connection at
the level of the amplitudes.

Resulting propagator, including a regulator ⇤ (⇠ P
` j`(j` + 1)  ⇤2):

C⇤(g`; g
0
`) =

Z +1

⇤�2

d↵

Z
dh

dY

`=1

K↵(g`hg
0�1
` ) , h{g`} {g0`}

where K↵ is the heat kernel on G at time ↵.

The amplitudes are best expressed in terms of the faces of the Feynman graphs:

Sylvain Carrozza (CPT) GFT and the Renormalization Group QGP 2015 18 / 32

TGFTs with gauge invariance condition

Gauge invariance condition

8h 2 G , '(g1, . . . , gd) = '(g1h, . . . , gdh)

Common to all Spin Foam models: introduces a dynamical discrete connection at
the level of the amplitudes.

Resulting propagator, including a regulator ⇤ (⇠ P
` j`(j` + 1)  ⇤2):

C⇤(g`; g
0
`) =

Z +1

⇤�2

d↵

Z
dh

dY

`=1

K↵(g`hg
0�1
` ) , h{g`} {g0`}

where K↵ is the heat kernel on G at time ↵.

The amplitudes are best expressed in terms of the faces of the Feynman graphs:

Sylvain Carrozza (CPT) GFT and the Renormalization Group QGP 2015 18 / 32

Carrozza, DO, Rivasseau, ‘13



TGFT example: SU(2), d=3, with gauge invariance 

tensor invariant interactions, e.g. 

Pirsa: 14040112 Page 11/25

Pirsa: 14040112 Page 12/25

kinetic term = Laplacian on SU(2)^3

gauge invariance:

TGFTs with gauge invariance condition

Gauge invariance condition

8h 2 G , '(g1, . . . , gd) = '(g1h, . . . , gdh)

Common to all Spin Foam models: introduces a dynamical discrete connection at
the level of the amplitudes.

Resulting propagator, including a regulator ⇤ (⇠ P
` j`(j` + 1)  ⇤2):

C⇤(g`; g
0
`) =

Z +1

⇤�2

d↵

Z
dh

dY

`=1

K↵(g`hg
0�1
` ) , h{g`} {g0`}

where K↵ is the heat kernel on G at time ↵.

The amplitudes are best expressed in terms of the faces of the Feynman graphs:

Sylvain Carrozza (CPT) GFT and the Renormalization Group QGP 2015 18 / 32

Pirsa: 14040112 Page 12/25

covariance (in multi-scale slicing, via heat kernel):

TGFTs with gauge invariance condition

Gauge invariance condition

8h 2 G , '(g1, . . . , gd) = '(g1h, . . . , gdh)

Common to all Spin Foam models: introduces a dynamical discrete connection at
the level of the amplitudes.

Resulting propagator, including a regulator ⇤ (⇠ P
` j`(j` + 1)  ⇤2):

C⇤(g`; g
0
`) =

Z +1

⇤�2

d↵

Z
dh

dY

`=1

K↵(g`hg
0�1
` ) , h{g`} {g0`}

where K↵ is the heat kernel on G at time ↵.

The amplitudes are best expressed in terms of the faces of the Feynman graphs:

Sylvain Carrozza (CPT) GFT and the Renormalization Group QGP 2015 18 / 32

introduce cut-off:

TGFTs with gauge invariance condition

Gauge invariance condition

8h 2 G , '(g1, . . . , gd) = '(g1h, . . . , gdh)

Common to all Spin Foam models: introduces a dynamical discrete connection at
the level of the amplitudes.

Resulting propagator, including a regulator ⇤ (⇠ P
` j`(j` + 1)  ⇤2):

C⇤(g`; g
0
`) =

Z +1

⇤�2

d↵

Z
dh

dY

`=1

K↵(g`hg
0�1
` ) , h{g`} {g0`}

where K↵ is the heat kernel on G at time ↵.

The amplitudes are best expressed in terms of the faces of the Feynman graphs:

Sylvain Carrozza (CPT) GFT and the Renormalization Group QGP 2015 18 / 32

TGFTs with gauge invariance condition

Gauge invariance condition

8h 2 G , '(g1, . . . , gd) = '(g1h, . . . , gdh)

Common to all Spin Foam models: introduces a dynamical discrete connection at
the level of the amplitudes.

Resulting propagator, including a regulator ⇤ (⇠ P
` j`(j` + 1)  ⇤2):

C⇤(g`; g
0
`) =

Z +1

⇤�2

d↵

Z
dh

dY

`=1

K↵(g`hg
0�1
` ) , h{g`} {g0`}

where K↵ is the heat kernel on G at time ↵.

The amplitudes are best expressed in terms of the faces of the Feynman graphs:

Sylvain Carrozza (CPT) GFT and the Renormalization Group QGP 2015 18 / 32

amplitudes factorise per face:

TGFTs with gauge invariance condition

Gauge invariance condition

8h 2 G , '(g1, . . . , gd) = '(g1h, . . . , gdh)

Common to all Spin Foam models: introduces a dynamical discrete connection at
the level of the amplitudes.

Resulting propagator, including a regulator ⇤ (⇠ P
` j`(j` + 1)  ⇤2):

C⇤(g`; g
0
`) =

Z +1

⇤�2

d↵

Z
dh

dY

`=1

K↵(g`hg
0�1
` ) , h{g`} {g0`}

where K↵ is the heat kernel on G at time ↵.

