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Preface

This dissertation is based on research done at the Mathematical Physics sector of the Interna-
tional School for Advanced Studies of Trieste, during the period from October 2003 to June
2007. It is divided into two parts: the first part (Chapters 1-2) is an account of the general the-
ory and a collection of some general notions and results; the second part (Chapters 3-5) contains
the original work, carried out under the supervision of Prof. Ludwik Dabrowski and Prof. Gio-
vanni Landi. Part of the original material presented here has been published or submitted as a
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Notations

N natural numbers including 0.

Z integer numbers.

S(Z) rapid decay sequences: {ay}nez € S(Z) iff lim, .40 [n|¥a, =0 V k€ N.

S rapid decay matrices: ((aji))jren € S iff limjp o0 j"k a1 =0 ¥V n,m € N.

[z] g-analogue of x € C, given by [z] := (¢* — ¢~ %)/(¢ — q¢7}).

[n]!  g-factorial of n € N, [n]! := [1][2][3] - - - [n] if n > 1, [0]! := 1.
[n]!!  g-double factorial of n € N—1, given by [n]!! := [1][3][5] - -
[n)!! = [2][4][6] - - - [n] if n > 0 is even, [0]!! := 1 and [-1]!! :=
n . . nl [n]!
[m} g-binomial of n,m € N, [m} = il —

-[n] if n > 0 is odd,
1.

©@ the dotted tensor product of two matrices A = ((4;;)) and B = ((B;;)) is the

matrix A ® B with entries (A ® B);; = >, Air @ By;.
x-algebra = associative unital involutive algebra over C.
Y nep an empty sum will always mean 0.

[I,co an empty product will always mean 1.

Landau’s ‘big-O’ and ‘little-o’ notations

a, = o(b,) whenever {a,} and {b,} are two sequences and lim,,_,; a, /b, = 0.

an = O(b,) whenever {a,} and {b,} are two sequences and there is a constant C' > 0 such

that |a,| < C|ba.

an S b, another notation for a, = O(by,).

~
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Chapter 1

Prologue

“ ..t seems that the empirical notions on which
the metrical determinations of space are founded
[...] cease to be valid for the infinitely small.”,
Bernhard Riemann (1826-1866) [Rie73].

It is a widespread belief that mathematics originates from the desire to understand (and even-
tually to formalize) some aspects of the real world. Quoting [Man07], < we are doing math-
ematics in order to understand, create, and handle things, and perhaps this understanding is
mathematics > . Let me thus begin with a brief discussion of the physical ideas that motivated
the development of Noncommutative Geometry and Quantum Group Theory — the areas of
mathematics to which this dissertation belongs. Some physicists believe, and Einstein himself
expressed this view in [Ein98a], that physics progresses in stages: there is no ‘final’ theory of
Nature, but simply a sequence of theories which provide more and more accurate descriptions of
the real world. This idea was made more precise [BFFT77, BEF*78a, BEF178b], by saying that
one passes from one stage to the next by a deformation, the meaning of which is explained for
example in [Fla82] as follows: < Mathematically one starts with an algebraic structure which
is e.g. a Lie algebra or an associative algebra and asks the question: does there exist a 1 (or n)
parameter family of similar structures such that for an initial value (say zero) of the parameter
we get the structure we started with? If such a field of structures exists, we call it a deformation
of the original structure.>> In this way, one can think of special relativity as a deformation
of classical mechanics with deformation parameter the speed of light ¢: in a range of veloc-
ities much smaller than ¢, which corresponds formally to an initial value ¢~! = 0 (although
we recall that ¢ is a universal constant, not a parameter) the Lorentz transformations reduce
to the Galilean ones and special relativity reduces to classical mechanics. Similarly, quantum
mechanics can be viewed as a deformation of classical mechanics in the framework of associa-

tive algebras, with deformation parameter the reduced Planck constant i [BFFT77]. A typical
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2 CHAPTER 1. PROLOGUE

example is the quantization of a one-dimensional system: in the classical picture, observables
are smooth real functions of the coordinate x and momentum p and the dynamic is dictated by

the Poisson structure defined by the rule

{%,p} =1

and by a preferred function called the Hamiltonian, depending on the system under consideration
and controlling the time evolution. In the quantum picture, functions are replaced by elements

of an algebra [BJ25, BHJ26] generated by two real elements & and p subject to the relation
[Z,p] := &p — pz = ih, (1.1)

and the crucial property of this algebra is that its elements do not commute, unless ‘A = 0’
which formally corresponds to the classical limit. The phase space of quantum mechanics is
the archetype of a noncommutative space: a ‘space’ which is no longer described as a set of
points with some additional structure, but by a noncommutative algebra replacing (or better,
deforming) the coordinate algebra of a manifold.

Of course, the deformations which give rise to special relativity and quantum mechanics
do not “fall from heaven”. The development of special relativity originated with Einstein’s
thought (or “gedanken”) experiment, which derived the main properties of the theory (time
dilation/length contraction) from the assumption that the speed of light is finite and has the
same value in every inertial frame (cf. [Ein98b] or Chapter IX and X of [Ein85]). On the
other hand, one of the motivations behind the formalism of quantum mechanics (say, in the
Heisenberg formulation) is Heisenberg’s gedanken experiment (see e.g. Chapter 2 of [Hei30]),
which imposes limits on the localizability of a particle in phase space. This gives rise to the
celebrated Heisenberg uncertainty relations, first presented in [Hei27], which are implemented
mathematically by the assumption that position and momentum belong to a noncommutative
algebra like (1.1). In the same way, a refined version of Heisenberg’s gedanken experiment,
suitably generalized to include the effects of gravity, imposes limitations upon the localizability
of a particle [SW58, Mea64, Pad85, Pad87] and suggests that at very small length scales the
notion of space as a set of points is inappropriate and that space—time coordinates should be
replaced by noncommuting operators [DFR94, DFR95, AC97].

While the physical ideas which led to the study of noncommutative space—times seem to be
still in an embryonic stage (due to a lack of an experimental evidence which could support or
falsify such ideas), the mathematics behind these ideas is now a well-established independent
field of research in its own right. The geometry of noncommutative spaces has been intensively
studied during recent decades by Connes and many others, and most of the tools of differential
geometry have been generalized to the noncommutative framework. Until now, I have given
only a vague idea of what a noncommutative space is, and one might ask for an exact definition.

In fact, there is no general consensus on the meaning of these words, and often it depends on



the context. For example, the equivalence between the category of locally compact Hausdorff
topological spaces and the category of commutative C*-algebras (via the Gelfand—Naimark
theorem) suggests the idea that the theory of C*-algebras should be regarded as noncommutative
generalization of topology. Similarly, from the work of Connes on von Neumann algebras, it
comes the habit to consider them as the noncommutative analogue of measure spaces. Spectral
triples (discussed in Chapter 2) replace Riemannian manifolds, and real spectral triples [Con95]
are the algebraic counterpart of spin manifolds. Now as with any theory, one has to test the
postulates of noncommutative geometry by considering a certain number of examples. This is
the purpose of the research described in this dissertation, and as a source of examples, we focus
on Quantum Group Theory.

What then is a ‘quantum group’? In the middle of the ‘80s, Drinfeld proposed a program of
quantization of Poisson—Lie groups [Dri86]. Quantized Poisson—Lie groups, or simply quantum
groups, are deformations of Poisson—Lie groups in the intuitive sense explained above (which
we will make more precise in Chapter 2.11). They provide a large class of examples of algebras
which for many reasons we would like to interpret as ‘coordinate algebras’ over noncommutative
spaces (with some additional structure). One interesting feature of these examples is that it
seems very difficult (if not impossible) to fulfill all the axioms of a real spectral triple, at least in
their original formulation. Thus, a natural question is: are quantum groups ‘noncommutative
spin manifolds’? In other words: do they satisfy the conditions needed for a real spectral triple,
either in the original or in some modified form? The aim of this work is to shed some light on
these issues.

The plan of the dissertation is the following. Chapter 2 is a survey of the basic notions
of Noncommutative Geometry which are needed in order to discuss the examples presented in
the remaining part of the dissertation. In Chapter 3 we study the family of noncommutative
2-spheres introduced by Podles in [Pod87] as quantum homogeneous spaces for Woronowicz’
quantum SU(2) group [Wor87]. In Chapter 4 we study the 4-dimensional quantum orthogonal
sphere of [RTF90]. Finally in Chapter 5 we generalize some of these results to the whole family
of odd-dimensional quantum spheres [VS91].

Throughout this thesis, unless otherwise stated, the term x-algebras is used to refer to
complex involutive unital algebras, and the symbol ¢ indicates a fixed parameter in the open

interval ]0, 1.
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Chapter 2

Noncommutative Geometry and

Quantum Groups

“The correspondence between geometric spaces
and commutative algebras is a familiar and ba-
sic idea of algebraic geometry. The purpose of
this book is to extend the correspondence to the
noncommutative case in the framework of real

analysis.”, Alain Connes [Con94].

As in many theoretical physics’ stories, all begins with the old dream of unifying relativity with
quantum mechanics. In an attempt to find a relativistic version of Schrédinger equation, which

for a free particle in 3 dimensions is

(0 + 22,02 ) =0, (2.1)

physicists noticed that the differential operator i9; + Z?:l 8; does not commute with the
natural action of the Poincaré Lie algebra on C*°(RY3) via vector fields, that is: the operator
is not Poincaré invariant. As covariance is one of the guiding principles of relativity, it became
clear that a relativistic version of (2.1) should have involved a Poincaré—invariant differential

operator. Klein-Gordon proposal was to use the Laplace—Beltrami operator, which on R is
A= _atQ + 23:1892:1 )

and write the relativistic version of (2.1) as Ay = ma), for a free particle of mass m. Since A is
not of first order in the time derivative, the knowledge of a solution ¥ of Klein-Gordon equation

at t = 0 does not completely determine its time evolution. Motivated by this observation, Dirac’s

'See [Kra44] for a historical review; however, it seems to me that Klein-Gordon equation appeared for the
first time in 1923 in [Gor23] and not in 1926 as claimed in [Krad44].
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idea was to search for a first order differential operator I) acting on vector valued functions and
with square [p? = A; the solution for R!3 first appeared in 1928 in [Dir28a, Dir28b]. The

operator P, which is called Dirac operator, is given on R'3 by

D =g+ vim
with «, the well known Dirac’s gamma matrices. As everybody knows Dirac equation [P = ma)
provides a description of elementary particles with spin 1/2 (and mass m), such as electrons,
which is consistent with both the principles of quantum mechanics and special relativity.

We stress that the demand of symmetries played a crucial role in Dirac’s construction; we
will discuss the role of symmetries in noncommutative geometry in Sections 2.10-2.11. Another
important point is the quest for a first order differential operator: a square root A'/2 of the
Laplacian is well defined (at least in the Riemannian case), but in general is not a differential
operator. We’ll return on this when discussing the ‘first order condition’. A difference between
A'/2 and I is that the former acts on scalar functions, the latter on vector valued functions (in
general, on sections of the spinor bundle, or simply ‘spinors’) whose components are interpreted
as probability amplitudes for a couple of spin 1/2 particle-antiparticle; the prediction of the
existence of antiparticles, confirmed in 1933 by the experimental discovery of the positron (the
antiparticle of the electron), was one of the greatest triumphs of modern theoretical physics and

decreed the success of the Dirac operator in physics.

Although the importance of the Dirac operator was immediately recognized in physics, its
importance in mathematics became clear much later, with Atiyah-Singer local index formula.
The generalization of the Dirac operator to ‘noncommutative spaces’ is in part motivated by its
applications to index theory, which we briefly recall in the following.

Consider an even—dimensional compact Riemannian spin manifold M with fixed spin struc-
ture, let H = H, ©H_ the Hilbert space of L?-spinors and P the Dirac operator on H. Let v be
the natural grading operator on H and P+ := 1(1—~)P(1+~). If V. — M is any smooth vector
bundle and @‘t a lift of DT to V, the map sending the isomorphism class of V to the index of
D7 gives a group homomorphism from K°(M) ~ Ky(C*(M)) to the integers Z. In the odd-
dimensional case a similar construction gives a homomorphism from K'(M) ~ K;(C>®(M))
to Z. The natural generalization of this ‘index map’ K¢(C*°(M)) — Z to the K-groups of a
generic complex involutive unital algebra A (‘x-algebra’, for short) is possible if there exists a

pre—Fredholm module over it.

Definition 2.1. A pre-Fredholm module over a *-algebra A is the data (H, 7, F') of a Hilbert
space H, a x-representation w : A — B(H) and a bounded operator F on H such that F — F*,
F? —1 and [F,7(a)], for all a € A, are compact operators. The pre—Fredholm module is even,
or also ‘graded’, if there exists a grading operator v on H (i.e. a bounded operator satisfying
v =% 7% = 1) commuting with w(a) for any a € A and anticommuting with F. Otherwise it

is odd. A Fredholm module is a pre—Fredholm module satisfying F = F* and F? = 1.



Usually pre—Fredholm modules are called Fredholm module ‘tout court’, but since we need
to distinguish between the two cases in which F' — F* and F? — 1 are zero or just compact, we
follow the terminology of [GBVFO01] and use the prefix pre in the latter case.

Equivalence classes of pre—Fredholm modules form a homology theory called K-homology
and dual to K-theory [Kas75]. Given an even pre-Fredholm module over A, the index map
Ko(A) — Z is constructed as follows. A class [e] € Ky(A) is represented by an idempotent
e = €2 € Maty(A) for some N € N; we can lift in the obvious way the *-representation 7 to a
*-representation 7 of Maty(A) over H® CY and form the Fredholm operator F.f : Hy @ CN —
H_ ®CN, with Hy := (1 £ v)H, defined by

Ff=11-7)(e)Fr(e)(1+7). (2.2)

The index map is just [e] — Index(F."), and gives a pairing between K-theory and K-homology.

To perform computations it is crucial that F' — F* and F? — 1 are zero (not just compact)
and that the Fredholm module is finite-summable: we shall assume that this is always the case.
A Fredholm module is p-summable if p > 1 and [F,7(a)] is in the p-th Schatten-von Neumann
ideal LP(H) for all a € A (i.e. [F,m(a)]P is of trace class), and in this case the index of F.' can
be evaluated through the formula [Con85]

Index(F") = 3(=1)" Trygen (VF[F, 7(e) ") (2.3)

for any m € N such that 2m + 1 > p.

The canonical example is the Fredholm module associated with a spin structure by taking
F := D|IP|", the sign of the Dirac operator ) (which we assume for simplicity to be invertible).
The fact that in this case F' comes from an unbounded operator I) is what allows to express
the index (2.3) through local formulse, which considerably simplify the computations. This
motivates, in the noncommutative case, the passage from Fredholm modules to unbounded
Fredholm modules (to the best of my knowledge, this name was first used in [Con89]), later

called spectral triples [Con95].

Definition 2.2. A spectral triple (A, H, D) over a x-algebra A consists of
(i) a Hilbert space H with a x-representation 7 : A — B(H);
(ii) an unbounded selfadjoint operator D with dense domain in H such that

(1) D+ has a compact inverse;

(2) [D,n(a)] extends to a bounded operator on H for all a € A.

The spectral triple is even if there exists a grading operator v on H such that Dy = —vD and
m(a)y =ymw(a) for all a € A.
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The reason for the name ‘unbounded Fredholm module’ is that the data (H, =, F'), with F :=
D(1 + D?)~1/2, give a pre-Fredholm module over A. In fact, it was shown in [BJ83] (although
they referred to them by a different name), that any pre-Fredholm module class can be con-
structed in this way.

The canonical example of spectral triple comes from the spin structure over a spin manifold,
where D = ) is just the Dirac operator; Definition 2.2 is the starting point for a noncommu-
tative generalization of the theory of spin structures, which is usually called ‘noncommutative
differential geometry’ [Con94]. With the additional conditions of finite metric dimension and
‘regularity’ (which will be recalled later) it is possible to develop an abstract theory of pseudo—-
differential operators, to give meaning to the word ‘local’ in the noncommutative setting, and to

write a local formula for the index (2.3) which generalizes Atiyah-Singer index formula [CM95].

In the remaining part of this chapter we recall some general definitions of Connes’ noncom-
mutative differential geometry, following [Con94], and collect some theorems which we shall need
later. In Section 2.1 we describe how to compute the index (2.3) using an unbounded Fredholm
operator. In Section 2.2 we recall some analytic properties of spectral triples which are needed
in Section 2.3 to discuss local index formulse in noncommutative geometry. In Section 2.4 we
analyze in detail some ideals which will be used in the sequel. Section 2.5 is devoted to the non-
commutative analogue of smooth functions. In Section 2.6 we collect some considerations about
the ‘reality’ and ‘first order’ axioms. Section 2.7 is a digression on the topological dimension of
quantum spaces. Section 2.8-2.9 contain some results which are used in the examples. Finally,
in Sections 2.10 and 2.11 we discuss noncommutative spaces whose symmetries are described

by Hopf algebras, and introduce the examples which will be studied in the subsequent chapters.

2.1 Connection theory and index computations

As discussed before, in the commutative case one constructs the index map by lifting D to
vector bundles. We now explain the exact meaning of this statement by considering a more
general (possibly noncommutative) case, described by a spectral triple (A, H, D). We first need

some preliminary notions about differential calculi.

To any spectral triple is associated a representation of the universal differential calculus
(UDC) of A (cf. Section III.1 of [Con94]). The UDC (2°,d) over A is the data of the graded
algebra Q° generated by degree 0 elements a € A and degree 1 elements da, a € A, with

d: A — Q! linear and satisfying the relation
d(ab) = (da)b+ a(db) Va,be A.

The involution of A extends to an involution on Q° via the rule (da)* = —d(a*), while the
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differential d on 2°® can be defined unambiguously as
d(aoday ...day,) = dapday . .. day
and satisfies d?> = 0 and the graded Leibniz rule
d(wiwz) = (dwi)wa + (—1)Pwq(dws)

for w; € Q2 and with p the degree of w;.
Any other differential calculus can be constructed as a quotient of the universal differential
calculus by a differential ideal. In particular, if (A, H, D) is a spectral triple the representation

m: A — B(H) can be extended to an algebra morphism mp : Q — B(H) as follows
mp(apday . ..day) = w(ag)[D,m(a1)]...[D,7(ay)] .

We denote dpa := mp(da) = [D, 7(a)].

This is what is usually called Connes’ differential calculus. Quotienting mp€Q® by the differen-
tial ideal J® := mp(dkermp), called ‘Junk ideal’ (cf. [Con94|), one gets a differential calculus
(Q%,dp) which in the commutative case coincides with de Rham calculus. In particular there

are no junk 1-forms, since the Connes’ differential of any a € ker 7 is zero; hence Q}, = T7pQ*.

The next notion we need is the analogue of Hermitian vector bundles. If M is a compact
(C°°-manifold, then by Serre-Swan theorem there is a functorial correspondence between smooth
vector bundles over M and finitely generated projective C°°(M)-modules. The latter replace
vector bundles in the algebraic setting. We recall that any finitely generated (right) projective
A-module £ is of the form

£=eAV = {gz(gl,...,gN)eAN)egzzgi.e. Zj,vzleijgj:@wzl,...,N}

for e = ¢? € Maty(A) an idempotent and for a suitable N € N. The group Ko(A) is used
to attach an invariant to any finitely generated projective .A-module, i.e. to any idempotent
e € UyenyMaty(A).

An Hermitian structure on £ is a sesquilinear map (, ) : £ x & — A satisfying (na, £b) =
a*(n,&)b and (n,n) >0, for all n,£ € £ and a,b € A, and such that £ is selfdual with respect
to (, ).2 Hermitian structures exist on any finitely generated projective module £, and when
e = €* is a projection (this can be always assumed, see e.g. pages 88-89 of [GBVFO01]) they are

all isomorphic to the one obtained by restricting to £ the Hermitian structure on AN given by

=3 n

for n = (m,...,nn) and € = (&1,...,&n) € AN, A connection on & is a linear map V : £ —
ERa QlD which satisfies the Leibniz rule

V(na) = (Vn)a+n®dpa

2This is sometimes called a non-degenerate Hermitian structure, see e.g. Section 4.3 of [Lan02].
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and the condition

(Vﬁv 5) - (na VE) = dD(n’ 6)

forall n,§ € £ and a € A. Here if 12 € £ and w1 o € Q}j we define
(m @wi,me @wa) = wi (1, m)we € Qp -
On any & there always exists a connection V. called Grassmannian connection, given by
Ven=edpn forn=(n,...,nn) € eAY and dpn = (dpny,...,dpny) .

Any other connection differs from V. by an element in Hom4 (€, € ® 4 Qb)

By completing £ ® 4 ‘H with respect to the inner product

(m ® vi,m2 @ va) := (v, (N1, M2)v2)

with n; € €, v; € H and (, ) the inner product of H, we get (eventually quotienting out the
norm zero tensors, if the Hermitian structure is degenerate) a Hilbert space Hg canonically
isomorphic to e(CY ® H). The lift Dg v of D to Hg is defined by

Dev:=19D+V®l1,

and gives a spectral triple (A, He, Dg v). The operator D¢ v is an unbounded Fredholm operator
and, in the even—dimensional case, a group homomorphism Indp : Ky(A) — Z, called simply
index map, is defined by

Indp([e]) = Index(Dg ) , (2.4)

with D ¢ := $(1 4+ v)Dgv(1 — ) and 7 the grading operator. The right hand side of (2.4) is
independent of the particular connection chosen, and depends on £ only through its equivalence
class in Ky(A). Using the Grassmannian connection V. one proves that (for a Lipschitz-regular

spectral triple, cf. [Mos97])
Indp([e]) = Index(F;") ,

where F' = D|D|~! and F.f is given by (2.2).

2.2 Analytic properties of spectral triples

The next task is to express (2.3) as a pairing between a homology theory and the dual coho-
mology. Before this, we need to recall some properties of spectral triples. Let (A, H, D) be a
spectral triple, with D invertible. We also assume that 7 is faithful (otherwise we can replace
A by A/ ker7), we shall identify A with 7(A) and omit the symbol 7 when there is no risk of

confusion.
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Such a spectral triple is called Lipschitz-regular if [|D|,a] is bounded for all a« € A. If
(A,H, D) is a Lipschitz-regular spectral triple and F' := D|D|~!, by construction

[F7 a] = ([Dva] - FHD|7Q])‘D|71

is compact for any a € A, being the product of a bounded operator with the compact operator
|D|~!. Hence (A, H, F) is a Fredholm module. On the other hand the condition that [F,a] is

compact for all a € A does not guarantee that a spectral triple is Lipschitz-regular; by
(1D}, a] = [F,a]lD + F[D, d]

the spectral triple is Lipschitz-regular, i.e. [|[D|,a] € B(H) for all a € A, if and only if the
operators [F, a]|D| are bounded. This happens when [F, a] are operators of ‘order —1’, a stronger
condition than compactness, the meaning of which we explain below.

For each s € R we let H* be the domain of |D|* (notice that H* c H* for s > §') and
H> = (V450 H°®. The space H* is closed with respect to the norm (on the right hand side there
is the norm of H)

Ioll2 = o2 + [|D*v]?

In the canonical commutative example, H?® are Sobolev spaces and H* smooth sections of the
spinor bundle. For each r € R a class of operators op” is defined as the subset of (unbounded)
operators with domain containing H* which extend to continuous operators H® — H*™" for all
s € R. We have op” C op” for each r < /. As the class op” is difficult to deal with, a smaller
class denoted OP” was introduced in [CM95] as follows. Let ¢ be the unbounded derivation on
B(H) given by

5(T) := (D], 7],

for all T € B(H). Then, order zero operators are defined as the elements of the class
0._ j
opP": ﬂjEN dom &7 |

which is a *x-subalgebra of B(H). We remark that by definition, T € domd if (i) T € B(H),
(ii) T - dom|D| C dom |D| (a necessary condition for §(T) = |D|T — T|D| to be defined on
dom |D| = H*), (iii) §(T'), which is a priori defined on dom |D|, extends to a bounded operator
on H. By iterating, T € dom ¢/ iff T € dom 6~ and 6/~1(T) € dom 4.

Operators of order r, denoted by OP”, are defined by

OP":= {T € B(H)||D|”"T € OP"} .

One has OP"™ C op” for any r, and OP" C OP" for all #/ > r. Moreover if r < 0, then
OP" is a -algebra (of bounded operators) and a two-sided #-ideal in OP"', for all r < ¢/ < 0
(cf. Appendix B of [CM95]). These classes of operators are the starting point of an abstract

theory of pseudo—differential operators, which is beyond the scope of this introductory chapter.
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For a spectral triple, a stronger requirement than Lipschitz-regularity is the ‘regularity’
condition [CM95]. Classically, while Lipschitz-regular elements of C'(M) are Lipschitz-class
functions, regular elements are C*° functions. A spectral triple is called reqular, or QC®°, if the
following set inclusion holds,

AU[D, Al c OP?,

where [D, A] = {[D,a]|a € A}. For a regular spectral triple, the algebra ¥° of ‘pseudo-
differential operators’ of order (less than or equal to) zero is defined as the algebra generated
by Upen 8" (AU [D, A]).

Recall that, with n € R, D is called n™-summable if the operator |D|~" is in the Dixmier
ideal £L5°°(H), and n is called the metric dimension of the spectral triple if D is n*-summable
and Tr,(|D|~") > 0 (where Tr,, is the Dixmier trace, which we recall later)®. If a spectral triple

is regular and n-dimensional, the ‘zeta-type’ function
Cr(s) = Try(T|D[™7)

associated to T € W0 is defined (and holomorphic) for s € C with Res > n and the following

definition makes sense. If it happens that

(i) forallT € WO the function (7 (s) has a meromorphic extension to C whose only singularities

are poles,
(ii) the union of such singularities is a countable set ¥ C C,

then we call X the dimension spectrum of the spectral triple. The meaning of ¥ is that its
points are associated with states on the algebra. In particular if ¥ is made only of simple poles,

one can prove that the Wodzicki-type residue functionals
Tm(T) = ][TD|_m := Ress—p, Tr(T|D| %) (2.5)

are defined on W for all m € ¥, and tracial on suitable subsets. For example, the top residue 7,
is tracial on all ¥° and there coincides with the Dixmier trace (cf. Proposition 4.2.4 of [Con94]).

As in ordinary pseudodifferential calculus, computations can be simplified by neglecting
smoothing operators, which in this abstract setting are defined as the elements of the following
class

OP~>:= (JOP™" = {T € B(H) | |D|*T € OP’V k € N} .

r>0

3This definition is reminiscent of Hausdorff dimension in fractal geometry [Fal52]. In that case one has a
one-parameter family of measures p®, s € RT, and the dimension of a fractal set F is the real number dim F
separating the open interval {s € R |u®(F) = 0} from the open interval {s € RY|u®*(F) = +oo}: that is
u’(F) =0 for s < dimF and p°(F) = +oo for s > dim F. The metric dimension is defined analogously, with
Tr, (|D|™*) replacing p°(F).
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The class OP~®° is a two-sided *-ideal in the *-algebra OP® (actually, in any OP~" with 7 > 0).
Moreover, if T' is a smoothing operator, (r(s) is holomorphic on C and the ‘integral’ (2.5)
vanishes. In this spirit, we say that a multilinear functional on W° is local if it is insensitive
to smoothing perturbations of its arguments; in particular, residues of zeta-functions are local
expressions. The general philosophy is that locality makes complicated expressions computable,

by ignoring irrelevant details.

2.3 Spectral triples and homology theories

Let (H, F') be a p-summable Fredholm module over a x-algebra A, and n = 2m > p — 1 an even

integer. We can get (2.3) in two steps; first we call

chf (ag, ..., an) = G2 Tr(YF[F,ag) ... [F, an)) | a; € A, (2.6)
Ch”(e) = Z (ekokl — %C5k0k1> X Chiky @ ... @ €Lkg > (2.7)
ko,k1,....kn

(here ¢ € C is arbitrary, as [F,c] = 0) and then write
Index(F,") = (chZ, ch"(e)) (2.8)

where

(1,00 @ ... ® ap) = (—1)"/? iy T(@o, -+ an) (2.9)

for any multilinear functional 7 : A"*! — C and any ay ® ... ® a, € A", The advantage
of writing (2.3) in this way is that (2.6) is a cyclic cocycle, (2.7) is a cyclic cycle, and (2.9) is
a pairing between the associated cohomology/homology groups. The element (2.7) is usually
called Chern-Connes character.

We recall [Lod97] that Hochschild n-chains Cj(A) are elements of A" Hochschild n-
cochains C™(.A) are multilinear functionals A" — C, the Hochschild boundary b : Cy41(A) —
Cpn(A) is given by

blap®a1 @ ...Q apt1) :=b(ap®@a1 @ ... ani1)
+ (_1)n+1an+1a0 Ra1®...0an,

with

n

b,(ao XRa1®...Q an+1) = Z(—l)jao Q... Qajj+1 Q... 0 any1
=0

and the Hochschild coboundary is its pullback b* : C"(A) — C"T1(A), given by

n

(7)o, ans1) = D (=1)7(a0, 05511, )
7=0

+ (=) 1 (any1a0,a1,. .., an) .
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The Hochschild homology HHe(A) is defined as the homology of the complex {Cy,(A),b}n>0,
while the dual Hochschild cohomology HH®(A) is defined as the cohomology of the com-
plex {C"(A),b*}n>0. If A = A(X), with X a smooth affine variety, by Hochschild-Kostant-
Rosenberg theorem (generalized by Connes to smooth manifolds in [Con95]) there is an isomor-
phism of A(X)-modules HH,(A(X)) = Q} npam(X), defined on representatives by

a0®a1®...®ann—>%aodal...dan. (2.10)

This motivates the general philosophy for which in the noncommutative framework differential
forms are replaced by Hochschild chains and de Rham currents by Hochschild cochains. The
image of (2.7) under (2.10), for ¢ = 1, is the nth Chern character of the Grassmannian connection
of e; this explains the name ‘Chern-Connes character’ for ch”(e).

Now, while the map ch” in (2.6) is a Hochschild n-cocycle, that is beh? = 0, the ele-
ment ch”(e) in (2.7) is not always a Hochschild cycle; so, in general (2.8) is not a pairing
between Hochschild homology and the dual cohomology. To understand what is the appropri-

ate (co)homology theory, one introduces the permutation operator A\, : A"t — A"+
M(apg®@a1®...®ay) = (—1)"an®ar @ ... ® an_1,
its pull-back \* : C"t1(A) — C"H1(A),

()\:;7-)(0/0,(11, cee 7an) = (—1)”7‘((1%,&0, cee aanfl) y

and notice that . We call cyclic n-cochains C¥(A) those Hochschild n-cochains

7 which satisfy A;,7 = 7. Since
b(1— Apy1) = (1 = M)V (2.11)

we have (1—\',)b* = b*(1—\y) and b* maps the kernel of 1— X\ into the kernel of 1—X}
that is it sends cyclic cochains into cyclic cochains. The cyclic cohomology HC®(A) is the
cohomology of the complex {C}(A),b*}. If 7 € C}(A) and w € Cy(A), the value of 7(w) depends
only on the class of w in Cy,(A)/Im(1 — A,). This suggests to define cyclic homology HC(A)
as follows. Chains are elements of C}(A) := C,,(A)/Im(1 — \,). By (2.11) the map b sends the
image of 1 —An41 into the image of 1— A, , hence it descends to a map b: Cp, ;(A) — Ca(A).
The cyclic homology HH,(A) is the homology of the complex {C)}(A),b}. Remark: the one
discussed here is the version of cyclic homology presented in [Con85] (cf. also [Lod97]).

If we fix ¢ =0 in (2.7), then ch"(e) is the representative of a cyclic cocycle, that is

bch"(e) = Zk

is in the image of 1—\,,—1. Thus (2.8) is a pairing between a cyclic cycle and a cyclic cocycle, and

Chiky @ ... €Lk = %(1—)\n_1)zk Chiky @ ... Qe Ky

1’~~-7kn 1,-~~:kn

this means that we can replace chg in (2.8) with any cyclic cycle in the same cyclic cohomology
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class, if this helps to simplify computations. If we are in the fortunate case in which ch”(e)
is a Hochschild cycle, i.e. bch™(e) = 0, then we can replace chl in (2.8) with any Hochschild
cocycle in the same Hochschild cohomology class. Of course, the goal is to replace ch,‘;7 with a
local functional.

If (A,H, D) is an even k-dimensional spectral triple (k € 2N), a Hochschild cocycle is given
by

k/2)! _
\I/D(ao,...,ak) = (k/k)' ][’)/a()d[)al...dpak‘D’ k , (2.12)
where we recall that dpa := [D,a]. For such a spectral triple the associated Fredholm module

is at least k 4+ 1-summable, and the cocycles (2.12) and (2.6) have the same class in Hochschild
homology (Hochschild character theorem, cf. [Con94]). So, when chy,(e) is a Hochschild cycle,
we can use ¥p to compute the index instead of chf . In the general case, more complicated
tools are needed. The idea is to look at the class of chg in a different cohomology theory, called
periodic cyclic cohomology, HP®. Similarly to K-theory, HP® is made of two groups, HP®¥ and

HP°d4, The relevant group for us is HP®'. An even periodic cyclic cocycle ¢ is a sequence

¢ = (¢0, P2, P4, .. .)

of multilinear functionals ¢gy, : A%+ — C which are all zero but for finitely many k (and such
that ¢ is in the kernel of a suitable coboundary operator, cf. [Lod97]). An integer—valued pairing
between the class [¢] € HP®(A) of ¢ and the class [e] € Ky(A) of e is defined by

(8L e]) = do(e) + D, (-1 G danle — Foere)

The trick now is to notice that any cyclic n-cocycle 7 determines a periodic cyclic n-cocycle
¢»=1(0,...,0,7,0,...), which has 7 in the nth position and zero everywhere else. In particular,
chf determines a periodic cyclic cocycle, denoted ch’” without subscript n, which is independent

of n (for even n no less than the metric dimension). We can rewrite (2.8) as
Index(F.") = <[ChF], [e]>

and although it is always the same expression, in this form it is clearly invariant if we replace
ch by an element with the same class in HP¢".

A general theorem (cf. Theorem I1.3 in [CM95]) gives a local representative of [ch’] which
can be used to compute the index of F". We quote this theorem in the particular case we are

interested in.

Theorem 2.3 (Connes-Moscovici). Let (A, H, D) be a regular, even spectral triple (with finite
metric dimension n), with dimension spectrum ¥ made of simple poles. Then, the following

formule define a periodic cyclic cocycle in the same class of ch® :

vo(ag) = Ress—os ™ 'Tr(yao|D| ) ,
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1 —1)F A :
@j(a()’--"aj) = 5 Z k‘(l )k" k ][VGO[D7Q1}(IC1) s [Dvaj](k])|D| @lkl+9) .
heny 1. Rye
Herea; € A, |kl :=ki+ha+...+kj, agt == (ki + 1)(k1 + k2 +2) ... (k1 + ... + kj +J),
TO) =T and T0Y .= [D?,TW]VieN.

The finiteness of the metric dimension guarantees that all terms in the sum with |k| +j > n
are zero, hence all sums are finite and only finitely many ¢; are different from zero.

All the terms ¢; with j > 0 are local (i.e. they are independent of smoothing contributions).
The unique non-local term is ¢q.

We close this section with a remark. In the commutative case, when A is some algebra of
smooth functions on a connected compact smooth manifold M, there is always a Hochschild
cocycle associated with any projection p = p* = p? with elements pij € A. Indeed, for p a
projection-valued function on M, the map sending z € M to the matrix trace Trp(x) is a
continuous map M — 7Z, then it is constant provided M is connected (its geometrical meaning
is the rank of the bundle underlying the projective module p.A¥). Thus, Tr(p) belongs to the
subalgebra C C A, and the tensor

wp=To(p—35)@p@(p—1)
has vanishing Hochschild boundary
bwp=3Tr(p®1—-1®p) =4{Tr(p) ®1 -1 Tr(p)} =0,

the tensor product being over C and Tr(p) € C. Here the dotted tensor product of two matrices
A = ((Ajj)) and B = ((Bj;)) is the matrix A ® B with entries (A ® B);; = >, Aix @ By;.
Under the map (2.10) the cycle w, becomes the 1st Chern character (modulo a normalization
constant) of the Grassmannian connection on the module pAF. For a generic *-algebra, a
sufficient condition for w, to be a Hochschild cycle is that Tr(p) € C; in the quantum group
case, it is often possible to deform the matrix trace in such a way that ‘Ir,’(p) is a scalar:
the resulting tensor wy will be a cycle in some twisted Hochschild homology (more on this in
Section 2.7).

2.4 Nested ideals in Hilbert spaces

In this section we explain how to concretely work with order r operators and other relevant
ideals. In all this section, two-sided *-ideals will be called simply ideals.

Let H be a separable Hilbert space, and denote by p;(7T") the jth singular value of the
bounded operator T', which we recall is defined by

pi(T) = inf sup  ||Tv]| .

VCH, -1
dimv=;—1 ULV Il



2.4. NESTED IDEALS IN HILBERT SPACES 17

We have ;(T) > pj+1(T), and py is the operator norm. Recall that T' € B(H) is compact if
and only if ;(7") — 0 for j — oo, and let K be the class of compact operators on H. This is a
closed ideal in B(H), and most ideals we are going to discuss are dense subspaces of K. Firstly,

with the inequalities (cf. [Sim05])

tivk(Th +T2) < pi(Th) + pi(T2)  for all Ty, Tr € IC,

wi(ST) <|[S)|u;(T) and  pi(T'S) < ||S||p;(T) for al T € K and S € B(H) , (2.13)
one proves that the Schatten-von Neumann classes £LP(H),

LP(H) = {T € B(H) | Te(TP) == )~

_ (TP < OO} ,

are ideals in B(H). Clearly £P(H) € L£P (H) for all 1 < p < p' < co. In particular, £L!(H) are

the operators of trace class.

For the spectral or quantized calculus [Con94] the following ideals [Voi79, Voi81] are crucial
(p=1)
LP2) (H) = {T € B(H) | pn(T) = O(n='7), asn — 00} .
We have LP C L£(Po0) C LV forall 1 < p < p' < oo. In particular, the Dizmier ideal £1:°) is
the domain of the Dixmier trace, which vanishes on £!. For a positive T € £(1:°°) the Dixmier

trace Tr, is given by a suitable limit of the bounded sequence [Dix66]

EN ZnNzl pn (T) (2.14)

and extended to all £(1:>) by linearity. Most important, if the ordinary limit of (2.14) exists,

then T is called measurable and its Dixmier trace (if 7' > 0) is simply given by

. N
Tr,(T) = lim ol Znﬂ un(T) .

N—oo

Elements of £1:°) are called for obvious reasons infinitesimals of order 1, being in the domain
of the Dixmier trace which plays the role of a ‘noncommutative integral’. More generally,

infinitesimals of order o > 0 are defined by
Io = {T € B(H) \ pin(T) = O0(n™*)} ,

and Z, = L®>) if o = 1/p < 1. Infinitesimals behaves as one expects [Lan02]: Z,, D Zq, for
all an < a9, Zo,  Zay C Zoy+a, (which in particular means that Z, is an ideal in B(H)), and

the Dixmier trace vanishes on infinitesimals of order greater than 1. We let
Too = ﬂaZoIa ={T e B(H)| Jim 7, (T) =0V a > 0}

be the ideal of infinitesimals of arbitrary high order.
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2.4.1 Rapid decay matrices

Up to now, we have discussed subspaces of K which are ideals in B(H). We now introduce
subspaces of K which are ideals in algebras smaller than B(H).

Let {|n)}nen be an orthonormal basis of H and

S = {T € B(H) ‘ lim  n®m® (n|Tjm) =0V a, 8 > o}

n,Mm— 00

the non-unital involutive algebra of rapid decay matrices relative to this basis.
Lemma 2.4. We have S C Z.

Proof. We define a selfadjoint positive operator N by N |n) := (n + 1) |n), and note that N—¢
is compact if & > 0. For any T' € S and any « > 0, the product TN® is bounded. So by (2.13)

pu(T) < [[TN[|pe(N™%) = ||[TN®|[E™

and kP, (T) goes to zero for any 3 > 0 (just chose a > 3 in previous inequality). This proves
that T' € 7. O

Lemma 2.5. The algebra S is not an ideal in B(H). In particular, the inclusion S C Zoo is

proper.
Proof. Let Ly € S, 0 < ¢ < 1, be the operator given by
Lq|n) :==q"|n) .

We now construct a 1" € B(H) such that L,7" ¢ S, thus proving that S is not an ideal in B(H).
Since Z, is an ideal in B(H), we conclude that S does not coincide with Z.
Let |v) := @ >, (n+1)7 |n) (it is in H since by Euler’s formula [[v[|? = 5 D kst k=2 =1),
and call T the partial isometry 7' := |0)(v|. Although T is of rank 1, it is not a rapid decay
matrix. Indeed

lim n® (0|T|n) = @ lim n®!

n—o0 n—o0
is zero if and only if @ < 1, while it should be zero for all « if T were in §. The observation

that L,T' =T concludes the proof. ]

2.4.2 Properties of finite-dimensional spectral triples

We want now to discuss the relation between ‘infinitesimals’ and the classes of order r operators
defined in Section 2.2, in the particular case in which (A, H, D) is a finite-dimensional spectral

triple. We assume for simplicity that D is invertible.

Lemma 2.6. If D is d*-summable, then OP~"% C T, for all 7 > 0.
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Proof. For T € OP~"¢ | D|"T is bounded and u(T) < |||D|"T||ux(|D]77) = O(k~"). Thus
T € 7, and this concludes the proof. O

Since |D|~! is positive and compact we can find an orthonormal basis {|n)},en of H such
that
-1 -1
D[ ) = A Im)

with A, ! (k > 1) the eigenvalues of |D|~! in decreasing order, counting multiplicities. As for
all positive compact operators, we have ug(|D|™1) = /\1,;1 and so by d'-summability /\l,;1 =

O(k~'/4). Let S denote rapid decay matrices relative to the eigenbasis of D.
Lemma 2.7. For a finite-dimensional spectral triple, S C OP™>°.

Proof. Let d € R* be the metric dimension. The sequence A, /n~/¢ must have a non-zero
n — oo limit, otherwise A-? would be o(n~!), and Tr,(|D|~%) would be zero. Therefore the

inverse sequence A\,n~ Y% must be bounded by a constant C. If T' € S, the sequence
(n[| DFTIDIF|m)| = ML, [(n|T|m)| < C7Hnd/4m¥/ e [(n|Tim)|
is of rapid decay in n,m. Thus for all j, k, |D[YT|D|* belongs S which in particular means that
it is bounded. To conclude the proof now we need just the following Lemma.
Lemma 2.8. {T € OP™*} < {|D}T|D|* € B(H) V¥ j,k € N} .
Proof:

(“<") By hypothesis, 67(|D["T) = S27_,(=1)!(})| D+ T|D|=7 € B(H) for all r > 0, hence
|IDI"T € OP? for all » > 0 and T € OP~°,

(“=7) |DPTIDI* = S5 () (~1)FUDPH=IHT) . But 64(T) € OP™ since OP™ is
d-invariant. So all factors in the right hand side are bounded operators, and then
|DPT|D|* € B(H). 0

This concludes the proof of Lemma 2.7. O

2.4.3 The dimension spectrum

Let (A, H, D) be a d-dimensional spectral triple, and assume for simplicity that D is invertible.
If T e OP™", the zeta-function (7 (s) = Tr(T'|D|~*) is defined and holomorphic in the half plane
Res > d — r. In particular, if T' € OP™*° the associated zeta-function is holomorphic on the
full complex plane and gives no contribution to the dimension spectrum. As the proof is simple

and instructive, we report it in the following.
Lemma 2.9. Let {a,} and {b,} two sequences such that

1. 0<a, <Cn Y CeRt;
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2. |by| < C" € RT is a bounded sequence.
Then Y, e anbn converges (pointwise) to a holomorphic function in the half plane Rez > (.

Proof. The partial sums fn(z) = ), a;,bn are holomorphic on C and dominated by

|fN(Z)| < CRezO/Z nfRez/é ]

n<N
Thus fy(z) converges pointwise in the half plane Re z > ¢. Let E be a bounded closed domain
in the half plane Re z > ¢, and call

kp = sup CRe*C" | zo = inf Rez .
ZEE ZGE

Notice that zy > £. We have the inequality

£(2) = fn(2)| < CR=C" Y Rt < kg Y 7o/t Vze B,

n>N n>N

The limit N — oo of the right hand side is zero, since the series is convergent. So

Hf—fNHooSkEanzo/eNﬂOO, VzeE,
n>N
and fy converges uniformly to f in E. By Weierstrass theorem [PF55, pag. 640] the uniform
limit of a sequence of holomorphic functions is holomorphic. Thus, f is holomorphic in any
bounded closed domain E of the half plane Re z > £. We conclude that f is holomorphic on the
entire half plane Re z > /. O

For T € OP™", |D|"T is bounded and so (n||D|"T|n) =: b, is a bounded sequence. Called
an = A, ! the nth eigenvalue of |D|™!, applying Lemma 2.9 we prove that Tr(T|D|~**") =
Y nen @nbn converges to a function (7(z — r) which is holomorphic in Rez > d. With the
substitution s = z — r, we have proved that (r(s) is holomorphic on Res > d — r for any
T € OP7" (and for all » € R, not necessarily positive). For " € OP~* previous claim holds for
any r > 0, and then (p(s) is holomorphic on all C.

We remark that the dimension spectrum > contains always the metric dimension d, and any

point s € ¥ has Re s < d since (p(s) is holomorphic on Re s > d for any T bounded.

2.4.4 Residues of zeta-type functions
Motivated by the discussion in previous section, we introduce the following classes of operators
J={T €OP"|T|D| P e L' (H)Vp>r} (2.15)

which in the finite-dimensional case contains OP~("~") with n the metric dimension, and can

be neglected when computing residues of zeta-functions in poles with real part bigger than r.

Lemma 2.10. The collection 7, is a two-sided ideal in oprY.
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Proof. Clearly 7, is a vector space: if T1, Ty € J,, that is T1|D|™P € LY(H), To|D|™? € L*(H)
for all p > r, then Ty|D|™P + Ty|D|™P € L}(H) for all p > r, which means T} + T» € J,.

That J, is a left ideal is straightforward. Since £'(H) is a two-sided ideal in B(H), if Ty € OPY
and Ty € J,, for all p > r we have that T} - T5|D| P is the product of a bounded operator, 77,
with a trace class one, T»|D|™P, thus it is of trace class, and T1T5 € J,.

From Appendix B of [CM95] for any p > 0, we know that the bounded operator |D|~P maps H
to HP := dom |D|P, that T € OP? C op® is a bounded operator H? — HP, and finally that | D[P
is bounded from H? to H. Thus, for T € OP’, the product | D|PT|D|~? is a bounded operator on
H. Now, if T} € OPY and Ty € J,., for all p > r we can write ToT}|D|™P = Ty|D|~P-|D|PTy|D| P
as the product of a bounded operator, |D|PT}|D|™P, with a trace class one, T5|D|™P; thus

ToT1|D|7P is of trace class; therefore 75T € J, and 7, is also a right ideal. O

Of course OPY = 7,,. One might ask whether in the finite-dimensional case OP™" and 7,
are the same ideal. In general they are not, and the following is a counterexample.

Let H be the Hilbert space with orthonormal basis |I[,m), with [ € N and | — |m| € N
(e.g. think of L?(S?) in the basis of Laplace spherical harmonics), and define a positive D and
a bounded L, by

Dllm) = (+1)[Lm)  Lollm) =g [1,m) .
We have L, € Ji, since

20+1

0<Tr(L,D~%) = ZzeN(l +1) 7 < ((s), Vs>,

where ((s) is the Riemann zeta-function. On the other hand
||Diq||2 > supy;, <l,m‘Dl~Lq‘l,m> > sup; <l, —Z‘Diq‘l, —l> =sup;(I+1) =+o0,

and then DL, is not bounded and L, ¢ OP~1.

2.5 Smooth ‘functions’ on noncommutative spaces

As continuous functions carry all topological information about a space, C'°°-functions carry
all relevant information about its smooth structure. In the canonical commutative example of
a spectral triple, we can replace C°°(M) with any subalgebra and still have a regular spectral
triple. Thus, regularity condition is not sufficient to select C°°(M) against proper subalgebras.
The characteristic property which enables to select C°°(M) is its stability under holomorphic
functional calculus.

Let C be a C*-algebra. If a function % is holomorphic in a neighborhood of the spectrum of
a € C, we define an element ¢ (a) € C as the integral

(a) = 74 $(2)(z -1 - a)"\dz
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on a rectifiable contour I" winding once around Sp(a). The map a — v (a) is called holomorphic
functional calculus, and a dense involutive subalgebra A C C is called pre-C*-algebra if ¢(a) € A
whenever a € A and ¢ (a) is well-defined in C.

Smooth functions on a compact manifold are characterized also by another property: they
form a Frechét space, that is a locally convex topological space closed with respect to a countable
family of semi-norms. Actually, they form a Frechét algebra, that is an algebra and a Frechét
space such that the semi-norms are submultiplicative. Given a regular spectral triple (A, H, D)
and with the notation d(a) := [|D], a], the algebra A>°, completion of A in the topology defined

by the family of seminorms

lallin == [l0"(@)I],  |la

2. = 0" ([D; al)l] ,

is a Frechét pre-C*-algebra [RV06] and (A, H, D) is still a regular spectral triple.

2.6 Reality and first order condition

A real structure on a spectral triple is a generalization of the charge conjugation operator acting
on spinors [Con95], has application in physics to the construction of the spectral action [CC97]
(see also [CCMO7] and [Kas00]), and its existence is one of a list of conditions which should
characterize a noncommutative spin manifold [Con96] (cf. [RV06] for an up-to-date account of
this line of research). When testing these axioms on quantum groups, or quantum homogeneous
spaces, things start to become complicated exactly when one arrives to the reality axiom.

Let (A, H, D) be a spectral triple. A real structure is an antilinear isometry J on H such
that for all a,b € A:

J? =41, JD=+DJ, [a, Jb*J 1 =0, ([D,a], Jb*J 11 =0].

If the spectral triple is even, we require also that Jv = ++J. The signs ‘+’ determine the
K O-dimension of the spectral triple (cf. Table 9.45 of [GBVFO01]), which classically corresponds
to the metric dimension modulo 8. The framed condition is usually called first order axiom.
In the canonical commutative example (C*°(M),H, D), with M a compact Riemannian spin
manifold, H the square integrable spinors and ) the Dirac operator, J is the charge conjugation
and since Jb*J~! = b the 3rd condition trivially follows from commutativity of the algebra. For
D a pseudo-differential operator, the condition [P, a] € B(H) implies that I) is of order <1,
while the further condition [[ID,al,b] = 0 is satisfied if ) is a first-order differential operator.
A clarifying example is (C*°(M), L*(M), AY/?), with M compact Riemannian manifold and
A the Laplace-Beltrami operator; it is a regular spectral triple, but not real since in general
[[A'/2 a],b] is not zero. In the noncommutative case, the 3rd condition is inspired by von
Neumann algebras, for which Tomita-Takesaki theorem ensures the existence of a J such that
b Jb*J ! is an isomorphism from A into the opposite algebra, concretely represented inside

the commutant A’.



2.7. THE HOMOLOGICAL DIMENSION OF QUANTUM SPACES 23

The first order condition is what sometimes creates problems. Typical examples are quantum
groups (and quantum homogeneous spaces), where the commutators [[D, a], JbJ '] vanish only
modulo some ideal of ‘infinitesimals’. Motivated by examples coming from quantum group

theory, we try with the following definition.

Definition 2.11. A weak real structure is an antilinear isometry J on H such thatV a,b € A,
J? =+1, JD=+DJ, [a, JbJ Y €T, ([D,a], JbJ ' eT,

where the set I is a suitable two-sided ideal made of infinitesimals. If the spectral triple is even

with grading v, we impose the further relation J~v = +vJ.

A real structure corresponds to the choice Z = 0; while in examples coming from quantum
groups [DLPS05, DLST05a, DDLW07, DDLO0S] one usually takes Z = OP~>°. We stress that
the term ‘weak real structure’ is not standard and is provisionally used in this dissertation to
simplify the discussion.

A real spectral triple of dimension n gives an element of KR™(A® A°P, C), and this relation
with real K-homology is not clear if J is a weak real structure.

The second remark is that this weaker condition might be too weak. The ideal Z should
be chosen with some care. For example, let M be a compact Riemannian manifold, V the
Levi-Civita connection, A = V*V the Laplacian, and denote §(f) = [A'/2, f] (bounded if f is
Lipschitz). The commutator

A, f1,9] = 2(df,dg)
(on the right hand side we have the Hermitian structure on 1-forms) is bounded for all f, g €
C>°(M), and then from A = AY2AY2 we deduce that the operator

201215(1), 9] = (1A, f1,9] = 26()3(g) + [6*(f). 9]

is bounded too. We have both A=1/2 ¢ £()(H) = T /n (by Weyl estimates where n := dim M,

we assume for simplicity that A is invertible) and A~1/2 € OP~!. Thus, the commutator
[1AY2, f1.9] = [8(f), 9] = A™'/? - (bounded operator)

is compact (it is even an infinitesimal of order 1/n and an element of OP~1). This proves that
the complex conjugation .J is a weak real structure for (C°°(M), L>(M), A'/?), with Z any ideal
of compact operators containing either OP~! or infinitesimals of order 1 /n, even if M may not
be a spin manifold. This is a situation that one probably would like to avoid, by requesting for

example that elements of Z are infinitesimals of order greater than 1.

2.7 The homological dimension of quantum spaces

One can generalize Hochschild homology by considering Hochschild homology with coefficients

in a bimodule [Lod97]. A particular case is twisted Hochschild homology, which we recall briefly
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here. Let A be a (complex, associative) unital algebra and x € Aut(A) a scaling automorphism

(i.e. A admits a linear basis in which & is diagonal). On A®(™*1) define a linear map 6, by
Oe(a®@...®ay) =k(ap) ® ... Kk(ay) .

The set of twisted n-chains C¥ is the subset of elements of A®(™+1 in the kernel of 6, — 1.
Twisted Hochschild homology HH[(.A) is defined as the homology of the complex {C}}, by }n>0,
with boundary operator b, : Cy;,; — C} given by

n

n

b,i(a(] Ra®...R an+1) = Z(—l)jao Q... Qajaj+1 Q Gny1
=0

+ (—1)”+1/<;(an+1)a0 R R...Q0ay, .

This is not the ordinary definition, but is equivalent to it if x is a scaling automorphism (see
e.g. [Sit05]). If kK = id 4 one gets the ‘untwisted’ groups HHe(A).
n+1)

From the dual point of view, a twisted n-cochain is a multilinear map ¢ : A®( — Cin

the kernel of 67 — 1, with 6% the pullback of 8,

05d(ao, a1, ..., an) = ¢(k(ao), Klar), ..., k(an)) .