The amplitudes are best expressed in terms of the faces of the Feynman graphs:

h3 , α3 h2 , α2

h1 , α1

f ←→ K α1+ α2+ α3 (h1h2h3)

Sylvain Carrozza (CPT) GFT and the Renormalization Group QGP 2015 18 / 32

Carrozza, DO, Rivasseau, ‘13



TGFT example: SU(2), d=3, with gauge invariance 
Carrozza, DO, Rivasseau, ‘13



TGFT example: SU(2), d=3, with gauge invariance 
Carrozza, DO, Rivasseau, ‘13

explicit power counting depends on details combinatorics of (colored) graph ~ dual cellular complex, 
e.g.rank of incidence matrix of faces



TGFT example: SU(2), d=3, with gauge invariance 
Carrozza, DO, Rivasseau, ‘13

explicit power counting depends on details combinatorics of (colored) graph ~ dual cellular complex, 
e.g.rank of incidence matrix of faces

can obtain general characterisation of just-renormalizable models of this type:



TGFT example: SU(2), d=3, with gauge invariance 
Carrozza, DO, Rivasseau, ‘13

explicit power counting depends on details combinatorics of (colored) graph ~ dual cellular complex, 
e.g.rank of incidence matrix of faces

can obtain general characterisation of just-renormalizable models of this type:

TGFTs with gauge invariance condition: renormalizability

Power-counting analysis ) classification of potential just-renormalizable models:
[Oriti, Rivasseau, SC ’13]

d = rank D = dim(G) order explicit examples
3 3 6 G = SU(2) [Oriti, Rivasseau, SC ’13]

3 4 4 G = SU(2)⇥U(1) [SC ’14]

4 2 4
5 1 6 G = U(1) [Ousmane Samary, Vignes-Tourneret ’12]

6 1 4 G = U(1) [Ousmane Samary, Vignes-Tourneret ’12]

d = D = 3 is the only case for which the combinatorial dimension can match the
dimension of space-time inferred from the symmetry group G .

Analogy with ordinary scalar field theory: at fixed d = 3
'6 model in D = 3;
'4 model in D = 4.
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similar analysis for TGFTs on homogeneous space SU(2)/U(1) Lahoche, DO, ‘15

necessary condition: divergent subgraphs must be “quasi-local”, i.e. tensor invariants

Quasi-locality: when should renormalization work?

Necessary condition: divergent subgraphs must be quasi-local, i.e. look like

(connected) tensor invariants.

Example: when internal scales j � external scales i

This property is not generic in TGFTs ! ”traciality” criterion:

flatness condition: the parallel transports must peak around 1l (up to gauge);

combinatorial condition: connected boundary graph.

Models studied so far dominated by melonic graphs ! always tracial.

Sylvain Carrozza (CPT) GFT and the Renormalization Group QGP 2015 20 / 32
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true for models dominated by “melonic diagrams”
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J. Ben Geloun, D. Ousmane-Samary, V. Rivasseau, S. Carrozza, DO, E. Livine, F. Vignes-Tourneret, A. Tanasa, M. Raasakka, V. Lahoche, …..

many results:    perturbative renormalizability and renormalisation group flow

S. Carrozza, DO, V. Rivasseau, ‘12

• proof of asymptotic freedom for abelian TGFT models without  gauge invariance
J. Ben Geloun, D. Ousmane-Samary, ’11; J. Ben Geloun, ‘12

• study of asymptotic freedom/safety for non-abelian TGFT models with  gauge invariance
S. Carrozza, ‘14

• first renormalizable non-abelian TGFT model in 3d with gauge invariance (3d BF + laplacian)

• first renormalizable TGFT model on homogeneous space (SU(2)/U(1))^d 

S. Carrozza, DO, V. Rivasseau, ‘13

J. Ben Geloun, V. Rivasseau, ’11; J. Ben Geloun, D. Ousmane-Samary, ‘11

• several renormalizable abelian TGFT models (different groups and dimension, with/without gauge invariance)

V. Lahoche, DO, ‘15

• 4th order interactions: generic asymptotic freedom (strong wave function renorm.); higher orders: more subtle

• ……………
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• in TGFTs (Delepouve, Rivasseau ’14; Lahoche, DO, Rivasseau, ’15; Lahoche, ‘15)

solving TGFTs?

• Functional RG approach to GFTs - 
Krajewski,Toriumi, ’14; Benedetti, Ben Geloun, DO, ’14; Ben Geloun, Martini, DO, ’15; Benedetti, Lahoche, ’15; ….. 

V. Rivasseau, ‘14
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• mathematical solidity

• many new tools

• powerful interplay between GFTs, simpler tensor models and  combinatorics

• very much beyond original context (LQG, spin foams, standard GFTs); natural and welcome! 
new connections, new ideas, new tools, new directions

• many new results and a super-strong drive! 

the whole GFT field is thriving like never before (not only renormalisation or statistical aspects, of course)!



the multi-scale tsunami “Vincent” is constituted of some strange, beneficial, energetic fluid!
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much beyond mathematical physics!

an incredible and never ending flow of ideas, projects, 
initiatives

friendly and very human tsunami: 
constant support and encouragement



Happy birthday, Vincent! 

and, Thanks!