We denote twisted n-cochains with C}!. Let b}, be the pullback of b,. The twisted Hochschild
cohomology HH}(A) is defined as the cohomology of the complex {C}, b’ },,>0.

The expression ([¢], [w]) := ¢(w) is a pairing between HHS(A) and HH[(A), that is it
depends only on the class of ¢ in HH?(A) and by the class of w in HH}(A).

If U is a Hopf algebra and A a left #/-module algebra and x commutes with the action of
U, the action on A"+ obtained by Hopf tensor product defines a structure of left Z/-module on
C%(A). Similarly, the pullback of the action on A"! on multilinear maps ¢ : A"*! — C, given
by

(ho @) (w) :=o(S~Hh)pw), VYweA"™ hel,

turns C}'(A) into a left #/-module.
If A is the algebra of smooth functions on a C*° manifold, the metric dimension of the space
equals the Hochschild dimension sup{n|HH,(A) # 0}. In the general case one defines the

twisted Hochschild dimension as
Hdim"(A) := sup {n | HH}}(A) #0} .

A common situation on g-deformations M, of homogeneous spaces M is that the ordinary
Hochschild dimension of M, is less than the dimension of the commutative limit M, a phe-
nomenon known as ‘dimension drop’. For example the Hochschild dimension of SL,(N) equals
its rank, while it is 1 for Podles spheres, as proved in [MNWO91]. On the other hand, Hdim" is

believed to coincide with the classical dimension if we let x be the modular automorphism (this
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was proved in the case of SLy(N) in [HKO05, HKO06], for Podle$ spheres in [Had07] and quantum
hyperplanes in [Sit05]).

Suppose now we have an even Fredholm module (A, H, F,~), and that the automorphism
k is implemented on H by the adjoint action of a (unbounded, invertible, positive, with dense

domain) operator K commuting with F' and -, that is
k(a)v = KaK v, [F,K]v=0, [v, Klv=10,

for any a € A and any v in the domain of K. Instances of this situation are provided by
subalgebras of the ‘coordinate algebra’ of a compact quantum group, with x the modular au-
tomorphism, and (A, H, F, ) an equivariant even Fredholm module (cf. Section 2.10). Finally,
suppose there exists p € [1,00) such that the operator

K™Y F, ao][F,a1] ... [F,ap_1]
is of trace class on ‘H for all ao,...,ap—1 € A.
Lemma 2.12. A twisted Hochschild n-cocycle is defined by the formula
chf®(ag, ... a,) == Tr (K F[F, ag) ... [F, a)) ,
for any even n > p — 1.
Proof. Using Leibniz rule

{brchE V(ag, ..., ans1) = Trp(K Yy Fag[F,a1]. .. [F, any1])
+ Tr (K 'y F[F, ag) . .. [F, an)ans1)
— Try (K "WF[F, k(any1)ao) . . . [F,an)) .

By hypothesis K~ 'yF[F, k(any1)ao] = YF[F, any1K 'ag]. Then using again Leibniz rule and
cyclicity of the trace we deduce that the r.h.s. vanishes, and chg”’” is closed.

Similarly, from cyclicity of the trace we get

chf*(ag, ..., ans1) = Trn([F, an) K 'y F[F, a0 . .. [F, an_1])
= Try (K [F, k(an)]yvF[F, a0) ... [F,an_1]) .

But F? = 1 implies [F, x(a,)]F = —F[F, k(a,)], and
chf:”‘(ag, ceyQpyl) = TrH(KflfyF[F, k(an)][Fyaol ... [F,an-1]) .
Thus, ch** is twisted cyclic
chl®(ag, a1, ..., a,) = chl*(k(an), ao, ..., an_1) (2.16)

and by iterating last identity n-times we prove that chfj”’i is in the kernel of % — 1. O
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We’ll show in the case of Podle$ spheres Sgs and of the quantum orthogonal 4-sphere Sg how
to construct a twisted Hochschild cycle which is a deformation of the volume form on S? and S*
respectively. We'll also observe that on S, and S7, the operators K~ '[F, aq][F, a1] ... [F,ap_1]
are of trace class for p > 2 and p > 4 respectively, as in the ¢ — 1 limit. This is in contrast with
the fact that Fredholm modules are usually at most 1-summable on g-deformed spaces (for g

real).

2.8 Some general results

Since in all our examples there is a standard strategy to prove that a collection (A, H, D, ) is
a (even, regular) spectral triple, we explain it here.

Assume A is a *-algebra of bounded operators on a separable graded Hilbert space H =
Hy@®H_, and call 74 (a) := $(1£v)a with y the natural grading. Let |n, k), be an orthonormal
basis of Hy, with n € N and integer k in some finite index set I,, depending on n (or eventually a
multi-index, it makes no difference), and assume the cardinality of I,, grows at most polynomially
in n. Let D = F|D| with absolute value defined by

[Dl|n, k)L = Anln, k)4
where )\, >0 and \;! — 0 for n — oo, and with sign
F|’I’L, k):l: = |n’ k)q:

It is a typical situation to have D defined by its eigenvalues as above. Such a D is selfadjoint

with domain the set of L2-vectors 1) = k In, k), such that |)\nc k|2 is summable. We'll

n,k ‘n
assume also that A has a finite number of generators {z;}, and that each generator is represented

by a finite sum 7y (2;) =, xz i of bounded shift operators :L’Jli,

P Ik = e Gl k) In+ j e +1),
with {C’J ", (n, k) }nr a bounded sequence (for all fixed i, 5,1, £). Finally, we assume that
CTL (n, k) — I (n, k)| < K (2.17)
for some KZJZ > (0 and a fixed ¢, 0 < g < 1.

Lemma 2.13. The data (A, H, F,~) is a 1-summable even Fredholm module.

Proof. By construction
F[F,acfi—l—x]l |n, k), {C]l (n, k) C’Z’i(n,l{:)}|7”L+j,l<:—i—l>jE (2.18)
and then the commutators

[Faxl]_ ’YF 12 ryFvajl +$JZ]
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because of (2.17) are of trace class for all 7. Since trace—class operators form a (two-sided *-)ideal
in B(H), from Leibniz rule

[F,ab] = [F,alb+ a[F,b], Vabe A,
we deduce that [F,a] is of trace class for any a € A. O

The next quest is for a simple sufficient condition on the data (A, H, D,~) to have a regular

even spectral triple.

Lemma 2.14. If M\,11 — Ay is a bounded sequence, the data (A, H,D,~v) is a even regular
spectral triple.

Proof. Recall that ¢ := [|D|, .| and note the identity
5([D,a)) = " (@)F + |D|[F,&"(@)],  ¥peN. (2.19)
From
P () In, k) s = (Ansg — An)Pall [n k), (2.20)
we deduce that 67 (a:fic) are bounded operators for any p € N, since A\,4; — A, = O(1). This
implies that 67 (z;) are bounded operators for any p € N.
From
IDIIE, 6" (@] )] I, k) = (Masj = Aa)P Ay [Frafy] Ins k) (2.21)
from (2.18) and (2.17) we deduce that |D|[F, 6P (z;)] is bounded for all p € N. Since for a = x;
both summands in (2.19) are bounded, 6P([D, z;]) is also bounded for all p € N. Thus, by

Leibniz rule we have the set inclusion
AUI[D,A|] C op’
and (A, H, D) is a regular spectral triple. That it is even is obvious. ]

As a particular case we have the following, which is a simple consequence of the observation
that the series ) (n + 1)7° converges to the Riemann zeta function ((s) for any s > 1, and
that Ress=1((s) = 1.

Lemma 2.15. If A, = n+1 and its multiplicity is a polynomial in n of order o, then (A, H, D)

1 a reqular spectral triple with metric dimension o + 1.
Proof. Simply
—S —s+a : :
Tr(|D|™°) ZneN {(n+1) + lower order monomials inn} .

Thus |D|~* is of trace class for s > a + 1. The Dixmier trace of |[D|7%"! is the residue in
s = a + 1 of the meromorphic extension of Tr(|D|™%), which is {(s — «) plus terms which are
holomorphic for Re s > « (coming from monomials of order < a — 1 in the multiplicity of A,).
Then Tr,(|D]~* 1) o Ress=1((s) # 0. O
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Lemma 2.16. If \,, = O(¢™") and if, for all j # 0,

(CTL(n, k)| < K7L g™ (2.22)

2y

for some constants K:Jirl > 0, the data (A, H,D,~) is a even Lipschitz-reqular spectral triple.

The triple is regular if \,, diverges at most polynomially.

Proof. By (2.19) to prove the first statement it is sufficient to prove that §(z;) and |D|[F, z;] are
bounded. As above using (2.21) with p = 0, (2.18) and (2.17) one proves that |D|[F, xfi +:1c§l_]
are bounded operators, and then |D|[F, z;] are bounded.

Now using (2.20) we prove that 67’(3:5;) is zero for j = 0, while for j # 0
e (n 5ok + 18P () [, k)| < KDL Oy = An)Pa™

For p = 1, the sequence (An4; — An)Pg™ is bounded. Thus ¢ (mfic) are bounded operators, and
d(z;) are bounded too. This proves the first statement.

If A, grows at most polynomially in n, then (A,4; — A,)P¢" is a bounded sequence for all p,
and by previous inequality (5p(xzi) are bounded operators for all p. Using (2.21), (2.18) and
(2.17) one proves that also |D|[F, o (a:fﬂr + le_)} are bounded operators for all p, and then
|D|[F, 67(2;)] are bounded. By (2.19), this proves that z; and [D,z;] are in OP’, and then the

spectral triple is regular. O

2.9 Local index formula for quantum homogeneous spaces

Typically, Fredholm modules associated to isospectral Dirac operators on even-dimensional
quantum homogeneous spaces satisfy [F,a] € OP™> for all a € A (cf. [DDLW07, DDL0S]),
and this results in a drastic simplification of the local index formula. The following proposition

clarifies this last statement. We use the notations of Theorem 2.3.

Proposition 2.17. Let (A, H,D,~) be a regular even spectral triple with finite metric dimen-
sion, with dimension spectrum ¥ made of simple poles only, 0 ¢ ¥ and [F,a] € OP~™*° for all
a €A (F=|D|D71). Then, the Connes-Moscovici local cocycle p has a unique non-vanishing

component pg = chg .

Proof. Let n € 2N be the metric dimension. Then Tr(yag|D|~2%) is holomorphic for Re2s > n,
and in this half plane coincides with the function 1(s) := 1 Tr(vF[F, ao]|D| =) (just use F? =1,
[F,|D|] = 0 and the cyclicity of the trace). But 1(s) is holomorphic on C, since [F, ag] € OP ™,
and then 1)(s) is just the holomorphic extension on C of the zeta-function Tr(yao|D|~2%). This

implies that
©o(ag) == Ress—os 14(s) = ¥(0) = chf (ap) .
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It remains to prove that all other components ¢; of the cocycle ¢ vanish. The generic component,

for j even greater than 0, is given by:
vj(ag, ..., a;) = ! Z ﬂak ][vao[D aﬂ(kl)...[D a»](kﬂ')\D[—@'k'ﬂ) )
A leNikll"'kj! ’ T

Let x(a) = (a+ FaF). Then y(a) commutes with I and v, and a — x(a) = 1 F[F,a] € OP~*°,
Smoothing operators do not contribute to ¢;, so we can replace a; with x(a;) in the formula for

¢; and obtain:

1 —1)* , N .
pjlag, ..., a;) = 3 Z kl(‘)kj' Qg ][fijx(ao)éx(al)(kl) .. .5x(aj)(kf)\D| lkl+5)

keNJ
But F7 = 1 since j is even. Since x(a) commutes with F' and v, it commutes also with
oy = %(1 + v)F. The operators o4 commute with |D| as well, so we conclude that £ :=

x(ao)dx(a1)®) ... 5x(a;)*)|D|~Ck+) commutes with oi. Using the identity v = [0y, 0] we
can write
1 (_1)k —s
pjlag,...,a;) = = Z T Mk Ress—oTr([o4,0-¢|D|7*]) .
2 kgl kgl
keNJ
Now the expression under the trace is of trace class for Re s > n and in such a half plane is also

traceless, being a commutator. This proves that ¢;(ao,...,a,) =0 for all even j > 0. O

For some even-dimensional quantum spaces, for example quantum complex projective spaces,
there is a strong belief that the situation can drastically change by considering twisted homolo-

gies (see for example [NT05] for the case of the standard Podles sphere (CP;).

2.10 Hopf algebras and equivariance

An important notion, which enters in the construction of many noncommutative spectral triples,
is the one of equivariance. It is inspired by the example of coset spaces. Given a (compact)
Riemannian G-symmetric space M, with G a Lie group and K the isotropy group of a fixed
point p € M, it is natural to look for the existence of a homogeneous spin structure [Fri00,
CG88, BILP03], which is a commutative diagram

Spin(T, M) Mg

b A

SO(T, M)

where the arrows are group homomorphisms: A is the double covering of the SO group, Ad is
the restriction of the adjoint action of G on its Lie algebra, and the dashed arrow is the lift one
looks for. Homogeneous spin structures correspond to commutative ‘equivariant’ spectral triples.
One identifies C(M) with Ck(G), and spinors with L? sections of the bundle G xx V — M
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associated to the representation V' of K obtained by composing the map Ad with the defining
representation of the spin group. The representation 7 of C'(M) on spinors is given by pointwise
multiplication, while a representation U of g € G is given by the pullback of left multiplication
by g1, {U(g)y}(m) := ¥(g~'m); the representation U is unitary since G acts by isometries.

The map 7 intertwines the representation U of G with the natural action of G on C(M):

Ulg)n(HU(9)~" = n(Lyf) , (2.23)

where (Lyf)(m) := f(g7'm) for all g € G, f € C(M) and m € M. When a representation 7
satisfies (2.23) we say that it is G-covariant. A fundamental characteristic of homogeneous spin
structures is that they have associated an invariant Dirac operator (i.e. commuting with U(g)
for all g € GG), and eventually an invariant grading if we are in the even—dimensional case; the
charge conjugation J, instead, is not invariant but intertwines the representation U of G with
the representation

g U™ (2.24)

(in this case U(g~!)T = U(g) by unitarity). All these properties can be formalized to get an
abstract definition of equivariant spectral triple (see e.g. [Sit03]).

Any G-covariant representation of C'(M) is equivalent to a representation of the ‘transforma-
tion group C*-algebra’ G x C(M) (replaced by crossed product algebras in the noncommutative
case), and both are equivalent to Mackey’s system of imprimitivity (cf. [Lan06] and reference
[60] therein), thus establishing a link with quantization of mechanical systems.

By Serre-Swan theorem, L?(G x V) is the completion of a finitely generated projective
C(M)-module. Thus, another way to construct this equivariant spin representation 7 is starting

from C(M)" and looking for a suitable invariant projection, i.e. a bounded linear map
p: C(MN — (M)

such that p = p? = p* and p(g)p = pp(g) for all g € G and with p a suitable representation. The
Hilbert space completion of C'(M)Np will carry automatically a G-equivariant representation of
C(M), and one has just to guess the correct p to get spinors. This is the strategy we’ll adopt
for the quantum orthogonal 4-sphere Sf; in Chapter 4.

We are going to discuss the noncommutative analogue of G-covariant representations (and
to define equivariant spectral triples in full generality). Before this, we shall briefly discuss
the objects which replace groups in the noncommutative case, i.e. Hopf algebras. Reference
textbooks for this topic are [Abe80, Swe69, Maj95, Var03, FGBO05].

2.10.1 Hopf algebras and crossed products

We recall that by a (x-)algebra we mean an associative algebra over C with unity (and involu-

tion). Let A be a finite-dimensional algebra. On the dual space C = Hom(.A, C) we can define
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two operations as follows. Writing f(a) =: (a, f) wecall A: C — C®C and € : C — C the linear
maps uniquely defined by

<a ® ba Af) = <ab7 f) (225&)
e(f) =(1,1) (2.25b)

for all a,b € Aand f € C, and known as ‘coproduct’ and ‘counit’ respectively. The associativity

and the unitality of A imply, respectively, the identities

(A@id) oA =(id®A) oA, (2.26a)
(e®id)o A= (id®e)oA=id. (2.26b)

A vector space with two linear maps (A, e€) satisfying (2.26) is called a ‘coalgebra’. In the
infinite-dimensional case, the dual space Hom(A, C) of A is not always a coalgebra with the
operations defined by (2.25), since in general the map A sends Hom(A, C) into Hom(A® A, C),
which is a suitable completion of the algebraic tensor product Hom (A, C) ® Hom(.A, C). This
is the reason why one prefers to talk of dual pair (A,C) of algebra-coalgebra, meaning that .4
is an algebra, C a coalgebra, and there is a bilinear map (, ) : A ® C — C such that (2.25) is
satisfied. The dual pair is non-degenerate whenever the pairing is non-degenerate, i.e. if the
unique element of A (resp. C) which has vanishing pairing with all the elements of C (resp. .A)
is the zero. In the finite-dimensional case there is a unique coalgebra in non-degenerate dual
pairing with any A, the coalgebra Hom(.A, C) with operations (2.25); in the infinite-dimensional
case this is no more true: there can be many non-isomorphic coalgebras in non-degenerate dual
pairing with a given algebra. An example where this situation occurs is the coordinate algebra
of the quantum SU(2) group [KS97]. In a dual pair (A4,C), A is commutative if and only if the
coproduct of C is symmetric (we say that C is ‘cocommutative’).

If A is an algebra and (V, W) a non-degenerate dual pair of vector spaces, any left .4-module
structure on W corresponds to a right .A-module structure on V' (and vice versa) through the
formula

(va,w) = (v,aw) , Vac A veV,weW. (2.27)

The vector space A carries a natural left /right A-module structure given by left/right multipli-
cation, sometimes called ‘left /right regular action’. If C is a coalgebra in non-degenerate dual
pairing with A, a right/left .A-module structure on C dual to the left/right regular action is
defined using (2.27). The corresponding action is called ‘right/left canonical’, denoted < and >

respectively, and given by (a € A, ¢ € C)

c<a= <a, C(1)> C(Q) s abc= C(l) <CL7 6(2)> . (228)

As usual we adopt Sweedler notation for the coproduct, Ac = ¢(1)®c(2) with summation implied.
A natural question is: if we have two representations p; : A — Aut(V;) of an algebra, how

to construct a representation v : 4 — Aut(V; ® V3) on the tensor product of the vector spaces
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Vi starting from pq 2. The tensor product p; & ps is a representation of A® .4 on Vi ® Vs, so all
what we need is an algebra morphism A : A — A® A; the map

Y= (p1 ®p2)o A (2:29)

gives the representation we were looking for, and is called Hopf-tensor product of p; and ps.
With n representations p; we can recursively define an n-fold tensor product, and the result does
not depend on the order we multiply the p;s exactly when A is coassociative, i.e. satisfies (2.26a).
Similarly, two representations p; 2 of A can be constructed from a representation ¢ of A® A if
we have an algebra morphism € : A — C, simply putting p; = ¢ o (id ® €) and pa = 1 o (e ® id);
these operations are inverses of (2.29) if € is a counit. Motivated by these considerations, one
calls bialgebra an algebra A which is also a coalgebra and such that coproduct and counit are
algebra morphisms. Note that the dual object of a bialgebra is itself a bialgebra.

We remark that since in general A is not symmetric, the Hopf tensor products Vi ® V5
and Vo ® Vi are different. The order can be crucial: the difference between a first attempt
of constructing a spectral triple for SU,;(2) in [Gos01] and a later successful construction in
[DLS'05a] was exactly the order in an Hopf tensor product of representations.

A source of commutative examples of bialgebras is from group theory. If A is the algebra
of functions on a finite group G (or also representative functions of a compact matrix group), a

coproduct and counit on A can be defined by

(Af)g,9) = flag),  e(f):=f(e),

with f € A, g € G and e the neutral element. A further operation S : A — A is obtained by

dualizing the operation of taking the inverse,

{S(HY9) = Flg™),

and satisfies
S(faofe) = foS(fe) =<f), VfeA. (2.30)
A bialgebra A with a map S : A — A satisfying (2.30) is called Hopf algebra, and S is called

antipode. A remarkable fact is that when S exists it is unique, being the inverse of the identity
map under the convolution product in End(A), cf. equation (2.35). Given a non-degenerate

dual pair of bialgebras (A4,U) and an antipode S on A, one defines an antipode on U as
(S(a),h) = (a,S(h)) , ac A, hel,

and talks of (non-degenerate) dual pair of Hopf-algebras.
If A is a Hopf algebra, other natural actions of A on itself besides the regular ones are the

left /right adjoint actions, defined by

AdL(a)b = a(l)bS(a(g)) s AdR(a)b = S(a(l))ba(g) y
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for all a,b € A.
The last point to discuss is the involution. Suppose A is a Hopf algebra, and as an algebra
it possesses an involution. Let p; and p2 be two x-representations. Their Hopf tensor product

(2.29) is a *-representation (for any pair pi, p2) if and only if
Aa®) = (a@)” @ (ag))” (2.31a)

for all a € A. Similarly given a *-representation 1 of 4 ® A, using € as explained before we get

two *-representations of A (for any v) if and only if
€(a*) = €(a) (2.31b)

forall a € A. If (2.31) are satisfied, we call A a Hopf *-algebra. From the axioms it automatically

follows that the antipode S of a Hopf *-algebra is invertible, with inverse
S7a) = S(a*)*, Vaec A.

Given a non-degenerate dual pair of Hopf algebras (A,U), if the first is a Hopf *-algebra, also

the second becomes a Hopf *-algebra with the involution
(a,h*y = (S(a)*, h), Vae A, hel.

Inspired by the (left) canonical and (left) adjoint actions of a Hopf *-algebra, if (U, A, ¢, S)
is a Hopf *-algebra and A a x-algebra, we say that A is a (left) U-module *-algebra if there is a
(left) action ‘>’ of U on A satisfying

hab= (hy>a)(h@) >b), h>1=¢(h)l, hea*={S(h)*>a}",

for all h € U and a,b € A. The (left) crossed product A x U is the x-algebra generated by A

and U/ with crossed commutation relations
ha:(h(l)ba)h@), YVheld, ae A.

Right module *-algebras and right crossed products are defined in a similar way.

2.10.2 Equivariant projective modules

Let U be a Hopf x-algebra, A be an U-module *-algebra and ¢ : A — C be an invariant faithful
state (i.e. o is linear, ¢(a*a) > 0 for all non-zero a € A, and ¢(h>a) = e(h)p(a) for all a € A
and h € U). Suppose also that there exists k € Aut(.A) such that the ‘twisted’ cyclicity

p(ab) = p(br(a))

holds for all a,b € A. Instances of this situation are provided by subalgebras of compact
quantum group algebras with ¢ the Haar state and x the modular automorphism. KMS states

in Thermal Quantum Field Theory provide additional examples.
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For N € N, let AV := A® CV be the linear space with elements v = (v1,...,vN), v; € A,

and scalar product given by
N

(v, w) = Zi:l o(viw;) . (2.32)
Lemma 2.18. Let o : U — Maty(C) be a x-representation. The formule:
N
(a.v)i = av; , (h’[))z = Zj:l(h(l) > Uj)O'ij(h(g)) , (2.33)

forall a,v; € Aand h €U (andi=1,...,N), define a x-representation of the crossed product

algebra A x U on the linear space AN .

Proof. The inner product allows us to define the adjoint of an element of A x U in the repre-

sentation on AN, For x € End(A") its adjoint, denoted with z', is defined by
(z" v, w) == (v, z-w) , V,o,we AV .

Recall that being a *-representation means that «-v = z* v for any operator z and any v € AV,
The non-trivial part of the proof consists in showing that hf-v = h*-v for all h € Y and v € A.
It is enough to take N = 1. For N > 1 we are considering the Hopf tensor product of the N =1
representation with a matrix representation that is a *-representation by hypothesis.

The U-invariance of ¢ implies:
e(h) (v,w) = p(he (v'w)) = ((hay > v")(h) > w)) -
But Ay >v* = {S(h(1))* >v}* by definition of module *-algebra. Then,
e(h) (v,w) = (S(hq))*-v, hzy-w) = <v,5’(h(1))*Th(2)-w> .
We deduce that for all A € U one has that
S(hay)Thy = e(h) . (2.34)
Recall that the convolution product ‘*’ for any F,G € End (i) is defined by
(F*G)(h) == F(hu))G(hea)) Vhel,; (2.35)

and (End(U), ) is an associative algebra with unity given by the endomorphism h +— €(h)1y,
with S a left and right inverse for idy in (End(U), ), that is

S*idu = 1u6:idu*s.

Let S’ € End(U4) be the composition S” := { o x 0 S. Equation (2.34) implies that S’ is a left
inverse for idy:

Sl*’idz,{ = 1u6 .
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Applying xS to the right of both members of this equation and using idy * S = 1€ we get
S’' = S as endomorphisms of U, i.e. S(h)*" = S(h) for all h € U.

Now, the antipode of a Hopf x-algebra is invertible, with S™! = % o S o %, thus we arrive at
h*t = h for all h € U. Replacing h with h* we prove that hf = h* for all h € U, and this

concludes the proof. O

Now, let e = (e;;) € Maty(A) be an N x N matrix with entries e;; € A. Let 7 : AN — AN
be the (linear) endomorphism defined by:

N
m(v); = 21:1 Vi€ij (2.36)

for all v € AN and j = 1,...,N. Since A is associative, left and right multiplication commute

and 7(av) = ar(v) for all a € A and v € AY. Thus we have the following Lemma.
Lemma 2.19. The map 7 defined by (2.36) is an A-module map.

Recall that an endomorphism p of an inner product space V' is a projection (not necessarily
orthogonal) if pop = p. A projection p is orthogonal if the image of p and idy —p are orthogonal
with respect to the inner product of V, and this happens exactly when pf = p.

A simple computation shows that the map 7 in (2.36) is a projection iff €2 = e, that is the

matrix e € Maty(.A) is an idempotent. Now we use the twisted-cyclicity of ¢ to deduce:

(v, 7 (w)) = (w(v),w) = Zij pleiuiwg) =Y p(viwin(e);)) .

ij

for all v,w € AN. Hence the adjoint 7! of the endomorphism 7 is given by
N *
WT(w)i = ijl wjk(ej;) -
Let e* be the matrix with entries (e*);; := ej- We have the following trivial Lemma.
Lemma 2.20. The endomorphism m in (2.36) is an orthogonal projection iff e* = e = k(e*).

Next, we determine a sufficient condition for the endomorphism 7 to be not only an .A-

module map, but also an &/-module map.
Lemma 2.21. With ‘'’ denoting transposition, if

hoe=o(ha)) ea(S™ (ko)) (2.37)
for all h € U, then the endomorphism m in (2.36) is an U-module map.

Proof. Equation (2.37) can be rewritten as,

hi>ejj = Zkl oki(h)) ert o(S ™ (h2)) ;
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by using it into the definition (2.33) one checks that 7 (h-v) = h-m(v) for all h € U and v € AN,
Indeed

{h-m(v)}i = Z (ha) > vjejk)oi (b))

- Z 1) > ;) (h2) > €ji)oin(hs))
- Z]klm ) 2 07)01i(h2)) em Trm (S~ (hez))) oin(hay)
- Z )5 05)015(2)) €m Tim (h(ayS ™ (hz))) -

= Zlm h(l lelm Oim (h(?))S 1(h(2))) )

and since oy, (h(3)S ™" (h(2))) = €(h(3))dim, last equation is equal to

= >, (hay v e(h) = n(hv); |

which concludes the proof. O

When Lemma 2.20 and equation (2.37) are satisfied, the orthogonal projections 7w and
7t =1—7 split AV into the orthogonal sum of two *-subrepresentations m(AY) and m+(AN)
of A x U. The next lemma gives a (quite obvious) sufficient condition for 7(AY) and 7+(AN)
to be inequivalent as representations of A. Recall that an isomorphism of A-modules is an

invertible A-linear map, so isomorphic left modules correspond to equivalent representations.

Lemma 2.22. Let (A, H,F,v) be an even Fredholm module over A, and F. the operator in
(2.2). If Index(F}) # 0, the left A-modules m(AYN) and 7+ (AYN) are not equivalent.

Proof. Suppose m(AY) and 71 (AN) are isomorphic A-modules, then [e] = [1—e] and Index(F}" ) =
Index(F;F). But from equation (2.3), Index(F;",) = —Index(F."). Hence Index(F.") = 0,

and this concludes the proof by contradiction. ]

Notice that if (2.37) is satisfied, the right module e A" carries a left action ‘»’ of U given by
hwv:= J(S_l(h(l)))th(z) >, (2.38)

forallh € U and v = (vy,...,vN)" € eAN (with row by column multiplication implied). One can
easily check that if ev = v, i.e. v € e AN, the vector hw v is still in e AV, i.e. e(h»v) = (b v).
Indeed, by (2.37) and (2.38)

hw (ev) =0 S’*l(h(l) (2) > (ev)
h(z) > 6)(h(3) > U)
(h@)' ea (S (b)) (b > v)

) e (57 (k) (heay > v)

’\;“

)
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2.10.3 Equivariant spectral triples
Let (U,e,A,S) be a Hopf *-algebra and suppose A is a (left) «/-module *-algebra. The data
(A, H, D) is called a U-equivariant spectral triple if

(i) there is a dense subspace M of H carrying a *-representation 7 of A x U,

(ii) D is a selfadjoint operator with compact resolvent and with domain containing M,
(iii) 7(a) and [D,7(a)] extend to bounded operators on H for all a € A,
(iv) [D,m(h)] =0 on M for any h € U.

An equivariant spectral triple is called even if there exists a grading v on H (i.e. a bounded
operator satisfying v = 7* and 72 = 1) such that the Dirac operator is odd and the crossed

product algebra is even:
vyD+Dvy=0, m(t)y=7n(t) Yte AxU.

With antilinear operators the definition of equivariance is more subtle. Recall the representation
(2.24): in a generic Hopf algebras the antipode plays the role of the inverse and this motivates
the following definition. An antilinear operator T defined on M is called equivariant if it

intertwines the representation h — m(h) with the representation h — m(S(h)*), that is
Tr(h)v =7n(S(h)*)Tv

for all h € Y and v € M. Notice that if T is an equivariant antilinear operator, its square 72

is invariant, i.e. commutes with all h € &. On the other hand, since
T*Tr(h) = T*r(S(h)*)T = {x(S(h))TY'T = {Tn(S*(h))*}*T = n(S*(h))T*T,

the linear operator T*T is not invariant, unless S? = idy; (which holds iff the Hopf algebra is
cocommutative, i.e. has a symmetric coproduct).

A U-equivariant real spectral triple is given by a U-equivariant spectral triple (A, H, D)
together with a (weak) real structure J, with the additional condition that J is the antiunitary
part of an equivariant antilinear operator.

Equivariant spectral triples have associated (left) covariant differential calculi, equivariant
homologies, and so on. On the other hand, a basic object like the Dixmier trace is not invariant

as one would expect. Let n be the metric dimension and consider the functional f: A — C,
#(a) = Tr(x(a)|D| ") .
Using the equivariance and the cyclicity of the trace we get
f(hva) = Try (n(hy)m(a)m(S(he))|D|™") = T, (7(S(h@)ha))m(a)|D]7")

and in general S(h))h(1) is not equal to e(h) due to the wrong order of the factors (unless
S? = idy). Thus, we cannot conclude that f(h>a) and e(h)f(a) are equal: in general, the

Dixmier trace is not invariant.
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2.11 Quantum Homogeneous Spaces

A source of examples of noncommutative spaces is from quantum group theory. Quantum groups
are particular examples of Hopf algebras which appear in the theory of quantum integrable
systems, in the same way as their classical counterparts, Poisson-Lie groups, arise in the theory
of classical integrable systems. Compact quantum homogeneous spaces are described by unital
algebras A which are comodule *-algebras for some quantum group and such that the trivial
corepresentation appears in the decomposition of A with multiplicity 1 (that is, there are no
other coinvariant elements in A besides the constants). Reference textbooks for this topic
are [CP94, Kas95, KS97].

Recall that on C*°(G), G a semisimple Lie group, one can canonically define a Hopf alge-
bra structure (modulo technicalities, since A does not map into the algebraic tensor product
C*(G) ® C*°(G) but into some completion). If U/(g) is the universal enveloping algebra of the
Lie algebra g of G, a dual pairing between U(g) and C°°(G) is defined on generators x € g by

(x,f) = L flexpta)],_, . YV feC™aq).

The algebra U(g) is a Hopf algebra with operations dual to those of C*°(G), and on an element

x of the Lie algebra, the coproduct, counit and antipode are explicitly given by
Ar=z®1+1®z, e(x) =0, S(z)=—x.

With these, one can compute explicitly the left and the right canonical actions (2.28) of z € g,
and finds

(@ f)(9) = Gfl9e) ey (Fa2)(9) = §F(0)|—y -

Thus, if {z;} is a basis of g orthonormal with respect to the Killing form, the derivations x;>
and <x; are a basis for left invariant and right invariant vector fields on G.

A Poisson-Lie group G is a Lie group with Poisson structure satisfying a suitable compati-
bility condition with the coproduct of C*°(G). If G is simple, the most general Poisson bracket

giving a Poisson-Lie group structure has the form [Tak94]

{fi.fa} =D 7 (frami faamj — 2> f1- 350 f) (2.39)

for all f12 € C®(G), where r7 € C*®(Q) is a skew-symmetric tensor. Calling ¢ = " z7 the
quadratic Casimir of U(g) and
t=Ac—1®c—c®1,

one has the following important characterization of simple Poisson-Lie groups, which can be
taken as a definition. Equation (2.39) gives a Poisson-Lie group if and only if the element
r=>rz;® T € /\2 g, named classical r-matriz, satisfies the modified classical Yang-Bazter
equation

(112, 713) + [r12, 23] + [113, 23] = S[t13, t23] (2.40)
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for some constant s, and with usual notation A2 :==>Y A; @ B;® 1, A13:=> A; ® 1 ® B; and
A9z :=> 1® A; ® B; for any A:=>_ A; ® B;.

If G is a matrix group, i.e. it is realized as a subgroup of GL(n) for some n, then the algebra
A(G) of representative functions on G is generated by the functions ué associating to g € G its
(i,7)th matrix entry (in GL(n)), and it is dense in C°°(G).* In this case the Poisson bracket
(2.39) is explicitly given on generators by

{ué, uy=[rU® U]ijlm (2.41)

where U = ((u;)) and we identify r € g ® g with its realization in gl(n) ® gl(n). Now (2.41)
is exactly the equation satisfied when U is a local Lax L-operator (or also the monodromy
matrix) of an integrable model on a lattice [Bax82]. We can interpret such L-operators as co-
ordinate functions on Poisson-Lie matrix groups. Similarly, the quantization of these models is
associated to non-commuting L-operators which can be interpreted as ‘coordinates’ on some vir-
tual ‘quantum group’. Quantum groups are ‘morally’ deformation quantizations of Poisson-Lie
groups, with the additional condition that they are Hopf algebras with undeformed coproduct
and counit (the unique antipode needs to be deformed since the product changes). In the next
section as an illustrative example we show how to get SU,(2) by canonical quantization of the
(unique) Poisson-Lie group structure on SU(2). The problem with deformation quantization is
compatibility of the product with the undeformed coalgebra structure, which has to be verified
case by case, as well as the existence of the antipode.

A different approach is to start directly with a noncommutative algebra with a finite number
of generators uz The idea is to write commutation relations among the generators in the form

i1t , J1,,J2 __ i1, 42 PJ1J2 . .
ij‘z lejQUklqu = ij ujluj2Rk‘1k‘2 , or in matrix form

RUL\U; = Uy UR (2.42)

with U = ((u;)), Up=U®1and Uy =1®U, and to look for a suitable 2-tensor R with matrix
elements depending on a deformation parameter . The condition R = 1—ihr+o(h) guarantees
that the semi-classical limit is (2.41), that is “limp—[, |/ih = {, } 7. A sufficient condition (but

not necessary) to get an associative algebra is that R solves the quantum Yang-Baxter equation
RiaRi3Ro3 = RosRi3 R (2.43)

Although (2.43) is not linear and highly non-trivial to treat, a number of solutions were discov-
ered in the ‘80s (see for example [RTF90]).
Thus, for any solution of the quantum Yang-Baxter equation we have an associative unital

algebra A(R) generated by ué with relations (2.42). This is always a bialgebra, with undeformed

*Coproduct is given on generators by Au’ = 3", uj, ® u}, and maps A(G) into A(G) ® A(G), which then is a
Hopf algebra. On the other hand C*°(G) is not, since the image of A is C*°(G x G) and in general this is bigger
than C°(G) @ C*(G).



40 CHAPTER 2. NONCOMMUTATIVE GEOMETRY AND QUANTUM GROUPS

coproduct and counit
Ak =>"uj@uf,  e(ul) =4,
k

So, to get a noncommutative deformation of a Poisson-Lie group, one just needs to find an
antipode (and eventually an involution). The algebra A(R) is a noncommutative deformation
of A(Mat,,), and to get an antipode one needs to restrict the attention at least to invertible
matrices: that is, one must quotient A(R) by a suitable two-sided ideal. A universal way to
construct quotients of A(R) which are quantum groups is indicated in [Man88, Chapter 7]; this
approach is nevertheless quite difficult to handle. For Drinfeld-Jimbo solutions of the quantum
Yang-Baxter equation, the construction of some noncommutative deformation of classical Lie
groups was performed explicitly in [RTF90]. It is worth mentioning a different approach due
to Woronowicz [Wor80], which studies compact quantum groups from the point of view of

C*-algebras.

The objects dual to quantum groups, which are deformations of universal enveloping algebras
and are called for this reason quantum universal enveloping algebras, arise for example in confor-
mal quantum field theory in the study of current algebras (see e.g. [AGGS89] and [Bab88]). A
canonical deformation of U(g) was constructed by Drinfeld and Jimbo for any finite-dimensional
complex semisimple Lie algebra g (cf. [Jim85, Jim86a, Jim86b, Dri86]).

In the following we recall the definition of those quantum groups and quantum homogeneous
spaces which we’ll needed in the original part of the work, starting with the celebrated SU,(2)

and Podles quantum spheres.

2.11.1 Podles quantum spheres and quantum SU(2)

As mentioned, there is no general algorithm for finding solutions of the modified classical Yang-
Baxter equation. Despite this, for any simple Lie group G a canonical r-matrix can be con-
structed as follows. Let (, ) be the Killing form on g, and Py : g — ny the orthogonal projections
onto its maximal nilpotent subalgebras ny. Then, an r-matrix solving (2.40) is defined by the
formula (cf. [STS94])

r= izj ri@r) . with Zj i (r, o) =Py - P_ (2.44)

(we rescaled the r-matrix of [ST'S94| by a constant, which is always possible and simply means
that the parameter s in (2.40) has to be rescaled accordingly). For G = SL(2,C), with (A, B) =
Tre2(AB) and Pauli matrices

( 0 1 ) < 00 >
oL = 5 g_ = )
" \o o 10
one has Py = o4 (0%, o) and then by (2.44)

r=104 N0o_.
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Now let

a B :
U=< >, with aa™ + 86" =1,
where o and [ are the generators of the coordinate x-algebra of SU(2); this is obtained from
A(SL(2,C)) by imposing a *-structure, as discussed e.g. in Chapter 4 of [KS97]. Thanks to the
choice of the normalization, the Poisson structure on SL(2,C) associated to r gives a Poisson

structure on A(SU(2)) which is compatible with the real structure, i.e.
{a,b}* ={a*,b"}, Va,be A(SU(2)) .
This is explicitly given on generators by

{a, B} = iaf3, {a, "} = iaf" , {B,6*} =0, {a, 0™} = =2ip0" . (2.45)

By [CP94, Section 1.5D] this is the unique Poisson-Lie group structure on SU(2) up to a
multiplicative constant. Symplectic leaves are open disks Dy, defined for ¢t € U(1) by 8 = t|g|
with |3| # 0, and the single points at the boundary of the disks [CP94, Section 1.5C].

The 2-sphere S? can be identified with the sub-manifold of matrices in SU(2) with real off-
diagonal elements, i.e. A(S?) is the quotient of A(SU(2)) by the ideal generated by the element
B — * (that is, the class of (3 is real in the quotient algebra). The class A of 5 and the class B
of a generate A(S?). The Poisson structure (2.45) induces a Poisson structure on the quotient,
and S? splits into two non-trivial symplectic leaves: these are the two open hemispheres D,
defined by +A4 > 0, and glued together along the equator S, defined by A = 0. While on the
equator the Poisson structure is trivial, on each hemisphere Dy the generators of A(S?) can be

rewritten in terms of canonical coordinates x, p, satisfying

{.’E,p} =1,

via the transform (z > 0)
A=+4e", B=+1—-e2e? B* =e¢ P\l —e 2, (2.46)

It is interesting to notice that the Lax operators for this Poisson structure are the ones associated
to the Liouville model on a lattice [Tak94]. By applying the recipe of canonical quantization,

that means replacing x and p with operators Z and p satisfying the commutation relation (1.1),
[, p] =ik,

we get a noncommutative algebra whose underlying virtual space is known as the equatorial

Podles sphere, denoted 5’2 and discovered in [Pod87]. Thus, coordinates on the equatorial

Podles sphere (actually, on its two open hemispheres) can be interpreted as matrix entries of

Lax operators for the quantization of the Liouville model on a lattice. In fact, that Sg is even

a strict deformation quantization [Rie89] of S? was proved in [She91].?

®Tt is worth mentioning the appendix of [She91], where it is reviewed the work in [LW90] about the classification

of SU(2)-covariant Poisson structures on S2.
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Commutation relations among generators of A(Sg) can be computed by replacing z, p with
Z,p in (2.46) (keeping the order in which the products are written), and using the Weyl-type

relation e %e® = efe®e=%, They are written in the definition that follows. We set ¢ := e

Definition 2.23. We call equatorial Podle$ sphere the virtual space underlying the x-algebra
A(Sg) generated by A = A*, B and B* with relations:

AB = ¢BA BB*+A%?=1, BB+ ¢*A2=1.

As usual due to symmetries of the algebra one can focus on the case . In all
this dissertation we’ll always assume that ¢ is in this range (unless stated otherwise).

The equatorial Podles sphere turns out to be the actual building block for g-deformations.
We’ll see that working with local formulee essentially means shifting the problem from a com-
plicated quantum space to a number of copies of the equatorial Podles sphere.

Similar relations yield a deformation of A(SU(2)) which is a Hopf x-algebra with undeformed
coproduct A and counit e. This is the well known quantum group SU,(2) of Woronowicz
[Wor80, Wor87]. The sphere Sg is ‘embedded’ in SU,(2) as an equator, though this is not the
reason for the name ‘equatorial’ (it is called ‘equatorial’ since one can think of the space of

characters of the algebra, which is a circle, as the equator of Sg).

Definition 2.24. The algebra A(SU,(2)) of polynomial functions on SU4(2) is the x-algebra

generated by «, B and their adjoints, with relations:
Ba=qaB, fa=qaf*, [6,]=0, ad*+p8*=1, a'a+gpB=1.

It is a Hopf x-algebra with coproduct, counit and antipode given by

) )2 (e )
()= lon) e oG )= )
€ = , S = .
—qf* o 0 1 —qf* o B o

Here the dotted tensor product is defined as (A ®B)ij = > Air ® Byj. We use the same
notation of [DLST05a], but for Greek letters instead of Latin ones. In [KS97, sec. 4.1.4] they

call d = a, ¢ = —f and their fundamental corepresentation is related to ours by a unitary

d* —qc*\ (0 1 @ 8 0 -1
(c (i)_<—10)<ﬂw m)(l 0>'

Another quantum 2-sphere can be obtained by recalling that S? is diffeomorphic to the
projective line CP! = SU(2)/U(1). For any g, the algebra A(SU,(2)) carries a covariant action
of u € U(1) given by the map a — wua, 5 +— uf3. The algebra A((CP}I) is defined as the fixed
point algebra of A(SU,(2)) for this action of U(1), and coincides with the subalgebra generated

by A = (3*, B = *a (we use again the same symbols A, B). This is called standard Podles

equivalence:
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sphere, and commutation relations among its generators can be easily computed from the ones
defining A(SU,(2)).
Definition 2.25. We call coordinate algebra on the standard Podles sphere (CP; the x-algebra
generated by A = A*, B and B* with relations

AB = ¢*BA BB*+ AA-1)=0, BB+ ?A(PA-1)=0.

The standard and equatorial sphere are limiting cases of a family of noncommutative spheres
S2

gs’
quantum homogeneous spaces for SU,(2). The spheres (CPcll and 5’32 correspond to the ‘extremal’

depending on a parameter s € [0,1] (¢ is supposed to be fixed), whose elements are all

values s = 0 and s = 1, respectively.

Definition 2.26. For 0 < ¢ < 1 and 0 < s < 1, the coordinate algebra on the Podles sphere
Sgs is the x-algebra generated by A = A*, B and B* with relations

AB = ¢’BA, BB* + (A+s*)(A-1)=0, BB+ (¢?A+ 5% (¢*A—1)=0.
For s = 0 we obtain the standard Podles sphere 530 = (CP;, while for s = 1 we obtain the
equatorial Podles sphere 531 = 522.
We are using, with minor changes, the notations of [Dab06]. The original Podles parameter is
c = (57! —5)72, while the original generators are A’ = (1 —s?)"'A4, B' = (1-5s?)"'B*if s # 1,
and A" = A, B' = B* if s = 1 [Pod87]. The generators used in [DDLWO07] are related to ours
by 1 :=\/1+¢> B, 20 := —(1+¢*)A+ (1 —s?), 21 := —q¢ 'a}.

The geometrical meaning of the parameter s is clear when one takes the ¢ — 1 limit. For

q = 1, one gets the coordinate algebra of a 2-sphere in R? with radius # and center (0,0, 1_252 ),

both depending on s. Notice that, for any ¢ and s, we have an injective *-algebra morphism
.A(Sgs) — A(SU,(2)) defined on generators by

A s(@B+ %)+ (1=s)86", B s(a®—q(6)?) + (1 - )0, (2.47)

and which is the noncommutative analogue of the principal bundle SU(2) — S2.
The noncommutative geometry of Podles spheres will be studied in Chapter 3, following the
papers [DD06] and [DDLWO07].

2.11.2 The ‘zoo’ of quantum spaces

“We think in generalities, but we live in details”,
Alfred North Whitehead (1861 — 1947).

Generalizations of Podle§ spheres and SU,(2) are possible in different directions (most of the
spaces we discuss here were introduced in a more or less explicit form in [RTF90]). The equa-
torial Podles sphere is the first of a family S7 of quantum orthogonal spheres, which are homo-

geneous spaces for the quantum orthogonal groups but not quotient spaces (they are not fixed
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point subalgebras of A(SO4(n + 1)) for a coaction of SO4(n), unless ¢ = 1). The case n = 4
will be studied in Chapter 4; here we give its algebra.

Definition 2.27. We call quantum orthogonal 4-sphere the virtual space underlying the algebra

.A(S;l) generated by o = x§, 1, ], T2, T5, with commutation relations:

ﬂzia:j:q2xj:zi, VO<i<ji<2,
viwj = q'zja Vi#],

27, 21) = (1 — "),

(25, 22) = wfz1 — ¢*wraf,

224z areny = 1.

The original notations of [RTF90, eq. (1.14)] can be obtained by defining z} := 3, x4 = 7,
o= /q(1 + ¢%) zo, 7 := 71, 75 := 29 and ¢ := ¢?. The notations in [HLO4, eq. (2.1)] can be
obtained by the replacement x; — z} and ¢* — ¢ 1.

A family of odd-dimensional quantum spheres were introduced also in [VS91] as quantum
homogeneous spaces for quantum unitary groups, and it was later recognized in [HL04, Dab03]
that these ‘unitary’ quantum spheres and the odd-dimensional orthogonal spheres were the same

(up to an isomorphism).

Definition 2.28. For { > 1, we denote A(SU,({ + 1)) the *-algebra generated by the (¢ + 1)*

elements u; (i,7=1,...,04 1) with commutation relations
u}cui = quiu}C ufuf = qu?uf Vi<y,
[uf, uj] = 0 (i uf] = (a = a )uju, Vi<j k<,

and determinant relation

1 .2 41
Zpesul(_Q)Hpnu”(l)u”@) Uy =1

where the sum is over all permutations p of the £ + 1 elements {1,2,...,0+ 1} and ||p|| is the

(minimal) number of inversions in p. The x-structure is given by

ik ( Nj—i —_ el k k k
(uj) _( Q)] ZpGSe( Q) pup%ml)up?mQ)"'upfne)

with {ki,... . ke} ={1,.... 0+ 1}~ {i}, {m1,....me} ={1,..., 0+ 1} N {j} (as ordered sets)
and the sum is over all permutations p of the £ elements {my, ..., my}.

This is a Hopf x-algebra with standard coproduct, counit and antipode:

M) =" wpouf, ey =8, S = (u])*
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We are using the same notations of [KS97, Section 9.2].
The coordinate algebra of the odd-dimensional quantum spheres Sg”l can be identified

both with the subalgebra of A(SU,(¢ + 1)) generated by the elements u ™, or with the one
1

point subalgebras of A(SU,(¢+ 1)) for coactions of SU,(¢) obtained with two different choices
of the inclusion A(SU4(¢)) — A(SU, (L + 1)).

generated by the elements u;. In both cases one gets isomorphic *-algebras, and both fixed

Definition 2.29. We call A(Sg“l) the x-algebra generated by {z;, 2z} }i=1,. ¢41 with relations

2iZj = qZj%; Vi<yg,
Zizj = qz2) Vi#j,
[ZTle] =0,
2 i .
[Z;(+1,Zi+1]:(].—q)ZjZIZjZ; V’Lzl,...,£7

212] + 2025 + .o+ 2oz =1

The original generators of [VS91] are obtained by the replacement z; — zp11—; and setting
q = e"2. The generators of [CP07] are the same of [VS91] but numbered from 0 to £ instead of

from 1 to £ + 1; there should be a ¢ instead of ¢~ ! in their second relation. The generators z;

used in [HLO4] are related to ours by z; = 2 and by the replacement ¢ — ¢~ L.

/41
7

morphisms. That these are also injective is proved in [VS91]. We’ll spend a few words about

One can check that both the maps z; — u and z7, ., ; q "yl define x-algebra

odd-dimensional quantum spheres in Chapter 5.
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Chapter 3

Noncommutative geometry of

Podles quantum spheres

“Mathematics is the part of physics where exper-

iments are cheap.”, Vladimir I. Arnold [Arn98].

It is not yet completely clear how to generalize the axioms for commutative real spectral triples
to get a theory of ‘noncommutative manifolds’. Too narrow axioms would exclude a lot of
interesting examples, while too mild axioms would give a too general theory, where it is dif-
ficult to prove interesting theorems. To shed light on this problem, a fundamental step is to
study the properties of a certain number of examples, which is the ‘experimental’ part in doing
mathematics. The class of examples on which we focus is that of quantum homogeneous spaces.

In this chapter we study regular even spectral triples on qus following [DD06, DDLWO7]
(recall that 0 < ¢ < 1 and 0 < s <1). We then focus on a particular spectral triple, which is a
deformation of the canonical one associated to the round sphere S2, and whose Dirac operator
has undeformed spectrum. For this, we compute dimension spectrum and the noncommutative
integral, which will be simply the integral over the space of characters of the algebra. The
problem of constructing a real structure is also discussed.

We recall Definition 2.23 of the coordinate algebra A(Sgs) of the quantum Podle$ spheres,
and Definition 2.24 of the *-Hopf algebra A(SU,(2)). The former is generated by A = A*, B

and B* with relations
AB=¢*BA, BB*+(A+s)(A-1)=0, BB+ (*A+s)(*A-1)=0.
The latter is generated as a *-algebra by «, 8, a™ and 8*, with relations

Ba=qaf, Bfa=qaf*, [3,8]=0, aa*+86*=1, a*at+F6=1.

47
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3.1 The symmetry Hopf algebra U,(su(2))

We call Uy (su(2)) the compact real form of the Drinfeld-Jimbo deformation of sl(2); it is a real
form of the Hopf algebra called U,(sug) in [KS97, Section 3.1.2]. As a x-algebra, U,(su(2)) is
generated by K = K*, K~ F and F = E*, with relations

KEK™'=qE,  [EF|="=5%

all the other relations being determined by compatibility with the involution. The Hopf algebra
structure (A, €, S) of Uy(su(2)) is given by
AK=K®K, AE=E®K+K'®F,
e(K)=1, €E)=0,
S(Ky=K ', S(E)=-—qF.

Using Lemma 3.2.2 of [Maj95] we write the coproduct of E™ as

A(E™) = i m ErRRF @ BRRR (3.1)
k=0

where g-factorials and g-binomials are defined as:

O e [ N TS O E C

For [ € %N, w = *£1, let V}* be a complex vector space with orthonormal basis |I,m),

m=—Il,—l+1,...,1. Then V}* carries an irreducible *-representation of U,(su(2)) defined by
K|l,m)=wq™|l,m) ,

E|l,m) =w[l —m]l+m+1][l,m +1) , (3.2)
Fll,m) =wyV[I+m]l —m+1][l,m—1) ,

where 2] = (¢ —q¢~®)/(q—q~ ") is the g-analogue of x € C. Any finite-dimensional irreducible -
representation of Uy (su(2)) is equivalent to one of the V¥ [KS97, Section 3.2.3]. In the following,
we’ll be interested only in V; := Vj ™.

For [ € N, let C be the antilinear operator on V; defined by

Cll,m) = (=¢)"[l,=m) , (3-3)
and which is of square equal to 1. Moreover
ChC = S(h)", YV h e Ui(su(2)), (3.4)
as one checks first taking h = K, E, F:

CKC|l,m)=q ™|l,m) =K |l,m) = S(K)*|l,m) ,
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CEC |l,m) = —q\/[l+m][l —m + 1] |l,m — 1) = —qF |l,m) = S(E)*|l,m) ,
CFC|l,m)=—¢ "W[I—ml]l+m+1]|l,m+1) = —¢ LE|l,m) = S(F)*|l,m) ,

and then noting that both members of the equation are algebra morphisms. Similarly, consid-
ering first h = K, E, F and then using the fact that both member of the equation are algebra
morphism, one proves that, for all h € Uy(su(2)),

S%(h) = K*hK 2 . (3.5)

Later we need the Clebsch-Gordan coefficients for the decomposition Vi @V} 5 ~ Vi1 /0@ V19
and Vi @ Vi = Vi 10 ©Vi_19. If we call [£) := |%,j:%>, then [KS97]:

P

—(+m)[1_m

‘l+%,m—%>: q[QI—WIZ,m)®\—)+ W\lm—l)@H—) , (3.6a)
l=mitm (l+m+1)l m

- 3m+3) = %‘lvm—i_l)@‘_)_ q[Tl]” m) @ |+) (3.6b)

and

¢ l—m =+ D[ fm

\l+2,m =t e Lm) + /T e m - 1), (3.7a)
R ) —T—m)[11m

-4 m+ 1) = /T i @ lm) — g @ Lm+1) . (3.7b)

3.2 Spherical functions

A non-degenerate dual pairing (, ) : Uy(su(2)) x A(SU4(2)) — C is defined by (cf. Section 4.4.1
of [KS97], the generators there being d = a and ¢ = —f3)

<K7 a> - q1/2 ’ <K7 a*> = q71/2 ) <E7 _5> - <F7 q/8*> =

and (h,a) = 0 for all other pairs of generators h,a. A complete proof that this pairing is non-
degenerate is for example in Section VIL4 of [Kas95]. Identifying the x-algebra A(S2,) with its
image in A(SUy(2)) under the *-algebra morphism (2.47) one checks that A(Sz,) are invariant

subspaces for the left canonical action (2.28), which on generators is explicitly given by
KrA=A, K>B =¢B, K»>B*=q 'B*,
EvA=—¢ 2B, EvB =¢?1+¢A-¢?1-5), E>B =0,
FrA=¢32B*, FoB =—q¢"?0+PA+¢?1-5*, FoB* =0.

The algebra A(SZ,) is then a Uy (su(2))-module *-algebra for this action.
We can decompose A(SZ,) into irreducible representations of Uy(su(2)), i.e. find a basis

|l,m; A)* carrying — for I, A and w fixed — a representation of Uy(su(2)) equivalent to V}*.

The index A counts possible multiplicities. From (3.2) we read K |, m;\)* = wq™ |l,m; \)®.

Every element of A(SZ,) can be written as a finite sum:

F =) AB"fulA) + (B)" T fonoa(A)]

neN
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where f, are polynomials in A. Then K > f = —¢™f has no solution, and K> f = ¢ f if
and only if f = B"f,(A) if m € Nor f = (B*)"™fn(A) if —m — 1 € N. Hence, only the
representations V}* with w = 1 and [ integer appear in the decomposition of A(Sgs); the index
w can be omitted.

The lowest weight vectors |l, —I; \) = (B*)! f_;.\(A) are determined by the condition that
Fll,=l;7) =¢'(B*)' F> fa(A) =0,

implying that f_;.\(A) = ¢; is a normalization constant. Thus, for each [ € N the lowest weight
vector is unique, and the representations V; have multiplicity 1: A(SZ,) ~ @;cy Vi- We can
omit the index X. The equivalence A(S7,) — @;cy Vi of Uy(su(2))-modules is unitary if the

involution * is sent to the operator C' on Vj, and this in particular means
lL,m) = (—q)™ |l,—m)™ .
We need just to determine |I,m) for m > 0. For all m = —I,—l+1,...,] we have
—-1/2
l,m) = ([l +m][l —m + 1]) Ell,m—-1) ,
which iterated [ + m times becomes

[l —m]!

il R GO A

[ —ml!
my = | A= gy gy =

[1+m]t[21]!
Last equation reduces to Rodriguez formula for Laplace spherical harmonics, in the limit ¢ — 1.

A way to determine the coefficients ¢; is by imposing the normalization of |I,m) to 1 with
respect to the inner product associated to the Haar measure on SU,(2) and restricted to Sgs.
We'll use a simpler (even if equivalent) method: we’ll compute ¢; at the end of this section by
imposing that A is represented by a symmetric operator. In both cases, changing ¢; of a phase
factor does not affect the normalization neither the self-adjointness of operators (it correspond
to a unitary transformation), and we can choose ¢; € R.

The next step is to compute the action of E!*™. The explicit expression for spherical
functions on the generic Podles sphere already appears in [NM90], but for completeness we
prefer to compute them from scratch.

For [ > 1, we call Pli the following polynomials:
! !
+ _ 2k 2 - 2k
=1l _(*A+s),  p=]]_(4-1),
with the notation [[0_, := 1 and P := 1. Then, a little induction yelds
(BY)'B' = (-1)'PrP"  ViI>0. (3.9)
The inductive step comes by observing that

(B*)ZBZ _ _(B*)lfl(QQA_i_SZ)(qZA_ 1)Bl71 — _(B*)llelfl(qﬂA_’_82)(q2lA_ 1) .
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Multiplying (3.8) from the right by B! and using E> B = 0 and (3.9), we get

[l —m]!

g™ ,m) B = (-1)g [[+m]l 20!

EF™ s (PP . (3.10)

Induction on [ gives
Ev P =—d"PNpPE B Vixo0,

while induction on n yelds

|
E"> PE = (—¢'t1/2)n i Ui I PE B" ifo<n<l, (3.11a)
—nj.

E">PF=0 ifn>1>0. (3.11b)

Using covariance of the action, together with (3.1), we obtain:

l+m
m _ I+ m— _
El+ I>(Pl PZ+)ZZ|: kmi| (EH- kDPl )(EkDPl+)
k=0
[+ m]! I— —\( -7
— Z = ]'[l—r}'(E PoP)ETT P

0<p,r<l, pr: '

ptr=Il—-m

In the second step we used the indexes p = k — m and r = [ — k, and noticed that the terms

with p,r < 0 are zero, due to (3.11b). In turn, using (3.11a):

Bltm (f’l_Pl'i‘) — (_ql+1/2)l+m[l + m]! +Zl: [H [H Pp*BerrPfBlfr .
p+r=Il—-m

Now, AB™ = ¢*"B" A implies (when m > 0, so that B™ is well-defined) that

p r
PyB™=B" (H(q2<m+h>A — 1)) .,  B'Pf= (H(qQ(’H)A + 52)> B". (3.12)

h=1 h=1

With this, equations (3.12) and (3.10) we get the final result, summarized in a proposition.

Proposition 3.1. The spherical functions |l,m), defined by

Il,m) := Ny B"pim ifm>0,
’l7m> = (_q)m ‘lv _m>* if m <0 )
p r
— AN 2m+k) 4 2(h—r) 2
mwi= > [ H@m P a-) I 4+,
p+r=Il—-m k=1 h=1
_ m —(-myy2 (LMl —m]!
Nl,m Cl( 1) q \/ [21]' 9

are an orthonormal basis of .A(Sgs) (with respect to the inner product associated to the Haar

functional). The left action of Uy(su(2)) on this basis is described by equations (3.2).
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l

The normalization constants ¢; € R have been rescaled by (—¢)! in order to have |I,1) = ¢;B'.

Their value will be determined later on. The degree I —m polynomials p; ,, are proportional to
big g-Jacobi polynomials (see [KS97, Section 4.5.3] and [NM90]).
Explicit expressions of some spherical harmonics are the following;:
(=)' 11, 1) = a(B*)" .

(=)' |l =1, =1+ 1) = =g (B*)' 7"
(=)' |1, =1 +1) = a2 Ev (B) .
() 141, —1+ 1) = e (—g) (20 + 1)[20 + 2)[2)) /B2 s (B
where E > (B*)! and E? > (B*)!*! are given by

Ev(B") =¢'2{¢20A - [)(1 - )} (B,

E?> (B! = {q”“[zl + 1][21 4 2] A% — ¢+ 1)([21]) + [21 4+ 2)(1 — s?)A
+qll+ 11 = 52) = g[20 + 2052} (B)' !

again proved by induction on [. Then, by direct computation one checks that the following

equalities hold:

Al =1+ 1) = A I+ L=+ )+ Ay =T+ )+ A 1= 1,1+ 1)
Bll,=l) =B [l+1,=l+1)+ B} [l =1+ 1)+ B, _ [l -1,-l+1)

with coeflicients

- 2][21] a 2]
AF = A 2 I 12 7 gt - G a2
Lt T T 20+ 1][20 + 2] L | N DTN oY) i
0L+ 1][21 — 2] 1—¢* [+1]
A0 —(1— &2 3 B — _(1_¢2
b = (=) 20+ 2l —1]° == )qH‘l/Qw 2l [20+2]
At 20%s* + [IJ*(1 — %) g a PP+ [P0 - s
b gy 020+ 121 LT g [20](21 + 1]
These coefficients will be needed later. Again, by direct computation we have
g g it1/2
All-1,-1+1) = —— |l, =1 4 1) 4 orthogonal vectors .
@i [2]]

The representation is a #-representation (i.e. A = A*) only if last coefficient equals Al_ﬁl 41
From this we deduce the condition

aq [20)[21 + 1]

2, TP P -2

(3.13)

When g =1, 662 is the area of the sphere; we fix 052 = 47 for all q. For [ > 1, the coefficients
¢; are determined by (3.13) up to a sign, that we choose equal to +1:

1

dRi+ [ 1 2
a= A (E[Qk]252+[k]2(1—s2)2>'
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Summarizing, the normalization constants IV, ,, of Proposition 3.1 are given by

m2l 41 : 1 :
Nim = (=1)Hm w VIE+m] [l —m]! (klzll [2K)2s% + [k]2(1 — 82)2> '

Using (3.13) we derive the final expression for the coefficients A;lol 4 and BljE f}:

A = g \/ 20 + 2]232[ ;; E;r] 1]2(1 — 52)? . +[21]][[221l] - (3.148)
A =1 =5")g" [gg][gi]gfl_—?] : (3.14b)
Bla=a" L 2]252[;1 E;] e 21+ 1[]2[]21 +3] (8:14c)
Bl =—(1- sQ)qul/;\q/Qm [g[ll:;]] : (3.14d)

3.3 The left regular representation

Notice that, due to noncommutativity, left regular and right regular representations of A(Sgs)

are not equivalent; indeed, they are related by the involution:

flm) = (=g)"{[l, =m) f*}" . (3.15)

In this section we compute the left action of the generators of A(Sgs) on spherical functions.
Since hx = (hy > x)h(g), for all h € Uy(su(2)) and = € A(SZ,), we deduce the commutation

rules:

KB =¢BK , KA = AK , (3.16a)
EB=q 'BE, FEA=AF-q¢'?BK. (3.16b)

From (3.16a) we get that B |l,m) is in the subspace spanned by [I',m + 1) and A|l,m) is in the

subspace spanned by |I’;m). Consider

Bll,m) =Y "B, [lm+1)y,  All,m)=>_ A[ [I\m) .
I’'eN I’'eN

with Bf,, =0if I’ <m + 1 and A}, =0if I’ <m. From (3.16b) we get

EFm™HB L m) = ¢ T IBES™ 1 m) = 0,
(I'ym+1| BEVHm+2 = g/ +m+2 () iy 4 1| EY 2B = 0,
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and in turn,

Bl —m =1 [V =11/l +m+2]... [l +1+2] =0,
[+m]... =V —=1/[-m+1]...[+1]=0.

The square roots in the first line are all different from zero if I’ > [ + 1, while the square roots

in the second line are all different from zero if [ > I’ + 1. Hence,
Bl,=0 VI¢{l-1,11+1}.

A similar reasoning applies to A|l, m). From formula (3.1) for the coproduct of E™ we deduce:
E"A = Z [ } > AVE"R KR = AE" — [n]qY2BE"LK .

This implies that E'="+2A|l,m) = 0 and (', m| AE'T™+2 = 0. Then

AL NI —m] V==V +m+ 1] [+ 1+2] =0,
AL A +m] =V =1/l -m+ 1]+ +2]=0.

As for B, these imply Af/m =0if ' ¢ {I,l £ 1}. We can thus state:

Proposition 3.2. The left reqular representation of .A(Sgs) is defined by:

Allym) = Al U+ 1m) + A, [Lm) + A = 1,m)
Bll,m) =B/ [l+1,m+1)+ B}, [l,m+1)+ B [l —1,m+1),

for suitable A?’nt, Blo;if € C and with B* the adjoint of B.

The representation is equivariant by construction, and the equivariance condition is sufficient

to determine the coefficients. In fact, (3.16b) tells us that the expressions

EB|l,m) = B /Il —m]ll+m+3]|l +1,m+2)+
+ BVl —m =1l +m+2],m+2) + B, /Il —m =2l +m~+ 1]l - 1,m+2),
EA|L m>:A+ VI—m+1l+m+2][1+1,m+ 1)+
AV =mll+m+1]L,m+ 1)+ A VI—m =1l +m][l-1,m+1),

must be equal, respectively, to

g 'BE|l,m)=q¢ VI —m z+m+1]{ B 1+ 1,m +2) +

+ Bl i1 |l,m+2)+Bfm+1\l—1,m+2>},

(AE — ¢"'?BK) |l,m) = {J[z —mlll+m+ 1A, — qm’l/ZBle} I+ 1,m+1)+

+ (V= mll 1] A — 2B m 1)+
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V=l m+ A7, — B - 1m+1)

From the independence of the vectors |l,m), we derive the conditions

q_mBle _ q_m_lBlJ,rm-i-l (3 17&)
VIitm+1l+m+2]  JI+m+2[+m+3 '
"B, "B sy
VI-mll+m+1  JI—m—1[+m+2] ‘
-mp- —m—le
q l,m _ q I,m+1 (3‘17(:)

Vie=mll-m—-1 I-m—1]l—-m-2]
Vi=mll+m+1Af . — ¢ PBE = AL VI—-m+1l+m+2]  (3.17d)

m—1/2 go
Ay = et A0 (3.17¢)
’ VIE=m]l+m+1] ’
VIi=m+1l+m+2] Al — ¢ VB, = AL VI - mll+m e+ ] (3.17f)

The first three conditions are of the form f ,, = fi 41, stating that they involve quantities f; ,,

which do not depend on m. These can be rewritten as ‘f;,,, = f;—;’, that is:
q_mBl—fm qlBlT_l
Jitmti+m+2 V2
¢ "B}, ¢B)_,
Vi-mlitm+1 VR
g "B, ¢B;_,
Ji—ml-m-1 VRRI-1

Using the boundary condition in (3.14) we arrive at the final result:

e \/[2l—|—2}252+[l+1]2(1—32)2 [+ m+ 1 +m+ 2]

B, =g T2 P \/ gty 0 18
By, =—(1—s)(1—q¢*)gm /2 m VI—m]l+m+1], (3.18b)

_ m \/[211282 + P =52)2 1 —m][l = m —1]
B = —d 2 [21] \/ 20 -120+1] - (3.18¢)

Equations (3.17d-3.17¢) have solution
. \/[2l+2]282+[l+1]2(1—82)2 [L+m+1[—m+1]
Al = =" 20 + 2] ¢ 20+ 120 +3] (3.192)
A= (1= D0 (14 ) (3.19b)

while equation (3.17f) is automatically satisfied.
The next step is to lift diagonally this representation on the Hilbert space completion of

A(SqQS)Q, we call it H, and then decompose it into two subrepresentations on H4, the Hilbert
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space completion of the modules A(SZ)*(1 — e,) and A(S%)?e; for a suitable invariant idem-
potent e5. These will be the g-analogue of the chiral representations of .A4(.5?), and elements in

H+ will be the ¢g-analogue of Weyl spinors.

3.4 Chiral representations

As explained in Section 2.10.2, equivariant representations correspond to invariant idempotents.

Let o : Uy(su(2)) — Matz(C) be the representation V; o, written in matrix form

a(K)_(qZQ q—?ﬂ)’ g(E)—(g ;) a(F)—(? 8) (3.20)

For any s (and ¢) there is a 2 x 2 idempotent which is invariant, in the sense of (2.37), and

given by )
1 +A B
es = — <S 1 ) . (3.21)
1+s q_lB* 1— q2A
It also satisfies k(ef) = es with k(a) := K? > a the modular automorphism [KS97, Section

11.3.4] thus, by Lemma 2.20 it corresponds to an orthogonal projection via the formula (2.36).
We notice that a projection (a hermitian idempotent) equivalent to es is given by the matrix
o(K)teso(K); this was introduced in [BM98], where the authors compute its charge by pairing
it with the cyclic 0-cocycle of [MNWO1], and later generalized to projections of arbitrary charge
first for the standard sphere in [HM99], and then for all Podle$ spheres in [BMO0O].

Let Y, = [, m) be the spherical functions defined in Proposition 3.1 and identify V; /» with
C? via the map [1/2,1/2) — (1,0) and |1/2,—1/2) — (0,1). Using Clebsch-Gordan coefficients
in equation (3.6) we define a basis of A(SZ,)?,

1— ml+m (H»WL)
|l,m>1:< 1 [2[1] Lm—1 \/T ,% §> (3.22a)

—(l+m+1) l—m-+1 l—m+1 I+m-+1
|, m)q = (‘\/q [2l+[2} - ]Yz+§,m—% , q[21[+2}m]Yl+§,m+§) ’ (3.22b)

(with [ € N+ % and m = —[, =1+ 1,...,1) which corresponds to the decomposition

(Do) eV =D, Vie W)

Once fixed the eigenvalue of K and the spin [, the corresponding eigenvectors of A(S§S)2
span a two-dimensional space. Since ez is equivariant we can search for a basis of this two-
dimensional space made of eigenvectors of es. In (2.36) the idempotent ey multiplies vectors
from the right, thus to find eigenvectors of the corresponding projection we must work with the

right regular representation, related to the left regular one by (3.15), which means

ll,m) A=q ?"A|l,m) ,
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—[L,m)q ' B =B ll+1,m—=1)+B)_, [l,m=1)+B_ [Il-1,m—1),
—[l,m)gB =By, ll+1m+ 1)+ B, Lm+1)+B" _ [l—1,m+1) .

A straightforward computation shows that the basis (3.22) satisfies

52 z+2 + —-1-1 [l—i—l} 1
q 2
l — ! .
bmhes = = iy g Pt e Ty 1B
l+l 2 _l_l 1
¢ 2 +s%¢7 72 [l + 3] 1
bm)yes = fry ™t aede Ty

where ¢; ¢ is defined by

201252 + [1]2(1 — s2)2
s = \/{ ] _}—[2[1]] ( ) _ [[;g]\/<q182 +q—l)(ql +q—132) .

Then the vectors |I,m) ., defined by

1 1 1 1
20+ 1] gtEs? 4 s g3 4 g2
iy TFs2 lbmht T3s2 M2 (3.232)
2
I+5 4 -5 42 I+542 4 ,—l—3
[[l+ 1]] ) \/q T - \/q S my . (3:230)
2 § S
satisfy the equations
[l,m), (1 —es)=0, |l,m) es=0.

The ‘spinorial harmonics’ in (3.23) form an orthonormal basis of H := LQ(S(?S)Q. We call Hy
the Hilbert space with basis |I,m)_, and H_ the Hilbert space with basis |I,m)_. Both are

finitely generated projective modules,
Hy = L*(S%)%es and ‘H_ = L*(S2,)*(1 —e,) .

They carry representations of Uy(su(2)) — each equivalent to ;< 1 V; — and ‘chiral’ repre-
sentations of A(Sz,), which are equivariant with respect to the action of Uy(su(2)).

Using (3.22) and (3.23) one can write |I,m), in terms of spherical functions. Then, from
Proposition 3.2 one computes the action of the generators A and B on the vectors |[,m),. The

result is described in the following proposition.

Proposition 3.3. The action of generators of .A(Sgs) on the basis |l,m), is given by:

me1 | U+ 3)0+3 I+m+1[l—m+1 1, 1 3 5,
Albmy = = [£l+1H21+:]’> v [2141[2] ]\/(‘IH“L‘J T2s°)(q 28 g

1—3

i+ 1,m),

i W
=3l + 5] I+ ml \/ @252+ g7 ) (¢ g7 ES?) (1 1,m)

[20 — 1]2L +1

2(1—fm—%w+%H4 L+ m+ 1l —m] — g *[[ +m][l —m+1]
+ <(1_8 ) 1+q _1> 20][21 + 2] g

m),
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1—s5 2
+1+ 2|l m),
= —¢m! UJF%”ZJF%] \/[l—l—m—|—1][l—m+1] 1+l 5 =Ly 143 -
Allm) = —¢ [20 + 1][20 + 3] [21 + 2] \/(q 252 +q ' 72) (¢ + g ) L+ 1, m)

1= 310+ 3] \/W TSR p a—
[21 — 1][21 + 1] \/ 2+q 5)( 2s24q¢ " T2)|l—-1,m)_
1- l—*l+3+1 l 1] — — o201 I— 1

+((1-s ) @)l ] f+m4+1[l—-—m]—q¢ *l+m]l—-—m+ ]|l,m>_

1+¢° [20][20 + 2]
1—s2
+W|l7m>77

Bll,m), =q ("2 Vgt + byttt i Lm+1),

L+ 3+ 2] VIi+m+1l+m+2]
[20 + 1][21 + 3] [20 + 2]

1
l+m+1/2 32 [ + \/ li li 71 1 -1 l—— 14+ 1
- \ [21—1 21+1 \/ i+ g7 (¢ T 4T TR I - Lm 1),

W 1
L =l =)=+ 3 em ),

[21][21 + 2]

+4q"

L+ 3+ 2] VIi+m+1l+m+2]
[21 + 1][21 + 3] [20 + 2]

Bll,m)_=q "m712 Vigts ¢ gt i) i+ Lm+ 1)

T e e e R AR T EE I B e

B m_%\/[l—&-m—i-l][l—m}{

T R G R Gt RIUt | G| U G} m+1)_

When s = 1 these representations are equivalent to those considered in [DLPS05] (the generators
there being b := ¢°A and a := B), and when s = 0 they are equivalent to those considered
in [DS03] (the generators there being A’ = A and B’ = ¢! B).

3.5 Comparison with the literature

Integrable representations of the crossed product algebra A(SZ,) x Uy(su(2)) were classified in
[SWO07]. We rewrite them here. Firstly, the following set of generators for A(S7,)

n=2)?B, wo=-q2A+(1-5), z_1=-¢ 'z}, (3.24)

satisfy the commutation rules

z1x0 — q 2wory —t(1 —q x =0, (3.25a)

z_1x0 — ¢Pxor_1 —t(1—¢Hz_1 =0, (3.25b)

— 2121 + (Pao +t)(zo —t) — 221 —t) =0, (3.25¢)
— 2lz1z_1 + (¢ 2w +t) (w0 —t) — [2]2(1 —t) = 0. (3.25d)

with parameter ¢ := 1 — s € [0, 1]. These are exactly equations (3.1) of [DDLWO07]. We rewrite
the representations in Proposition 4.1 of [DDLWO07] as follows.
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Proposition 3.4. For fired N € %Z, we call Hy the Hilbert space completion of
Span{ |l,m;N) ; I — [N|,l — |m| € N} ,

in which the vectors |l,m; N) are declared to be orthonormal. A x-representation of A(Sgs) on
Hpy is given by

z1|l,m; Ny =B |l+1,m+1;N)+ B, |lLm+1;N)+ B, |l—1,m+1;N) ,

xo |l,m; N) = fllfmﬂ—l—l,m;]\f} +/~12m|l,m;N) +/~ll+717m|l —1,m;N) ,

—qz_1|l,m; N) = Bljrl’mfl l4+1,m—1;N)+ Bgm_l l,m —1;N) + B;"

I-1,m—1 |l - 1am_ 17N> 5

with coefficients

AL =a" VR —m+ 1l +m+ 1 ani(s)
AD = (120 = ¢ 201 — m]) Bra(s)

Bf = —l+m\/l+m+ [l +m + 2l an1(s),
By =—q" V21— m]l +m + 1] Bya(s) ,
B, = ”m“\/Z— 1[I —m—1]any(s),

and

an(s) = . \/[2] i+ ML= N \/(ql+N + ¢~ N $2) (¢l =Ng2 4 = (=N)) |

EAERES
arae) = (A== N1 = ) + 22N
T PRI+ 2]

Now we want to check (i) that the representations are indeed correct, for any N € 3Z; (ii)
that these are the same equations as in Proposition 4.1 of [DDLWO7]; (iii) that for N = £1/2
we get the same representations of Proposition 3.3 by identifying |I,m; :l:%} with [I,m)_ and
using the change of generators (3.24).

Concerning point (ii), the non-trivial part is to show that

20— 12 (202 ang(s) = an(D),  [20Bna(s) = B (), (3.26)

where an (1) and Oy (l) are given by equations (4.3) of [DDLWO07],

_ [RIE+NIE=N]20 1=t (=14 ¢*N)?

on(l) = \/ 21 + 1] \/ [1]2 ta NT ’ (3.272)
~ [2N]([2) — ¢*= NE) + (gt — q)[l — N[l + [N| + 1]

Bu(l) = R : (3.27D)

That (3.27b) and equation (4.3a) of [DDLWO07] are the same follows from the identity

Qi+1) = [p)ln+1] =l —n)l +n+1] .
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l

To prove (3.26) is a straightforward computation, based on the relations [2[][[] 7! = ¢' + ¢! and

[2](1 —t) = [2] — ¢¥8" Nt — ¢~518" V¢ from which one deduces the identities

(N g 2) (NP N = IR 4+ g N (Y - )2
2 - ¢ VR - N) = ¢SV [2N] + (1 - )1 - N+ IN]+ 1],

and on the definition ¢t = 1 — s2. Tt is still not obvious that a(l,m; N) in (4.2b) equals A?
This follows from the identity

20 — g2l —m] = [l +m][l —m+ 1] — [l + m + 1][l — m] ,

which concludes the check of point (ii). With previous identity, also the verification of point
(iii) is a long but simple computation.

To control that the ones defined in Proposition 3.4 are representations — i.e. that equations
(3.25) are satisfied — we make use of MATHEMATICA® 5. Now, (3.25b) is the adjoint of (3.25a).
Moreover, (3.25c) and (3.25d) are identities between hermitian elements: in matrix notation,
we need to compute only the upper-triangular elements. Thus, we need only to verify that the

following matrix elements are zero:

(14 2,m+1](3.25a) |I,m) = A —a AL L B

<l + ]‘3 m + 1| (3'250’) |l7 m> = Bl+1 mA;r'rn l,m(Al,m - q 2Al0+1 m+1 + tq72 - t) 72A;’_"L+1B?7m )

l+1 m

(I, m+ 1] (3.25a) |l,m) = Bz+ 1, mAer 1,m ‘172Az+71,m+13 + By mAlJ,rm - 72A?_m+lB+
+ B}, (AL, — q_2A0m+l +tg 7 —t),
(I =1,m+1[(3.25a) [l,m) = By ,, A |, (Al = 2A) e+t 2 =) =g PA Bl
(Il =2,m+1](3.25a) [l m) = B_, ,, A", — *2Al+2m+1Blm,
(1+2,m| (3.25¢) [l m) = ¢~ [2]BLy 1, Bl + AL AL
(1 +1,m|(3.25¢) |l,m) = 1[2]( 1, mBl m Bl mBl) + AL (A, + Al a2 — 1)
(1,m| (3.25¢) |l,m) = ¢~ [2{(B}},,)* + (Blm)?* + (B )} + *(A],)* + (AL, )7

+(q 2A?m+t)<Alm— t) = [2P1-1),
(I+2,m|(3.25d)|l,m) = ¢ [2] B} tr1m-1Biiamo1 T4 2Aﬁ—1 mAlm
(L+1,m|(3.25d) |l,m) = ¢~ [2)(B;, lm— lBl,m—l +Bl+1,m 1Bt m— 1)+q72AZtm(A?,m+A?+lm+tq27t)a
{l,m| (3.25d) |l m) = ¢ [2{(BZ, ;1) + (Blo1)® + (Biiy o)’} + a7 2(A)? + a2 (A7 ,)°
(gAY H (AL, — ) 2P~ 1),

where ‘tildes’ have been removed to make the equations clearer. The inputs and outputs of
MATHEMATICA® 5 are listed in Table 3.2: the zeroes in the outputs prove the statement. Coef-
ficients { A Bt

,m> lm’ Im> "

.} are called respectively {Apiu[l,m],Azero[1,m] Bpiull,m],...}.
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MATHEMATICA® 5 code
$Assumptions= {0 <g<1&&0<t<1&&2NeIntegers&&l + NeIntegers &&1 + meIntegers&&-1<N<1l&&-1<m<1}
{0<g<1&&0=t=1&&2NelIntegers&&l +Nelntegers&&l +melntegers&&-1<N=1&&-1=<m=<1}

sqaln ] := (@ - % (g - g

qaln_] := (@ -¢) (@-9

._ _sqa[2] sqa[l +N] sqa[l-N] 2N 1 _4y2 21 21 _ 2N
alpha[l_] := P2l szl 11 s@2 1] (@7 (1-8)"+(q°"+q77) (1-t)+q°")

1/2

(qa[21] -q'*™* qa[2] qa[1-N]) t+qqa[2] qa[2N] (1-t)

beta[l ] := q?2qaf21l] qa[21 +2]

Apiu[l_, m_ ] :=q"sqa[2] sqa[l-m+1] sqa[l+m+ 1] alpha[l +1]
Azero[l_, m_] := (qa[21] - q¢"™! qa[2] qa[l-m]) beta[1]
Bpiu[l_, m_] := g™ sqa[l+m+1] sqa[l+m+2] alpha[l+1]
Bzero[l_, m ] := —q‘“+2 sqa[2] sqa[l-m] sqa[l+m+ 1] beta[l]
Bmeno[l , m ] := -q**™?! sqa[l-m] sqa[l-m-1] alpha[l]
Simplify[Bpiu[l +1, m] Apiu[l, m] - g2 Apiu[l+1, m+ 1] Bpiu[l, m]]
0

Simplify[Bzero[l +1, m] Apiu[l, m] +
Bpiu[l, m] (Azero[l, m] - c(2 Azero[l+1, m+1] + q’z t-t) - q’2 Apiu[l, m+ 1] Bzero[l, m]]

Simplify[Bpiu[l -1, m] Apiu[l-1, m] -q2Apiu[l-1, m+1] Bmeno[l, m] + Bmeno[l +1, m] Apiu[l, m] -
q‘2 Apiu[l, m+ 1] Bpiu[l, m] + Bzero[l, m] (Azero[l, m] —q'2 Azero[l, m+ 1] +q‘2 t-t)]

Simplify[Bzero[l-1, m] Apiu[l-1, m] +
Bmeno[l, m] (Azero[l, m] - q'2 Azero[l-1, m+1] + q‘2 t-t) - q‘2 Apiu[l-1, m+ 1] Bzero[l, m]]

Simplify[Bmeno[l -1, m] Apiu[l-1, m] -q2Apiu[l-2, m+1] Bmeno[l, m]]
0
Simplify[ (1 + q"2) Bmeno[l +2, m] Bpiu[l, m] +q? Apiu[l+1, m] Apiu[l, m]]

0

Simplify[ (1 +q'2) (Bmeno[l +1, m] Bzero[l, m] + Bzero[l+ 1, m] Bpiu[l, m]) +
q2 Apiu[l, m] (Azero[l, m] + Azero[l+1, m] +q‘2 t-t)]

Simplify[ (1 +q2) (Bpiu[l, m]? + Bzero[l, m]? + Bmeno[1l, m]2) +
q? Apiu[l, m]? + @? Apiu[l-1, m]? + (q? Azero[l, m] + t) (Azero[l, m] - t) -qa[2]2 (1-t)]

Simplify[ (1 +q2) Bpiu[l+1, m-1] Bmeno[l+1, m-1] +q2Apiu[l+1, m] Apiu[l, m]]

0

Simplify[(1+q'2) (Bpiu[l, m-1] Bzero[l, m-1] +Bzero[l+1, m-1] Bmeno[l+1l, m-1]) +
q’2 Apiu[l, m] (Azero[l, m] + Azero[l+1, m] +q2 t-t)]

Simplify[ (1 +q2) (Bpiu[l-1, m-1]%+Bzero[l, m-1]2 +Bmeno[l+1, m-1]2) +
q2Aapiu[l, m]? + g2 Apiu[l-1, m]?+ (g2 Azero[l, m] + t) (Azero[l, m] -t) - ga[2]2 (1-t)]

Table 3.2: Check of the representations in Proposition 3.4.
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3.6 A family of equivariant spectral triples

From now on, N € %Z is fixed and different from 0. Remind that the Hilbert space Hy has
orthonormal basis |I, m; N) with [ — [N|,l — |m| € N, and carries the equivariant representation
of A(Sgs) in Proposition 3.4. We wish to study equivariant even spectral triples on H :=
H_n & Hpy, with natural grading v:=1& —1.

Let F be the unitary operator!

Fll,m;+N) :=|l,m;FN) .

Given any divergent sequence of positive numbers {\, },en, we define a self-adjoint operator
Dy =|Dy|F on H:=Hy & H_n by

|Dal|l,m; £N) := A |l,m; £N)

with domain the linear span of basis vectors. Since A, > 0 and A\;! — 0, D, is invertible
and with compact inverse. It commutes with the action of U,(su(2)), being proportional to
the identity in each irreducible representation. So, D) is a candidate for an equivariant Dirac
operator. For a fixed IV, since all D) have the same sign F', they correspond to different ‘metric’
structures that are ‘conformally’ equivalent (c.f. e.g. [Bar07]).

Among this family, we distinguish the operator
Dl|l,m;£N):= (I —|N|+1)|l,m;FN) , (3.28)

which for N = :l:% is isospectral to the Dirac operator of the round sphere S? (cf. e.g. Chapter
2 of [Var06]).

Lemma 3.5. The coefficients an(l) and Bn(1) in (3.27) satisfy the inequalities

lan (1) = sv/1+¢*| < Cnod (3.292)
By (1) — (1= 5%)| < Cod' (3.29D)

and in particular if s =0
lan ()] < Cnod (3.29¢)

with Cy s and C;V,s some positive constants.

Proof. Remind the definition of the parameter ¢, t := 1 — s2. Equations (3.29b) and (3.29¢) are

an immediate consequence of the definition (3.27) and of the inequalities

] <(¢'—q)7'¢" and [n+1]7'<q", foralln>0.

!This operator F' should not be confused with the generator of U, (su(2)) denoted with the same symbol.



3.6. A FAMILY OF EQUIVARIANT SPECTRAL TRIPLES 63

By (3.29¢), we need to prove (3.29a) only for s # 0, i.e. t # 1. For t € [0,1) and | > 1, set
[+ N[l = NJ[20] 1 —t + ¢ 2V 20 2[1]2(t — 1 4 ¢*V)?
up = _
: ql2l + 1)1 11
From [l + N][I — N][2l] < q[2] + 1][I]* we obtain
_ VR — 1+ g2
- 1—t
: {dV —g~ N (1-1)}? " 2 2
with Oy 1= =z~ On the other hand, from the equalities [+ N][l — N] =[l]* — [N]
and [21] — ¢[20 + 1] = —¢®+! we get
_ _ 2 214112 2
s IO NN RUINE - Ry NP
PETESVIIE PETESYE -
Hence there exists a constant C;, € Rt such that |u| < C]’VqQZ. Moreover from the inequality
|v1+u—1| < |u|, which holds for any u > —1, it follows that

1.

= Cn(1—-¢*)*[2)7?[* < Ong® |

aN(l) 2l
— 1= |V1+u —1| < |yl <Cyng™ .
I+ (1 —t) | | < ful < O

This is exactly (3.29a). O

Lemma 3.6. The coefficients
CHE(L,m) = (L+ jym + ks £N ||l m; £N)

satisfy (2.17), that is |C’ij7’i(l,m) - C’ff(l,mﬂ < Kz-j’kql for suitable ka > 0. If s = 0, they
satisfy (2.22) too, that is ]Ci’i(l, m)| < K:]f q' for suitable K{Jf > 0.
Proof. By Proposition 3.4 and equation (3.26) we see that Ci’i(l,m) is zero if k # i and
j ¢ {0,+1}, while

Gy (l,m) = ¢ (L m)axn (1 +1),

Cri(lm) = (1 m)Ben(l) |
Cr'(lm) = ¢ ' (L, m)axn(l)

where CZ (I,m) are independent of +N and bounded by a constant. Thus, concerning (2.17) we

just need to prove that
lan(l) —a-n(DI S ¢,
Bn (1) = B-n(D| S ¢,
which follow from (3.29a, 3.29b) and by triangle inequality:
lan(l) —a-n@)| < |an(l) = sV1+ ¢ +]anl) —sV1+ ¢ S,
BN () = B-n()] < By (1) = (L= s*) |+ [B-n(l) = (1= ") S ¢

If s =0 and for any j # 0, ij[ (I,m) is the product of uniformly bounded coefficients CZ (l,m)
times either an(l) or an(l + 1), so by (3.29¢) it follows (2.22). O
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We are in the situation described in Section 2.8. By previous Lemma, for all s € [0,1] we

have Lemma 2.13 which we rewrite as a proposition,

Proposition 3.7. The data (A(SZ,), H, F,v) is a even 1-summable Fredholm module.

and we have also Lemma 2.14, which claims that

Proposition 3.8. If A, 11 — A\, is a bounded sequence, the data (A(Sgs),H, Dy,~) is a regular

even spectral triple.

For s = 0, condition (2.22) is satisfied and previous result can be improved by using Lemma
2.16 as follows.

Proposition 3.9. If {¢"\,} is a bounded sequence, the data (.A(Sgo),H,DA,'y) is a even

Lipschitz-regular spectral triple. The triple is regular if A, is at most of polynomial growth.

Lemma 3.10. The Fredholm module in Proposition 3.7 is non-trivial. In particular
Index(F,) = 2N,

with es the idempotent in (3.21).

Proof. Recall that N # 0. We use (2.3) with m = 0 and find

1 1— ¢
Index(Fet) D) Trygcz(VF[F, €s]) = WTYH(’YF[F ,A])
_ Tl 1= 2 —q“mH[Hl—
—Hngqu o Lsn) - sy}
- 20] — ¢ 2]l — m)

=(¢?-1)]2N [ :

(a J2N] lzn; 20][20 + 2]
Computing the sum in m = —I[, ..., and setting n = — |[N| + 1, we obtain

. ([ nEIN-1 n+ [N,
Index<Fet)=281gn<N><1—x2N'>Z(l_xzmwv—nf” e )
n=1

where x = ¢? €]0, 1[. Last sum is a telescoping series, and the sum is

x2\N|) n+|N|_1 21 — 9N .

o B _nHiNi=1
Index(F;)) = 2sign(N) (1 1= 2@ NS |y

The non-triviality of the Fredholm module comes from the non-vanishing of the index of F, et . O

If D) = D is the Dirac operator in (3.28), the multiplicity of the nth eigenvalue n + 1 is
4n + 4|N| + 2 and so by Lemma 2.15,

Lemma 3.11. The metric dimension of the linear Dirac operator D is 2.
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For this Dirac operator we now compute the dimension spectrum and the top residue. To
this aim, we introduce an auxiliary representation which is obtained from simpler operators.
Let H ~ (%(Z x N) be the Hilbert space having orthonormal basis [|n, k), with n € 17 and
n + k € N. Consider the bounded operators a, 8 € 8(7:{) defined by

o lln k) = /1= @) [+ Lk + 1) . Bl k) = =" I+ Lk — 1) .

These operators satisfy the defining relations of A(SU,(2)), as can easily be seen. The morphism
A(S3,) — A(SU4(2)) in (2.47) leads to a *-representation 7 : A(S7,) — B(H) given by
w(A) ||In, k) = — sq"tE /1 — g2(ntk) In — 1, k)
+ (1= )" ||n, k)

— sq" TRy /1 — @2OntR+D) |l 4 1K) | (3.30a)
m(B) ||n, k) = — s®™TOH ||n — 1,k + 1))

(L= gL g k4 1)

+5y/1 = @O\ [T — @O [jn 1k 4+ 1)) (3.30b)

Our Hilbert space of spinors H is identified with a subspace of H@®H. That is, for each N there

is a partial isometry Wiy : Hy — H, given by
Wy [l,m; N) := ||l = [N|,m +|NT) ,
and with left inverse W3, : H — Hy, given by

. In+|N|,k—|N[;N) ifneNandk <n+2N|,
Wy |In, k) =
0 otherwise .

We denote
Q=W_ndWn, P:=W*yoWy.

Since W W = idy,,, the Hilbert space H is isomorphic to its image in H@C?~HaH via
the map @. The Dirac operator D in (3.28) is the “restriction” of the self-adjoint operators
D = F|D| on H ® C? determined by

D k) = (1) llnk) . P=(] ).

in the sense that Q intertwines D and D (i.e. DQ = QD on H). The same holds for |D| and F'.
For a € A(SZ,), the diagonal lift 7(a) ® idc2 of m(a) to H ® C? will be denoted simply by 7(a).

Lemma 3.12. The operator a — Pm(a)Q belongs to OP~™°°(D) for all a € A(Sgs).
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Proof. For a € A(SZ,), define two bounded operators R, : H — H and T : H — M by
R, :=a— Pr(a)Q, Ty := Pr(a)(1 — QP),

and notice that if a is a generator of A(SZ,), T, has finite rank. On the other hand, if T, and
T}, have finite rank for some a,b € A(Sgs), then Ty, has finite rank too, due to the identity

Top = Tom(0)(1 — QP) + Pr(a)Q Ty -

By the above considerations, we conclude that 7j has finite rank for all a € A(Sgs). Therefore,
OP~ being an ideal in OP?, using the identity

Rap = aRy + R P(b)Q — Ty (b)Q

we conclude that R, is a smoothing operators whenever Ry, Ry, € OP™*°. It is then enough to
prove this lemma for the generators of the algebra. Using (3.29) and the inequality
0<1—+1—u < u, valid for u € [0,1], one proves that R4, Rp and Rp: have coefficients
bounded by ¢!, hence they are rapid decay matrices. This concludes the proof. ]

The next proposition is the main result of this section.
Proposition 3.13. The dimension spectrum is ¥ = {1,2}.

Proof. Let W9 be the algebra generated by A(SZ,), by [D,a] for all a € A(SZ,) and by iterated
applications of the derivation § (cf. Section 2.2). Let € be the *-algebra (of bounded operators
on 7:[) generated by «, 3, a*, 3* and F. By Lemma 3.12, A(Sgt) C PeQ + OP~*°. Note that

>

afF, [|D], o] =
BE, I1D],a] =

[, o]

0, [15, af
[F,5] =0

a?
: [D, 5] 3.

N|— N~

Nl D=

Thus P€Q is invariant under application of § and [D, (-)] and hence ¥° C P€Q + OP~°,

We shall compute the singularities of zeta functions associated to the monomials
S :=Pa'F()FQF and T :=Pa'f(5*)*Q,

where i € Z and 7,k € N and we use the notation o’ := (o*)"l for i < 0. From the commutation
relations of « and g, it is clear that these monomials span PEQ).

Firstly, note that the zeta-function associated with a bounded off-diagonal operator is identically
zero in the half-plane Re z > 2 and so is its holomorphic extension to the entire complex plane.
This is the case for the monomials S due to the presence of F'. The other monomials T shift
the index [ by (i +j — k)/2 and the index m by (i — j + k)/2 and therefore are also off-diagonal
operators unless these shifts are zero, which happens when ¢ = 0 and j = k. Hence only

monomials T = PB*(5*)*Q = P(5*)*Q contribute to the dimension spectrum.
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For k=0, T =1 and the corresponding zeta function is

o0

G(z) =) (n+4IN| = 2)n7 = 4¢(z — 1) + (4IN] = 2)¢(2) ,

n=1
where ((z) is the Riemann zeta function, meromorphic in C with a simple pole at 1 and with
residue 1. Since 1 € WO, this shows that 2 € . For |N| # 1/2, this proves also that 1 € X.
When k >0, T = P(36*)*Q. So T ll,m), = g2k(t+m) |l,m), and the associated (-function is

. 2 o 1 — k()
(r(z) = Z 20— |N[+1)7 Z (¢*) "™ = Z 2(l—|N|+1)_Z1_7q%
leEN+|N| l+m=0 IEN+|N]|

= # ¢(2z) 4+ holomorphic function .

Therefore 3 may contain, besides 2, at most the additional point 1. We still have to check if
1 € X for |[N| = 1/2. For this, we take A% = Pr(A)?Q mod OP~°°(D). Then, using (3.30),

we get (modulo holomorphic functions)

00 21 4
1
Caz(z) ~2 Z (I+ %),Z Z {(1 _ [2]232 + 84)q4(l+m) + [2]82q2(l+m)71} ~ zli;‘* ¢(2),
I+4=1 I+m=0
and Res,—1(y2(2) = 2}1‘21 # 0 for all s € [0,1]. Thus ¥ = {1,2} for any value of N. O

Let A(S') denote the polynomial x-algebra generated by the function u, given by u() = ¢%.

A x-algebra morphism o : A(SZ,) — A(S") is defined by
os(A) =0, os(B) = su . (3.31)

Proposition 3.14. The top residue of (4(2), a € .A(Sgs), is

][a|D|_2 _2 /51 o(a)(8)d6 . (3.32)

™

For s =0, og(a) € C is constant and equation (3.32) simplifies to 40¢(a).

Proof. Tt is sufficient to prove (3.32) for the basis elements A7B*, j € N and k € Z, and then
extend it to A(Sgs) by linearity. We use the notation B := (B*)I*| if k < 0.

Since o5(A7B¥) = §;0(su)*, the right hand side of equation (3.32) is zero unless j = k = 0. We
next show that the left hand side of (3.32) also vanishes unless j = k = 0. When j = k = 0, the
relation (q(z) = 4¢(z — 1) fixes the normalization constant.

Now A7 B* is off-diagonal if k # 0 since it shifts the index m by k. It remains to prove that
Cai(2) = Cpr(ayiq(2) + holomorphic function has no singularity in z = 2. For j # 0, Pr(A)Q

satisfies the inequality
‘ <l,m, +N|Pr(A)YQ|l, m, :|:N> | < chH'm )

for some positive constants ¢;’s. From this inequality, we deduce that (,;(2) is a convergent

series for all z with Rez > 1. In particular, it is finite for z = 2. O
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Last point to discuss is the existence of a real structure J. We can assume N > 0, as the
choice N < 0 is equivalent to changing the sign of the grading operator. The operator T' defined
by T |l,m;+N) = (—¢)™*N |I, =m; FN) is equivariant — one can repeat verbatim the proof of
(3.4). The antiunitary part J of T is

J|l,m;£N) = (=)™ |, —m; TN) . (3.33)

Proposition 3.15. The antilinear isometry J defined by (3.33) is the antiunitary part of an
antilinear operator, it satisfies J*> = (=1)2N, Jy = —~J, JD = DJ and

[a, Jb*J 1] € OP™ (D, a), Jb*J '] € OP™>

for alla,b e A(SZ,). It is then a (‘weak’) equivariant real structure with KO-dimension 2 mod 8
(resp. 6 mod 8) if 2N is odd (resp. even).

Proof. Since [D,a]—§(a)F = |D|[F,a] and (JF)b(JF)™' —JbJ~! = J[F,b]FJ~! are smoothing
operators for all a, b, we can replace [D, .] by 6 and J by Jy := JF in the verification. Therefore,

we want to show
[a, Job*Jy 1] € OP™>° | [6(a), Job*Jy '] € OP~° .
Now, let J be the antilinear operator on H given by
J|In, k) =i ||n, -k + 2N)

and note that PJQ = Jy. We can replace a by Pr(a)@ since the difference is a smoothing

operator, thus Lemma is proved if we prove that
P[r(a), Jx(b*)J]Q € OP™ P([|D],7(a))], J7(b*)J']Q € OP™>

By Leibniz rule it is sufficient to prove the previous equations taking instead of 7(a) and = (b*)
two of the generators {a, 3,a*, 3*} of the enlarged algebra. These are all eigenvectors for

[|D], .], thus the first order condition follows from the commutant condition. From
la, JbJ Y = —[a*, Jb* Y = J[b, JaJ 1]

once the commutant condition is proved for a fixed couple of elements (a, b), it is proved also for
(a*,b*) and (b,a). Therefore it is sufficient to consider the cases (a,b) = (o, a), (o, a), (8, ),
(6%, ), (8,0) and (5%, 3). By direct computation

[a,JaJ_l] =0, [a*,jaj_l] =0, [ﬁ,jﬂj_l] =0

and

3, JaJ ! ] In, k) <\/q2k 4(n+N+1) \/q2k 4(n+N+1)— ) In+1,k—1),
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[B*,jaj |n k <\/q2k 4(n+N) _ \/qQk 4(n+N+1)— 2) Hn—i-l,k—l» 7
8%, JBJ 7 = i(g — ¢ ™) |In, ke + 1)

Coefficients in the last equations are bounded by ¢", hence projected to H are bounded by ¢!
and this concludes the proof. ]

3.7 Spectral triples for pre-C*-algebras

Things become more complicated when one considers an algebra which is not made of poly-
nomials in a finite number of generators. We discuss an example in this section, which is a
generalization of the construction in Appendix B of [DDO06].

We call C(SZ,) the universal C*-algebra associated with A(SZ,). The relations defining

A(SZ,) can be rewritten as
BB (A = (S BB (A ) = ()

The first equation implies the following inequality for the operator norm in an arbitrary bounded

x-representation of the algebra:

) 2
1A - 5= < 1

Hence, by triangle inequality

2

2 ) _ 2 2 _
lPA- 15| =PllA- 155 — (¢ 2 - DI < PllA- 55+ (1 - )5

2_ 2 2
< 1—i—(2q2 1)s < 1_53 .

This implies (cf. Lemma 2.2.4 of [Lan98]) that the element
% 242 _s2\2
B'B=(4%7)" - (¢"A-155)
is invertible in the C*-algebra. We can then construct a projection P € C (Sgs),
P=1-B(B*B)"'B*, (3.34)

and the corresponding representation of the algebra on the module C (SSS)P. For that we work
first with A(SZ,)P, which is an A(SZ,)-module.

First of all, notice that if [4,C] = 0 and C~! exists, then [4,C~!] = —C~1[A,C]C~! = 0.
This proves that (B*B)~! commutes with A, and so in particular AP = PA.

From B*P =0, (A + s%)(1 — A) = BB* and AP = PA we deduce that the elements:

Py = A+ )P P.=5(1-A)P, (3.35)

are projections, are mutually orthogonal (P P- = P_P, = 0) and their sum is P. Then,
A(S2,)P is Zy-graded and decomposes as A(Sz,) Py & A(SZ,)P-.
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The (left) kernel of Py is the left ideal generated by B* (as B*P = 0) and 1 — A. The (left)
kernel of P_ is the left ideal generated by B* and A + s. A linear basis of both modules is

then {B"Py}. For s # 0 we can normalize the vectors as follows. We take as linear basis of
A(S2,)Px the vectors

In), = ¢ B"Py, In)_=c¢, B"P_, neN, (3.36)

where the normalization constants are defined by cojE =1 and

1/2

={II_ a-*2+a®)
o= I (= a1+ a*s 2)}_1/2 :

for all n > 1. The basis (3.36) is orthonormal for the inner product induced by the Haar

S+

functional, and we have a Zs-graded *-representation of C' (Sgs) on the Hilbert space completion,

naturally isomorphic to £2(N) @ ¢?(N), defined by

Aln), = ¢ n), Bln), = /(1 — @0 D)(s2 + @20+ D) [n + 1) (3.37a)
Aln)_ = —s*¢""|n)_ Bln)_ = sy/(1 — Zn D)1 + @2t s2) [ + 1)_ (3.37b)

with B* the adjoint of B. These are the well known unique irreducible infinite-dimensional
representations of 533- They are inequivalent and not faithful (as follows from the observation
that A has positive spectrum in the former representation and negative in the latter), while their
direct sum is known to be faithful [She91]. They are also equivariant with respect to the Hopf
subalgebra of U,(su(2)) generated by the element K; being U(1) the Lie group associated to
this commutative and cocommutative Hopf algebra, these representations are usually referred
to as U(1)-equivariant [CP03b].

The representations (3.37) were used in [She91] to prove that the sequence
0-KaK—C(S5) B C(SY)—0 (3.38)
is exact (for s # 0). This is the noncommutative analogue of the sequence
0 — Cp(open disk) @ Cy(open disk) — C(S?) — C(S!) —

and allows to interpret C' (Sgs) as the union of two noncommutative open disks K glued along
a commutative circle, as shown pictorially in Figure 3.1. Here o, : C(Sz,) — C(S) is the
completion of the x-algebra morphism (3.31).

When s = 0, the constants ¢,/ are well defined and the ‘+’-representation is still valid, while
the ‘—’-representation becomes trivial. We’ll consider only the ‘4’-representation in this case.
Such a representation is faithful and irreducible, and has been used in [She91] to prove that the
following sequence is exact,

0—>K—C(Sh,H) BC—0, (3.39)
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with o : C(S2%) — C the C*-algebra morphism defined by og(A) = 0¢(B) = 0 (and of course

00(1) = 1). Equation (3.39) is the noncommutative analogue of the sequence
0 — Cy(open disk) — C(S?) — C ~ C({*}) = 0

and allows us to interpret C (Sgo) as the one-point compactification of a noncommutative disk.

- Ise(]l]

L A
AT
! \
! 1
1 '
& ! ’
Remove D* and replace \ s
with Toeplitz operators 7. \\ L
-~ -

Figure 3.1: Geometric visualization of Sgs

Let us define the operators N and F' as
Nin)y=(n+1)|n)y , Fln)o=n)., VneN.

For s # 0, (A(SZ,),*(N) @ (*(N), N - F) is the U(1) x U(1)-equivariant spectral triple studied
in [CP03b] (we shifted by +1 the spectrum of N to make it invertible), while (A(S%), £>(N), N)
is the analogue one for the standard Podles sphere, and has a positive Dirac operator.

Since trace class operators do not contribute to the noncommutative integral, one immedi-
ately proves that for s £ 0

][aN_1 = 1/ os(a)dd Vac A(Sgs) ,

s

and for s =0

][CLN_1 = op(a) Vac A(SqQO) .

When considering only polynomials A( qs) one can prove that the triple is regular and the
dimension spectrum is {1}. If s # 0, this result is still valid if one considers the pre-C*-algebra

000(5’35) entering in the exact sequence
O—>SEBS—>C°°(S§S) L C=(Sh —0. (3.40)

where S is the pre-C*-algebra of rapid decay matrices on ¢?(N).

For s = 0 the sequence defining the algebra of ‘smooth function’ on the sphere is:
08— C™(S;) BC—0. (3.41)

In the remaining of the section we prove that the spectral triples above can be extended to

regular spectral triples over C'OO(SgS), and compute their dimension spectrum.
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3.7.1 Spectral triples over the quantum disk

Let |n) be the canonical orthonormal basis of £2(N), and N |n) := (n + 1)|n). The unilateral
shift w, defined by w |n) = |n + 1), generates the Toeplitz C*-algebra 7, that can be viewed as
algebra of ‘continuous functions’ on a quantum version of the closed disk [Con04].
We define A% C 7T as the linear span of the elements:
f=D ("t frnaa (@)™ )+ Y fpw! (- ww) @) {fa} €S@2), {fn} €S,

neN jkeN
where S(Z) indicates rapid decay sequences and S rapid decay matrices on £2(N).

By direct calculation one checks that A is a *-algebra and the map o : A® — C*(S!),
given by f — o(f), o(f)(0) = 3 ,cz fne™, is a surjective *-algebra morphism (this follows
from the simple observation that, via Fourier series, S(Z) equipped with convolution product is
isomorphic to C*°(S1)). Furthermore, ker o is a two-sided #-ideal in A isomorphic to S. At
the level of abstract algebras, this follows from the equality

w (1 — ww*) (w*)*w (1 — ww*) (W) = S (1 — ww*) (w*)¥

and becomes more evident in matrix form, as
. j * *\k
LR = fik szzjvkeijkw](l—ww )(w*)" € kero .
Then, we have the short exact sequence
0—8S— A% 0S8 —0. (3.42)

Notice that the action of U(1) on polynomials in {w,w*}, given by w — e“w, defines a

one-parameter group of automorphisms implemented on ¢?(N) by the unitary operators N

(ie. x — eNge0N),

continuous) action of U(1) on the C*-algebra 7, and then on A>.

Being implemented by unitary operators, it extends to a (strongly

We conclude with the statement,
Proposition 3.16. A% is a Fréchet space and a pre-C*-algebra.

Proof. The direct sum of two Fréchet spaces is a Fréchet space too, and the observation that
A% as a vector space is the direct sum of C°(S!) and S (the sequence (3.42) splits) proves
the first claim. To prove that A% is a pre-C*-algebra it is sufficient to show that it contains
the inverse of each element f € A%, whenever f is invertible in 7 (cf. [Bos90]). To reach this

conclusion, one can easily adapt the proof of Proposition 1 in [Con04] to the present case. [

We identify A C 7T with ‘smooth functions’ over the quantum disk.

Proposition 3.17. The data (A, (?(N), N) is a reqular spectral triple, the dimension spectrum
is {1} and the top residue is

1
N1l=_— do
][f o o o(f)do,
for all f € A%, where o is the map in (3.42).
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Proof. The operators w¥, (w*)* are eigenvectors of the derivation 6 = [N, .]: 6(w¥) = kw”
and §((w*)*) = —k(w*)*. If {f,} € S(Z), {fjx} € S then {nf,} € S(Z) and {(j — k)fjx} € S
too. This proves that 6(f) € A for all f € A°. Being A* bounded J-invariant operators,
A® = A>® U [N, A*®] ¢ OP? and the triple is regular.

The algebra U9 of order < 0 pseudo-differential operators coincides with A>. By Weierstrass
theorem Tr y2ny) (f N ~7) is a holomorphic function of z € C for all f € S = ker o, thus ker o does

not contribute to the dimension spectrum, and we have to consider only elements of the form

F=3 " (')
All the terms in f are off-diagonal, except the one proportional to fy = % f g1 0(f)dd. The

function Tryz)(fN7?) = fo 2 _,en(n + 1)7% has meromorphic extension fp ((2), where ((z) is

the Riemann zeta-function. This concludes the proof. O

3.7.2 The U(1) x U(1)-equivariant spectral triple over S2,, s # 0

In this section we consider s # 0, and introduce the symbols p := 4 @ p— for the representation
of A(SZ,) over £2(N) & ¢*(N) defined by (3.37). In terms of the operators ¢" and w one has

g (A) = V2 — w\/ g2N+2)(s2 4 g2N+2) |

po(4) = =522, po(B) = sy (1= N42)(1 4 2N 2s2)

We have ¢V € S € A®, with A™ the algebra of the previous section. Since Sp(1—¢*V*2) c R
and the square root is holomorphic in an angular sector containing R™, by stability under
holomorphic functional calculus we deduce that 4 (A) and p(B) belong to A°; in particular,
pr(A) € S and py(B) =sw mod S. If we identify A(S’gs) with its representation u, and call

C%(85) = {(z+,2-) € A ® A¥ |o(x4) = o(2-)}

then A(SZ,) € C*°(S2,) € C(S3,) for all s # 0. That is, ‘smooth functions’ over SZ, contain
‘polynomial’ ones and are contained in ‘continuous’ ones.

From the direct sum of two copies of (3.42), passing to the diagonal (o(z4) = o(z_)) we
obtain the exact sequence (3.40). The morphism o(x1) = o(x_) = o5(x) is the one defined by
equation (3.31), for all z = 2z, ®x_ € C’(SQQS) (the equality holds for the generators A, B and
then for all the C*-algebra, all members of the equation being C*-algebra morphisms).

The definition of COO(S(?S) does not depend on s, so the quantum spheres (with s # 0) are
all isomorphic already at the smooth level.

Since the smooth algebra do not depend on s, we can apply the analysis made in [DDO06] for

the equatorial Podles sphere to prove that:

Proposition 3.18. (C*(52,),*(N) @ (*(N),N - F) is a regular even spectral triple. The di-

mension spectrum is {1}. The noncommutative integral is

][aN—l _ i/s oo(a)(0)d0 |
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for all a € C°°(S2,) and with oy the *-algebra morphism in equation (8.51).

Proof. Concerning the first claim, the non-trivial part is to prove regularity. Let 8 be the
algebra generated by C"’O(Sgs) and by commutators with D = NF, and let U0 the algebra
generated by B and iterated applications of 6 = [N, .] to B.

Notice that for any z =z @ x_ € C*°(52,), z1 — x_ € kero = S. Since we have
[N-F,z] =6(x)F + N(zy —xz_)F~,
with v = 1@ —1 the grading, and N -S C S, then
B CC:=C%(S5,)+C(SL,) F+8-Fy.

Recall that §(A*°) C A>: this means that € is d-invariant and then belongs to the smooth
domain OPY. This proves regularity. In particular, the algebra ¥V is still contained in €.
Any T € W% C ¢ can be written as T = x, @ z_ plus off-diagonal terms, with 4 € A>.
Therefore, for z € C with sufficiently large real part, the ‘zeta-type’ function associated to 7T is
given by

(r(2) = Treeqy (24 +2-)N77)

By Proposition 3.17, {r(z) has meromorphic extension on C \ {1} and the residue in z =1 is

][TN—1 = % {o(x4)(0) + o(z_)(0)}do .
Sl

If T = x4y & x_ belongs to the algebra C*°(S2,), then o(zy) + o(x_) = 204(T), and this

concludes the proof. O

Proposition 3.19. (C*(S5Z,),*(N) & (*(N), F) is a 1-summable non-trivial Fredholm module.

Proof. For all x = vy @ o_ € COO(SSS), [F,z] = (x4 — x_)F~ is a rapid decay matrix, so in

particular it is of trace class. Non-triviality follows from the computation

—_g2 n
Index(F,}) = §Tr(yF[F, e5]) = 175 Tr(y pu(A)) = (1 — ¢°) ZneN P =41,

with e, the idempotent in (3.21). The proof of the non-triviality of this Fredholm module already
appear, for s # 0,1, in [CP03b] at the C*-algebra level and using the projection |0)(0|® 0. O

3.7.3 The U(1)-equivariant spectral triple over S,

In this section we consider s = 0 and call p the representation of A(Sgo) over (?(N) defined by

3.37). In terms of the operators ¢~V and w one has
( P q

WA =N (B = V1w
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Thus p(A), u(B) belongs to A, and in particular they are in kero = S, so A(Sgo) is a sub-
algebra of the unitization ST of S,
A(S2) € C™(S%) =81 c C(S%) -
By restricting Proposition 3.17 to the subalgebra S* of A% we obtain the following,

Proposition 3.20. (C“(Sgo),éz(N), N) is a regular spectral triple, the dimension spectrum is

{1} and the noncommutative integral is

][aN_l = op(a)
for all f € A%, where oy is the (restriction of the) map in (3.39).
Since the Dirac operator N is positive, in the s = 0 case one has no non-trivial Fredholm

module associated with the triple. The spectral triples discussed in this sections appear very
different for s # 0 and for s = 0.

3.8 The homological dimension

Let x(a) = K2 >a be the modular automorphism for A(SZ,). We now give a simple proof that
HH$(A(SZ,)) # 0, i.e. that twisting the Hochschild homology ‘cures’ the dimension drop. The
twisted Hochschild homology groups of Sgs were computed in [Had07].

Let 5 := 2e; — 1 with eg the idempotent in (3.21), and call

n=ok)=(7 ")

with o the representation in (3.20). The tensor

wy = §Trea {mys® (L + %) (1 = 75)} = 3 ) 06 (1) % ® (14 Ys ) ® (1 = 7s)is
ijkl

is invariant. Indeed, by (2.37),
h>wy = %Trcz (na(h(l))t’}/s@(l +75)@(1 — ’yS)U(S*l(h(g)))t)
= gTrea (0 (5™ (h)) 1o (h1) 1@ (1 + 75)&(1 = 7))
where in last step we used cyclicity of the trace. But n = o(K?) = o(K?)! and so
a(S™H ) o (h))' = o (hay K28 (h)) = o (hayS(h)K?) = e(h)n
where we used (3.5). This proves the invariance of ws, i.e. h>ws = €(h)wa.
By using s(7s)n = n7ys and 42 = 1 we compute
bewy = 1 Tre2 (s © 1 — 1 @ 175)
= 1{Trc2(n7s) ®1 = 1® Tre2(nys) } -

1—s2

71 .
—q) T is a

with b, the boundary operator defined in Section 2.7. Since Trcz(n7ys) = (g

scalar, we get b,wo = 0 and so:
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Proposition 3.21. The tensor wy is an invariant twisted Hochschild 2-cycle.

For ¢ = 1, the image of wy under the isomorphism (2.10) is the volume form on S2. This
justify the interpretation of wy as ‘twisted orientation’.

We now apply Lemma 2.12 to construct twisted cocycles. Consider the Fredholm module
(.A(SQQS),H, F,~) of Section 3.6. From the crossed product relation, the automorphism x is
implemented on H by K 2.

Lemma 3.22. The multilinear map

chg’”(ao, cey Q) = %TrH(K_2*yF[F, apl[Fyai1]...[F,ay))

is a Uy(su(2))-invariant twisted Hochschild n-cocycle on A(Sgs), for all even n > 2.

Proof. Invariance follows from (3.5), that is S™'(h)K =2 = K=25(h), and from equivariance of
the representation of A(SZ) on H. By Lemma 2.12, to prove that chf® is a cocycle we need

just to check that it is well defined; that is, the operators
K7 2[F, ao)[F,ai] ... [F, ay)

must be of trace class for all n > 2 and for all ag,...,a, € A(Sgs). Since trace-class operators
are a two-sided ideal in B(H), it is sufficient to do the computation for n = 2. By Lemma 3.6
the matrix coefficients of [F,a;] are bounded by ¢!, thus coefficients of K ~2[F, ao][F, a1][F, as]

are bounded by ¢3~2™ < ¢! and the operator is of trace class. ]

That HH$(A(S2,)) is not zero is a corollary of the following three lemmas.

Lemma 3.23. Let H' = H/. @ H_ be a (separable) Hilbert space and P : H'. — H_ be a
Fredholm operator with quasi-inverse P*. Let ) be an even selfadjoint operator with dense
domain in H' and discrete spectrum. Let n € N such that Q(1 — PP*)™ and Q(1 — P*P)™ are

of trace class, and assume [P,Q] =0 on H'_. Then
Q-Index(P) = Tryy, Q(1 — P*P)" — Tryy Q(1— PP*)"
where the ‘Q-index’ is defined by

Q'IndeX(P) = TrkerP(Q) — Treoker P(Q) .

Proof. Since ) commutes with P*P (resp. with PP*), we can find an orthonormal basis of H’,

(resp. of H'_) made of joint eigenvectors of Q and P*P (resp. @ and PP*). Let

Eo(\p) ={veH, ‘ P*Pv=\v, Qu=pv},
Ei(\p) = {v cH- ‘ PP*v=M\v, Qu = ,uv} .
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Since P*P (resp. PP*) is (the identity plus) a positive compact operator, it can be diagonalized
and its eigenspaces are all finite dimensional. Since P(P*P) = (PP*)P and ) commutes with
P, the operator P maps Fg(\, u) into Eq (A, p). Similarly P* : Eq(\, p) — Eog(A, p). For A # 0

we have the linear isomorphisms

A= P*P’EO(/\,M) : EO()\7/U’) = El(/\vu) = E0<)\7/J/) )
A= PP*’El(/\,u) : El()‘a,u) = EO()HM) = El()‘mu“) )

thus P and P* are both bijective linear maps and dim Ep(A, ) = dim Eq (A, ) for all A # 0.

Using this equality we compute
Trr, Q(L = P*P)" — Tryy Q1 — PP*)" = 3 (1 — A {dlim Eg(A, 1) — dim By (A, )}
A

= p{dim Eo(0, ) — dim E1(0, 1) } = Trieer p(Q) — Treoer P(Q) -
"

This concludes the proof. O
Lemma 3.24. The pairing chg’”(wg) is giwen by the ‘q-index’ of the operator .\ in (2.2),
F, _ _
chy ™ (w2) = g-Index(F)) := Ty, s (K n) — Troer F (K 2n) .

Proof. By definition
chy " (wa) = =3 Trpgee (K 20y FIF, e5)) .

Since vF and K21 both commute with [F,e;], with some algebraic manipulation and using

[F,es] = es[F,es] + [F, es]es we get

chg"{(wg) = Tryge2 (K_Qn’y(es — 65F65F65)2)
= Tryy, (K20(1 — FLFD)?) — Tryy (K 2n(1 = FEFC)?)

€s™ €Es

where Hy = (1 £7)es(H® C?), F,f : H!, — H_ is given by (2.2) and F,_ := (F.))*. Now we
apply Lemma 3.23 to Q@ = K%, P = F,' and H' = H/, & H’_, and obtain the desired result
(since Q = K 27 is given in diagonal form in the basis of harmonic spinors, it is immediate to

extend it to a self-adjoint operator). O

Lemma 3.25. We have
g-Index(F.") = [2N] .
In particular, the class of wy in HH5(A(S2,)) is not zero.
Proof. The idempotent ey satisfies (2.37) for all h € Uy(su(2)), with o the spin 1/2 representa-
tion in (3.20). As a consequence, if we define the action of h € U,(su(2)) on w € H ® C? as in

(2.38),
hew:= U(Sfl(h(l)))t hgypw,
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then

hwy (esw) =es(hww) .

Using the Clebsch-Gordan rules (3.7), with |+) = ¢~ 1/2 ((1]) and |-) = —¢!/? ((1)), we identify the

following orthonormal basis of H ® C2:

A e ;|
1. _\/qi[?’l—@ergﬂﬁN) B . ,
i =\ T gy | M
T — 5, — 5,:':
¢~ ) [14m+1] 1 1.
N \/l:|l+—,m+—,:pN>
Vi = 2 e [=|N| LN+

Hl—mA1] 1 1. ’
%“‘1‘5,771—5,?]\”

b

1
PR

which transform under the ‘black’ action » as in (3.2) (with w =1). We set vﬁ”ll ., = 0and
27

start counting from [ = |N| — % for both v! and v!. Left multiplication of these vectors by e

gives
:l:v :t, :l:,
esvlmI = aljfvamT + blj’[svlmf , (3.43a)
i’ :l:y :l:,
esviy = bt + (1= af vt (3.43b)
where for all [ # |N| — %,
b = LS+ Pen(l— ) TR Sy U U5 L EUNEE
Ls q2](1 + s2) ’ bs m 1482\ 220 +1] T 2/

with an(l) and Bx (1) the coefficients in (3.27), while for [ = |N| — 3,

+ - + —
alN‘_%ﬁ = 5s1gnN,$1 ) b\N|—%,s =0.

The map N — —N changes sign to the g-index (it is equivalent to changing the sign of the

grading ), thus it is sufficient to consider the case .
Since ay(l) = 0 if and only if | = |N|, we have bits # 0 for all I # |[N| — } and the sum
(aif,)?+ (bi")? is invertible. Therefore, the following orthonormal basis of H® C? is well defined:

| 1 Lo R 1
w = (a;" v b v Yl> N[ 41
I,m (alits)Q—i- (big)2( l,s “l,m l,s l,m) ) > | | L
+,1 1 Coer 4 o4y 1
w; ) = ————————— (b v —a ;) V> N+ 1
l,m (afs)2+(bf8)2( Ls “lm — “ls l,m) 5 > |N|+1,

[| .+l
Um — UlN‘—%Jn ,
L L 77J/
Uy, i= U|N‘—%,m )

From (3.43) it follows that this basis is made of eigenvectors of e:

+.1
esw =

1 _
m =W m m Im esv,, = 0.
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By definition, the kernel of Fj; is the span of the vectors {le:;Uv vlr‘n which are annihilated by

esF', while the cokernel is the span of the vectors {wl_, 7;!} which are annihilated by ezF'.

Since F sends v* into vF, we have:

H
+
=
H
[\

) _ (o

— 0 T = CL+CL7 +b bi ij’H .
l,m :t)2+(b:t )2( l,sl,s ) lm

GSF’LU l,s”l,s

The fraction in last equation is always different from zero. If a;rsafs + bfsb;s =0, then w;rr’,! is

in the kernel of Ff, wl_r’)‘ll is in the cokernel and by

(wi K nwll) = (w il K2y = g7

m

their contributions to g-Index(F;") cancel each other. Since

esFU‘T‘n = esv# =0,

the vectors UW|L = Ul}L\;‘l_ 1, are in the kernel of Fet and we have
>
N-1/2 N-1/2
+\ +,1 -2+l _ —2m __
g-Index(F.") = Z <U|N‘7%7m,K nv|N‘7%7m> = Z q = [2N].
m=—N+1/2 m=—N+1/2
This concludes the proof. ]

As a corollary, since HH5(A(SZ,)) has (at least) one non-zero element, it is not zero and so
there is no dimension drop.

A result similar to Lemma 3.25 was obtained by [Wag07] for the standard sphere: he com-
puted the g-index of a fixed F' (coming from the Fredholm module with N = 1/2) twisted with
the generic idempotent with charge n € Z; here the idempotent is fixed (is the one with charge
1) while the Fredholm module is generic and depends on the half integer N.

We conclude with some remarks. We have constructed a non-trivial element [wq] € HHY,
with % the modular automorphism, given on generators by x(A4) = A, k(B) = ¢*B, k(B*) =
q 2B*. From Theorem 4.6 of [Had07] we know that HHS ~ C if o is a positive power of the
modular automorphism oy,04, and HHS ~ 0 for all other automorphisms. From equation (5)
of [Had07] we deduce that his generators are related to ours by a replacement B « B*, and
from the definition of oy,0q [Had07, eq. (17)] we deduce that x and op,0q are indeed the same
automorphism. Thus, we can conclude that HH4 ~ C and that [w9] is a generator.

Dually, we proved that chg ™ has non-trivial class in HH2. We want to compare this result
with [SWO04]. In that paper the authors define a twisted 2-cocycle for the standard Podles
sphere, with twist o given by the inverse of the modular automorphism [SW04, equation (29)]:
ola) =K ?va=r"'(a) =0, (a),forallae A(S’go). It is then consistent that their cocycle,
as explained in Section 6 of [Had07], has a non-trivial class in cyclic cohomology but is trivial

in Hochschild cohomology.
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Chapter 4

The 4-dimensional quantum

orthogonal sphere

In this chapter we construct an equivariant regular even spectral triple on S;l following [DDLOS].
This spectral triple is a deformation of the canonical one associated to the round sphere S?,
and the Dirac operator has undeformed spectrum. We discuss analytical properties, construct a
weak real structure, and prove that the noncommutative integral is the integral over the space
of characters of the algebra. We give also an explicit expression of the Haar state in a basis of
monomials in x;’s, and construct a twisted Hochschild 4-cycle which may be interpreted as the
‘orientation’.

We repeat here Definition 2.27 of the coordinate algebra A(Sf;) of the quantum orthogonal
(with ¢ = 1, 2), subject

4-sphere. This is the *-algebra generated by five elements x¢ = (), z;, =}

to the relations:
:vi:zj:q2xjmi, VO<i<ji<2,
riwy = ¢ wjx; Vi#j,
4N 2
[z1,71] = (1 = ¢")g
(23, w2] = aiwy — ¢'mya}

2Rz +aany =1,

Recall that 0 < ¢ < 1.

4.1 The symmetry Hopf algebra U,(so(5))

We call Uy(so(5)) the real form of the Drinfeld-Jimbo deformation of soc(5), correspond-
ing to the Euclidean signature (+,+,4+,+,+); it is a real form of the Hopf algebra called

Uy(so(5)) in [KS97, Section 6.1.2]. As a x-algebra, U,(so(5)) is generated by the elements
K, = K;k,Ki_l,Ei,Fi = E, i=1,2 (i — 3 — i with respect to the notations of [KS97]), with

81
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relations:
(K1, K2] =0, KiK' =K1K =1,
K2-K?2
B, 5] = 0~
KEK " =¢E; KE;K ' =q'E; ifi#5,

and with the ones obtained by conjugation and Serre relations. These are explicitly given by

E\E3 — (" + ¢ *) 2B By + B3 =0, (4.1a)
E3Ey — (* +1+q ) (BiFyE, — E\EyFY) — FRE} =0, (4.1b)

together with their adjoints. Serre relations can be written in a more compact form by defining

[a,b]q := ¢ab — ba. Then, (4.1) are equivalent to
[Ea, [Er, Eolglg =0, [En [Er, [Er, Er]glg) =0
The Hopf algebra structure (A, €, .S) of Uy(so(5)) is given by:
AK;=K;®K;,, AFE;=E oK, +K '®E;,

E(KZ) =1 s E(EZ) =0 s
S(Ki) =K', S(E)=—¢E;.
For any non-negative n1,ns such that no € %N and ng — nq, € N there is an irreducible repre-

y [KS97]. We call it “the

, since the highest weight vector is an eigenvector

sentation of Uy(s0(5)) whose representation space we denote by Viy, n,

9

representation with highest weight (n1,ns)
of Kj and K K5 with eigenvalues ¢! and ¢™2, respectively.

Irreducible representations with highest weight (0,1) and (3,1) (the ones that we need ex-
plicitly) can be found in [Cha94] and are recalled presently. We use the shorthand notation
Vii=Voy ifl € Nand V, := V(%’l) ifl e N+ % The vector space Vj, for all | € %N, has
orthonormal basis |, m1, mg; j), with the labels (mq, ma, j) satisfying the following constraints.
Forl e N:

i=0,1,...,1, Jj—|mi| €N, l—j—|mgo| €2N,

while forleN—l—%:
s =11, j—|mi| €N, l+3—j—|mo €N,

Notice that for any admissible (I,mq1,mq,j) there exists a unique e € {O,i%} such that
[+e—j—mg€2N (that is, e = 0if I € Nand e = L(=1)t277™ if | € N+ 1). We

shall need the coefficients,

az(j,mz)z[l \/[ljm2+e][l+j+m2+3+e] (4.2a)

2] 20+ le) + 112G — lel) +3]
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VIE—€e2i+1) —mo+ 1]l — €(2j + 1) + ma + 2]

b, ma) = 2 212 +2) S )
, (=12 [I—j+ma+2—¢€[l+j—ma+1—¢
= 4.2
) =g R+ 1) PG -+ 1 )
where, as usual, [2] := (¢° — ¢ %)/(q¢ — ¢~ 1) denotes the g-analogue of a number z.

The #-representation o : Uy(so(5)) — End(V]) is defined by the assignments,
o1(K1) |1, my, ma; g™ |l mi,mas j)
qmz—m1 ’l7 my, m27.7> )

o(Ey
o1(Ey

VI —mallj +mi+ 1 ,my + 1,ma;5)
VI —mi+ 1 —ma + 2 a(f,ma) l,my — 1,me + 1;5 + 1)

I, m1, ma;

) Jj) =
o1(K2) |l,m1,ma; j) =
) Jj) =
) Jj) =

|lam17m2;

+ Vi +millj —mi + b, me) |I,mi — 1,ma + 1;5)
+ Vi +millf +mi — 1 e(,me) |l,mg —1,me+1;5 —1) .

The representation symbol o; will be suppressed, when there is no risk of ambiguity.
For | € N the representation o; is real. That is, there is an antilinear map C' : V; — V, which
satisfies C? = 1 and Coy(h)C = 07(S(h)*). It is explicitly given by

C |l ma,ma; ) o= (=)™ ¢*"2 I, =1, —ma; j) - (4.3)

The operator
Cri=q 'K{ +qK{ %+ (¢ — ¢ ') EiFy (4.9)
is a Casimir for the subalgebra generated by (K, K| L Eq, Fy). For future reference, we note

the action of C; on a vector of V;, with [ € %N; it is

Cy|l,mi,ma; 3) = (¢ + ¢ 27 |l,ma, ma; 5) (4.5)

4.2 General properties of the quantum 4-sphere

In the next Propositions we summarize some well known facts [KS97].

Proposition 4.1. The algebra A(Sf]l) is an Uy(so(5))-module x-algebra for the action given by
Kivayi=qr1, Kovpmy=qrs, Kobai=gq ‘a1,

1/2

Eiyvxo=q /a1, Ey> a1 =29,

Fi>aq :q1/2[2]w0 , F11>370:—q73/2x“f Forxy=x1,
while the action is trivial in all other cases:

K11>.CUQ:JJ(), KQDSUQ::L‘(), K11>562::L‘2,

EQD&Z():ElDJZl:E11>332:E21>132:0, FQD.TQIFQD.CClelDJIQ:O.
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The action on the z}’s is determined by compatibility with the involution:
Kiva* ={K;'va}*, Eiva* ={—qFi>a}l”, Eova* = {—¢Fyra}lt.

Proof. The algebra .A(Sg) is the quotient of the x-algebra C(z) — the free *-algebra generated
by the z;’s — by the ideal generated by suitable degree < 2 polynomials. The bijective linear
map from the linear span of {zg, 1,27, x2, 25} to the representation space V) defined (modulo

a global proportionality constant) by
€r2 = |07 1,0> , L1+ |1707 1> y Lo (q[2])71/2 ’070a 1> ) J"T = —q |_1707 1> ) I‘; = q3 ’07 _170> )

is a unitary equivalence of U,(so(5))-modules (the real structure C' on V; being implemented
by the * operation on z;’s). This guarantee that C(x) is an U,(so(5))-module *-algebra.
It may help to draw the weight diagram of V[ ), with each generator of the .A(Sg) in the

position corresponding to its weight.

(0,1) T2
k ‘_\
N N
N N
N N
e —> o —> o T} —> To —> 1
x r
N \\
N N
\ *
. T3

A solid arrow indicates points that can be joined by applying F; (the reverse arrow corresponds
to F1), a dashed arrow indicates points that can be joined by applying Es (the reverse arrow cor-
responds to Fy). In the left diagram, the highest weight vector is denoted by its weight (n1, ng).
A bullet indicates a weight with multiplicity 1, an empty circle a weight with multiplicity 2.
The polynomials generating the ideal which defines A(S;L), that is

vij = 29T — ¢PaT 0<i<j<2,
wy = afeg gl i

up = [2], 2] = (1 - ¢")af

uy =[5, wo] — a1 — ¢y

c::x%—i-xlx”{—i-xgx;‘—l,

span the real representations Vp and V/(; 1 inside the tensor product V3 ® Vi. More precisely, ¢
is invariant and spans Vy while the remaining polynomials are drawn in the weight diagram of

the adjoint representation V{; 1) in the position corresponding to their weight.

o — > o —> (17 1) W12 —> Vo2 —> V12
x x x LN
N N N\ N
\ \ N \
N N . N \
® — > 0 —> vg1 —> {ur,u2} — vou
x x r x
N N N\ N
\ \ N \
N N N \

e — > o — > o Uiz —> Yoy —> W21
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As before, one moves in the direction of solid (resp. dashed) arrows by applying E; (resp. E2).

So, for example, one checks that Fq>vg; =0 and Fy > v, = —q_l/2

ug.
Since .A(S;l) is the quotient of the U, (so(5))-module *-algebra C(z) by an ideal which is invariant

under Uy(so(5)), it is itself an U, (so(5))-module *-algebra. O
Proposition 4.2. There is an isomorphism A(S;l) ~ Pen Vi of left Uy(so(5))-modules.

Proof. A linear basis for A(S]) is made of monomials z(°z}" (z})"2x5* with ng,n1,ny € N,
n3 € Z and with the notation z3® := (23)I™! if n3 < 0. Such a monomial is an eigenvector
of Ky (resp. K1K») with eigenvalue ny — ng (resp. n3). Thus, the generic eigenvector v of K
and K» is a sum of monomials with n; — no and ng fixed. Since Fs sends 1 to g, being the
basis monomials linearly independent, we deduce that v is annihilated by Fs iff it contains only

monomials with n; = 0:
_ no *\ T ns3
v = g L CngTp (x])"xy .
0

Finally, the condition E;>v = 0 implies that v must be independent of z¢ and x]. We conclude

that highest weight vectors are of the form xlz — corresponding to the weight (0,1), l € N —

and A(S;l) decomposes as a multiplicity free direct sum of highest weight representations with
weights (0,1). O

The algebra A(Sé‘) has two inequivalent irreducible infinite dimensional representations. The
representation space is the Hilbert space £2(N?) and the representations are given by
o |k, ko) = 2R |y ko)

1 |k, ko) = ¢\ /1 — At |y + 1, k), (4.6)

xo k1, ko) = /1 — ¢ Rt |y ko + 1), .

The direct sum of these representations, with obvious grading + and operator F given by

F'|k1, ko), := |k1, k2)4, constitutes a 1-summable Fredholm module over A(S]).

Recall the Definition 2.24 of SU,(2) and the Definition 2.23 of the equatorial Podles sphere

S(?Q = S’gl with parameter ¢.

Proposition 4.3. There is a *-algebra morphism ¢ : A(Sy) — A(SU,(2)) ® A(S§2) defined by:

p(zo) = —(af+ ") ® A,
plx1) = (- +q (")) 0 A, (4.7)
o) =12 B.

*

Proof. One proves by direct computation that the five p(z;), p(x;)* satisfy all the defining

relations of A(Sy). O
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4.3 The modules of chiral spinors

We apply the general theory of Section 2.10.2, to the case A = A(S]) and U = Uy(so(5)). In
the present case x(a) = K{KS > a is the modular automorphism [KS97, Section 11.3.4]. We
shall use the notations of Section 4.1 for the irreducible representations (V}, o) of Uy(so(5)).

By Proposition 4.2 we have the equivalence .A(Sf;) ~ Py Vi as left Uy(so(5))-modules.
Using Lemma 2.18 for N = 1, we deduce that on the vector space @, y Vi there exists at least
one #-representation of the crossed product A(S;) % Uy(so0(5)) that extends the *-representation
Bren a1 of Uy(s0(5)).

Let e € Maty(A(S7)) be the following idempotent:

1+ 29 Py —qx1 0
e:= 1 q_3x§ L= ¢*xo 0 ¢ . (4.8)
2 —qile 0 1 — ¢?xo o
0 qxy q3x5 1+ gz

By direct computation one proves that KlsKS >e* = e = e and then, by Lemma 2.20, e
defines an orthogonal projection 7, by equation (2.36), on the linear space A(S;l)4 with inner

product (2.32). Next, let o : Uy(so(5)) — Maty(C) be the *-representation defined by

972 0 0 0 1 0 00
0 ¢/2 0 0 0 ¢t 00
o(Kip) = 1 , o(Ks2) = , (4.9a)
0 0 ¢V 0 0 g 0
0 0 0 q¢2 0 0 1
0010 0 000
00 01 0000
o(E7) = , o(FEy) = . 4.9b
(E1) 0 000 (E2) 0100 ( )
0 000 0000
Again, by direct computation one proves that:
Kibe = J(Ki)ed(Ki)_l s (4.10&)
Eive=0(F)eo(K;) ' —q¢ o(K;) teo(F) . (4.10b)

Since o(K;) = o(K;)! and o(F;) = o(E;)!, we conclude that condition (2.37) is satisfied and
that m and 7+ = 1 — 7 project A(S7)* onto *-subrepresentations of A(S;) % Uy(so(5)).

We state the main Proposition of this section.

Proposition 4.4. There exist two inequivalent representations of the crossed product algebra
A(S7) x Ug(s0(5)) on @,cy 2 Vi that extend the representation @,cn,1 01 of Ug(so(5)).
2 2

The proof is in two steps. We first prove (in Lemma 4.5) that w(A(S7)*) and 7+ (A(S])*)
are not equivalent as representations of the algebra A(S7). Then we prove (in Lemma 4.6) that

as Uy(s0(5)) representations they are both equivalent to @, cn 1 Vi-
2
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Lemma 4.5. The idempotent e in (4.8) splits .A(S;l)4 into two inequivalent x-representations
of the crossed product algebra A(S;) x Uy(so(5)).

Proof. To prove the statement we apply Lemma 2.22. We use the Fredholm module associated

to the representation on ¢?(N) @ ¢?(N), and defined by equation (4.6). From (2.3) we have

Index(F,") = 3 Tremecs (VF[F, €])
= 1(1 = ¢*)*Tremec: (VF[F, 2q))

_ o 2\2 2(k1+k2) —
(1=d) Zkl,kzeNq L.

By Lemma 2.22 this proves that the two representations of .A(Sg) are inequivalent. The state-
ment of the Proposition 4.4 follows from the obvious observation that if the two representations
of the crossed product algebra were equivalent, their restrictions to representations of A(S;l)

would be equivalent too. O
Lemma 4.6. 7(A(S7)*) ~ 7+ (A(S])*) ~ ®leN+% Vi as Uy(so(5)) representations.

Proof. In this proof, ‘~’ always means equivalence of representations of U,(so(5)).

Since o in (4.9) is just the spin representation Vj , in matrix form, the representation of
Uq(so(5)) on .,4(,5';1)4 is the Hopf tensor product of the representation over A(Sé‘) with the rep-
resentation Vi 5. From A(Sj}) ~ @,y Vi and from the decomposition V; @ V; /9 =~ Vl—% @ 1+1
for all 1 € {1,2,3,...}, we deduce that A(S;)* ~ @leNJr%(Vl @ V;) and then,

T(AS)) =P, miVie THASYH =D, i Vi
2

leN+1
with multiplicities mfE to be determined, such that ml+ +m; =2. Forle N+ %, the vectors
-1
vl:t =Ty 2 (1 + o, :I:quQv +qx1, 0) )

are highest weight vectors, being annihilated by both F; and E5, and have weight (%, l). Fur-
thermore, v;"(1 — €) = v; e = 0. Thus, v;" € 7(A(S7)*) and v € WL(A(Sg)‘l).

Then in both modules 77(.,4(5;1)4) and WL(A(S’;‘)ZL) each representation Vi, I € N + 1, appears
with multiplicity mljE > 1. Since mf +m; = 2, we deduce that mljE =1foralll e N+ % O

4.4 Equivariant representations

Next, we construct Ug(so(5))-equivariant representations of A(S;) which classically correspond
to the left regular and chiral spinor representations. The representation spaces will be (the
closure of) @,y Vi and EBIGNJF% V], respectively.

Equivariance of a representation means that it is a representation of the crossed product

algebra A(S;) % Uy(s0(5)). The latter is defined by the crossed relations ha = (h(y) > a)hg) for
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all a € A(S7) and h € Uy(so(5)). Explicitly, the relations among the generators read:

[K1,20] =0, Kz = g1 Ky, Kiry = 1Ky
[K2,20] =0, Kyxy = q ' Ko Kory = qua Ky
[Ey, o) = ¢ 121Ky Eizy =q 'z By, Eyxg = x9Fy (411)
[F1, z0] = —q_l/zKla:’{ , Flay =q ‘o Fy + q1/2[2]x0K1 , Fiag = a9 .
[E2, 0] =0, Eyry = qr1 By + 22Ks Eyxy = q 'aoEs
[Fa,20] =0, Foxi = qu1 Fy Foxg = q laoFo + 21Ky .

In previous Section we proved that on @, V; there is at least one equivariant representation,
the left regular one, and that on ;¢ 1 V} there are at least two equivariant representations,
corresponding to the projective modules A(S;l)‘le and A(S;‘)‘L(l — e). In this section we prove
that on such spaces there are no other equivariant representations (modulo unitary equivalences)
besides the ones just mentioned.

Let us denote with |I,m1,mg;j) the basis of the representation space V; of Uy(so(5)) as

discussed in Section 4.1. From the first two lines of (4.11) we deduce that

Zo |l’m17m2;j> = ZA;ZI/:Z? l,7m17m2;j,> ) (412&)
v

Il |lvmlam2;j> = ZB]”EI/ZZ"E/Q |l/am1 + 1)m2;j/> ) (412b)
.5

o |l,my,ma; §) = CTETR U my,my + 15 5) (4.12¢)

ll,jl

with coefficients to be determined. Notice that from the crossed relations

z1|l,m1,ma; j) = (Faws — ¢ taaFo) Kyt |1, my, ma; 5)

o |l,my,ma; j) = ¢ 22 (Fiwy — gt FO) K | ma, mas )
the matrix coefficients of g and x7 can be expressed in term of the coeflicients of xs.

Lemma 4.7. Let k € N. The following formule hold:

=0 if k> j

F |1, m1,mo; j) = 1 s (4.13a)
£0 ifk<j+m
=0 if k> j—

EY |l,m1,mo; j) = 1 Jom (4.13b)

Proof. By direct computation:

FE\,my,me;§) = VI +ma)lf +ma — 1] [ +my — k+1] x

><\/[j—m1+1][j—m1+2]...[j—m1+k] |l,mq — k,ma;7) .



4.4. EQUIVARIANT REPRESENTATIONS 89

The second square root is always different from zero since the g-analogues are in increasing
order and j —mj + 1 > 1. In the first square root g-analogues are in decreasing order and are
all different from zero if and only if j +m; — k+ 1 > 1. This proves equation (4.13a).

In the same way one establishes (4.13b), by using the equation

Ef|l,mi,ma;j) = [j —mallj —m1 —1]...[f —m1 — k + 1] x

XV +mi+ 0 +m+2l. G +m 4k |Lmy+ kmesg) . O
Lemma 4.8. The coefficients in (4.12) satisfy:

mi,ma __ mi,m2 __ : - -/ mi,ma __ : -/ -
Ajap =By =01 [j=g1>1,  Cipapy=0if j#5.

Proof. From (4.11), (4.13a) and (4.13b) we derive:

j—mi1+1 : —jtma—1,. pj—mi+l .
BT g |l may,mas ) = ¢ 7T T e BT |1 ma, mes §) =0

g +mi+2 g Ama+2 ok g ma+2

i |U,my +1,ma;5") U',mi+1,me;5") =0.

E{—ml'f‘l |l/

We expand the left hand sides and use the independence of the vectors ,mi + 1,ma; 5"

-/
g +m1+2
Fy

and |l,m1,ma;7) to arrive at the conditions:

0,

) | — +1
By B

U',my + 1,m2;j'>}

pm1,msa | i’ +mi+2 I
Bjirr {Fl |1, ma,ma; ) } =0.

By (4.13b) the curly brackets in the first line are different from zero if j —my +1 < 7' —mq — 1,

Bml ;12

ie. must be zero if j' > j+2. By (4.13a) the curly brackets in the second line is different

7,300l
from zero if ' +m1 +2 < j+myq, i.e. B;Z%ﬁ? must be zero if 7/ < j — 2. This proves 1/3 of the
statement

Bl =0 Vi ¢{i—1,5,j+1}.

A similar argument applies to xg. From the coproduct of ET we deduce:

n
Efag =3 [”] (E¥ b 20) EPFKE = 0BT — [n)g 22, BV UK,
k=0 K
This implies that E{_m1+2:cg |l,m1,ma9;j) = 0 and Fljl+m1+2:cg |I!;m1,ma;7) = 0. From these
conditions we deduce that also zg shift j by {0, £1} only.
Finally, let C; be the Casimir element in equation (4.4). Then [Ci,z2] = 0 and from (4.5) we

deduce that z9 is diagonal on the index j. O
Lemma 4.9. The coefficients in (4.12c) satisfy

CTmE =0 if |l —1'|>1 orif [I—I'|=0 and [ €N,
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Proof. The elements {z;, 2} are a basis of the irreducible representation V;. Covariance of
the action tells that x; |I,m1, mg; j) and x|, m1,mg; j) are a basis of the tensor representation
Vi ® Vi. Equations (14-15) in Chapter 7 of [KS97] tells that V1 @ Vi ~ Vj_1 @& Vj4; if [ € N
and that Vi @ V; ~ Vi1 @ Vi @ Vjyq if I € N+ £ (with V;_y omitted if { —1 < 0). This
Clebsh-Gordan decomposition tells that x |I, m1,mg; j) is in the linear span of the basis vectors
[l',mi,mo+ 1;j) with I’ =1 = £1if | € Nor with I’ —{ = 0,41 if | € N+ 1. This concludes the
proof of the Lemma. O

4.4.1 Computing the coefficients of x,

From Lemma 4.9, we have to consider only the cases j' = j, |I'—I| < 1ifl € N+ 1 or [I'—I| = 1if

[ € N. The condition [F1, x2] = 0 implies that CZ}%}Q =: Cﬁ?l, is independent of m,. Equations

(Eywg — q 129 FEs) |l, —j,ma; j) = 0 and (Foxly — qriFy) I, j,me + 1;§) = 0 imply, respectively:

ClPNI —j—me—1+€lll +j+ma+4d+€] =Cr g VIl—j—ma+ell+j+mat+3+4,

CTENI+i—met+3—ell—j+me—e =Cl2 gVl +j—mo+2 ¢l —j+ma+1-¢],

with €, €’ € {0,£3} determined by the conditions [ +€—j —mo € 2N and I’ — € — j —my € 2N,
Notice that if I’ — € 2N + 1 then € = ¢, while if I’ — [ € 2N then ¢ = —¢. Looking at the cases
I — 1 = %1, we deduce that

VI+37+mo+3+¢

. q—%(j+m2)
2
Iyl 41

ma

C.
VI—j—ma+e 1

depend on j + ms only through their parity (i.e. they depend only on the value of €). Similarly,

and

q%(j—mz) q%(j—mﬂ

m2 and m2

C o
VI—j+me+2—¢ W Jlr)—ma =g ot

depend on j —mg only through their parity. Combining these informations, we deduce that the

following elements do not depend on the exact value of j, mo, but only on the value of ¢,

—mo

q m
' ; Cii = Crina(e)
VIE+i+ma+3+ell—j+me+2—¢€ il l+1
g .
Cl_1 = Cli-1(e) -

\/[l—j—m2+ﬁ][l+j—m2+1—e] J

If [ € N there are no other coefficients C’;T;Ql, to compute. If I ¢ N, we have to compute also

C’]’?"l”Ql. In this case € = —e and we get

Cﬁfl\/[l—j—mg—1—6][l+j+m2+4—e] :C;’ffl%lq_l\/[l—j—mg—|—6][l+j—|—m2+3—|—e],
ClpNI+i—ma+3—ell—j+ma—e =CIl g/l +j—ma+2+€ell—j+ma+1+4.

Again, looking at the two cases € = :l:% we deduce that

m 1 q_%(j—i_mQ) m 1
o i 2 sp .o 1
Cj,hl if e = 5 and C. if e = 3

q—%(j+m2)
\/[l—l—%—j—mz] \/[l+%+j+m2+2]
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do not depend on j + ma (this time € is fixed, then the parity of j + mq is fixed). Similarly,
q%(j—mz) q%(j—m2)

\/[l+%+j—m2+1]

mo
CJ,l,l

N[

my e 1 o
Cj,l,l 1f6—2 and if e=

I+ = +m+1]

do not depend on j —mg. Combining these informations, we deduce that the following element

do not depend on the exact value of j, mg, but only on the value of e:

—ma

q
VIE=2ej —ma+1— €[l —2¢j +ma+2—¢

C],l,l = Cll( ) -

The denominator of the left hand side is just [27][2j42]b;(j, m2) with b; the coefficient in equation
(4.2b). The formula C7% = ¢"2[2]][2j + 2]bi(j, m2)Ciy(€) is valid for all I, since by(j, m2) vanish
for [ integer.

Summarizing, we find that

Cly ="V +j+ma+3+€ll—j+ma+2—€Crile), (4.14a)
Ci = q"™ 124125 + 2]bu(j, m2) Cra(e) , (4.14b)
Cjn:;’l 1= me\/[Z —j — mo + 6][l —I—j —mo+1— 6] Cl,l—l(e) , (4.140)

with coeflicients Cj y(€) to be determined.

4.4.2 Computing the coefficients of x;

From Lemma 4.8, we have to consider only the three cases j/ = j,j7 + 1. Using equation

Eix1 = q 'z Ey we get,
q_ml mi,msa q_ml_l m;—i—l,mg
VO m A G w2 Ty 2 g 3] M
q_ml m},mg _ q_ml_l m;—l—l,mg
VI —mli+mi+ 1 5 —my =1+ + 2] PP
qiml ml,mg qimlil mi+1,mao

B i

We see that the left hand sides of these three equations are independent of mq, and call:

By = ™+ m + 1 A ma + 2B (4.152)
B = g™/ =l +ma + 1 B2, (4.15b)
Bl = qml\/[j —malj —ma =1 B2, (4.15¢)

Imposing the condition x1 Ky = Foxy — ¢ '22F> on the subspace spanned by |l j, m2;j) (so

mi,mg __ mi,ma _ . .
my1 = j and B iy = Bj,j—l,l,l’ = 0 on this subspace) we get:
m2

. — . 1
q B;tlj2+1,l,l’ = Cl’(] +1, WZ)CZE/ —q lcl(] +1,mg — )CJ+217171/ .
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From this we deduce that, that since coeflicients C}Tfl, vanishes for |[ —I'| > 1, also B;.”j?+1 L is

zero in these cases. In the remaining three cases I’ = [,1 & 1, using equation (4.14) we get:

Citme—e [UH+7H+ma+3+€[l+j—ma+3—¢
B™2 = (—1)%¢gl-dtmae [ . . Criy1(e),  (4.16a)
EARC 207 + lel) + 1][2(5 — [e]) + 3] .
, 4L +5—2emo+ 2]l + 21 —j— 2emy]
m _ 2el—j+mgo—2+43¢ \/ 2 2
Bl = —2€eq 2 217 Cri(e), (4.16b)
it — l—j+mg—€|[l —7—mg+ ¢
B™ = (—1)%tlgltma—3+e [ , : Cyi_1(e) . 4.16¢
e = 20+ 1) + 1J2G — [ +3] W ()
Imposing qriKy = x5Ey — ¢ 'Fax} on the subspace spanned by |I/,—j + 1,mg;5 — 1) (so
;”jll’?Z = Bﬁlﬁl? ;» = 0 on this subspace) we get:

m ma B . mo -1 . mo—1
q" B e = ar(G = 1Lm2)C —qm a(f = 1,me = O

We deduce that B;”j{l ;. vanishes if |l — /| > 1, while in the three remaining cases I' = 1,1+ 1

using equation (4.14) we get:

; l—j—ma+2+4¢€lll—j+ma+2—¢
B™ = gltitmatlte [ C 4.17
i = B0+ -G - +n e
, [+ 347+ 2emo+ 1)1+ 3 —j+2emy + 1]
BZIjQ—l,l,l — _2€q72el+_7+m271736 \/ [2]] Cl,l(ﬁ) 7
(4.17b)
ltiqmg—o—c [LFj+ma+1+e€[l+j—ma+1—¢
B = —q HItme—2e [ _ . 4.1
e = BG+) - 1RG 1] s (T

Moreover, the condition <l’,j, ma; jlz1 Ko + ¢ toaFy — Foxoll, j — 1, mg;j> = 0 implies that
q™ B2, = b (3,m2)CTR, — g (G, me — DCTE T (4.18)

J J

A further elaboration on these coefficients is postponed to after the following section.

4.4.3 Computing the coefficients of

The condition ql/Z[Q]onl = Flz1 — ¢~ ‘a1 F} implies:

1 , - ; , — : : -1,
g RIATE = VI — )l +ma + DB — ¢ N+ mallf —ma + 1B T

In the three non-trivial cases j' — j = 1,0, —1, using (4.15), we get:

: [ '
APy = T 1 =+ 1B (4.19a)
1ol , )
AT,JI,Z?Q =2 g 22 (P2 — ] — [23])3%2,1,l' , (4.19b)
ibmi—1—Ll ,
APy == T el - ma B (4.19¢)
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e . .. _ * mi,m2 _ Ami,m2 mi,mz2 __  AmMmi,m2
The hermiticity condition z¢ = xj means that Aj,j+1,l,l’ = Aj—l—l,j,l’l and Aj,j,l,l’ = Aj,j,l’l .
Thus, from (4.19) follows that:
mo __2j+2pme ma _ pm2
Biijn=—C""Bj s B =58

Using (4.16), the first equation turns out to be equivalent to the following conditions:
Crira(e) = (=1)*¢**Cripale) . Crale) = Cra(—e) . (4.20a)
The second of equation together with (4.18) implies:

by (j, m2) 12, — g by (j,me — )OI = by, ma) O3 — ¢~ by (j,me — 1)CTE

That is, using (4.14):

Criti1(e) = Criqa1(—e) , Cri(e) = Cru(e) . (4.20b)

) )

4.4.4 Again the coefficients of 1,

Now, using (4.20) together with (4.18) we are able to compute the last coefficients. Notice
that from (4.2b) the coefficients b; vanish if € = 0 (i.e. in the left regular representation), and
then from (4.18) BY?,;, vanish too if ¢ = 0. Moreover, from Lemma 4.8 B}"?, ;, vanish also if
|l — 1] > 1. In the three cases I’ = [,1 + 1, using equation (4.14) we get:

Lt 1te@ien) VIL+ 26 —ma + 2+ €[l — 2e5 +mg + 2 — ¢

Pii = 21elila 25](27 + 2] Crivi(e) ,
2|e] . .
me _ A€l [ B B
B = 27][2] + 2] {[Z €2j+1) —mo+1][l —€(25 + 1) + mg + 2]+

gl e(2j + 1) —m2+2][l+6(2j+1)+m2+1]}

_ 2] g 2IDRI4 4] - P21 4 9] - [2)gP7e ©
[R5+ 2 1—¢? e
_ 9 e(2f l+2ej+ma+1+4€[l —2cj—mag+1—¢
B™2 — _9elo]g—Hm2—2 €(25+1) \/[ Chh .
7.g,ll—1 ‘EH }q [2]] [2j + 2] I,l-1 (6)

We have inserted the factor 2|e|, so that the expressions remain valid also when € = 0.

4.4.5 The condition on the radius

Orbits for SO(5) are spheres of arbitrary radius, equivariance alone not imposing constraints on
the radius. Similarly, for the quantum spheres one has to impose a constraint on the radius to
determine the coefficients of the representation. In fact, this will determine Cj;11(0), Cl,l+1(%)
and Cl,l(%) only up to a phase. Different choices of the phases correspond to unitary equivalent

representations and without losing generality we choose Cj(e) € R. A possible expression for
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the radius is ¢323 + ¢*2i21 + 2329, and because of the defining relations of A(S7) this must be

equal to 1. Let then,
A\ e 182 4 % * .
r(l,m1,ma; j) := (I, m1, mo; jl¢° x5 + ¢ xiwy + ahwell, mi, ma; j)

All these matrix coefficients must be 1. In particular, for [ € N the condition r(l,0,7;0) = 1
implies (up to a phase) that

g3/
C 0) = . 4.21
t41(0) 20+ 3][2I + ) (4.21)
Forl e N+ % we first require that r(l, %, l; %) =r(l, —%, ; %) obtaining two possibilities:
[2]ql+2
Cri(3) 2113 Crip(3)
Then imposing 7 (I, %, l; %) =1, yields (up to a phase)
. —1-3/2
Clyl-&-l(i) = [2[ n 4] , (4.22)
hence,
1/2[2]
=g T 19 4.2
D) =+ o 1 4) (4.23)

With these, all the coefficients are completely determined.

4.4.6 Explicit form of the representations

Let us recall what we know on the equivariant representations of the algebra .A(Sg).

By the decomposition A(S;l) ~ P,y Vi into irreducible representations of Uy(so(5)), there
exists (at least) one representation of A(S7) x Ug(s0(5)) on the vector space @,y Vi extending
the representation @),y o1 of Uy(so(5)). As we computed above, the equivariance uniquely
determines (for [ € N, up to unitary equivalence) the matrix coefficients of the representation,
whose expression is characterized by (4.21). On the other hand, by Proposition 4.4 there are
(at least) two inequivalent representations of .A(Sf]l) x Uqy(s0(5)) on the vector space P, cp, 1 Vi
extending the representation @leN+% oy of Ug(so(5)). These correspond, by Lemma 4.5, to the
projective modules A(S;)%e and A(S7)*(1 — €), with e the idempotent in equation (4.8). The
computation above (for [ € N 4+ %), which culminates in equation (4.23), tells us that there are
only two possibilities for the matrix coefficients (up to unitary equivalence). Therefore, the two
possible choices in (4.23) must correspond to the inequivalent representations associated with
the projective modules .A(S;l)‘le and A(Sg)4(1 —e).

Let us summarize these results in the following two theorems, which correspond to the scalar

(i.e. left regular) and chiral spinor representations, respectively.
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Theorem 4.10. The vector space A(S;l) has orthonormal basis |l,m1, ma; j) with,
leN, j=0,1,...,1, Jj—|mi| €N, l—j—|ma| €2N.

We call LQ(S;l) the Hilbert space completion of A(S;l). Modulo a unitary equivalence, the left

reqular representation is given by

xo |l,m1,ma; j) = Ajmlcl]mg Il +1,mi,ma;j +1)

+ Aj,ml Cr.

l]mQ |l - 17m17m2;j + 1>

+ Aj717m10l+1,j717m2 |l =+ 15 mi, m2;j - 1>
+

+ Ajfl mlCl—l J—1,ma

L4+ 1,m1+1,me;j+1)

|l* 1 mlamQ;ji 1> 3

I1|l7m17m2; >: jml ljm

+Bj+m10l_jm | ]'?ml + 17m2;j +]->
jmlclj-lj 1,ma2 ‘l—i_l?ml +17m2;j_ 1>

jm1Cl 1,j—1,mq ‘l_l m1+1,m2;j—1> )

xo I, m1,ma; j) = [+ 1,m1,ma + 1;7)

ljmg

+ D,

l,3,m2

|l_ 17mlam2+1;j> )

with coefficients

)

Aims = g™ [7+mi+1][j —mi + 1]
o 27+ 1)12 + 3]

b q_j+m1_1/2\/[j+m1 +1][j +m1 +2)

m 2+ 12j+3
BT = —gitmt1/2 [ —mallj —my — 1]
m [2j — 1][25 + 1]
and
o gmanl [+ j+ ma+3|[l + 75— ma+3]
hyma 20+ 3)[20 + 5) !
— __met L= G A mall = 5 — m]
bima = 4 R0+ 120 +3]

Dt = grma=3/2 [+ +me+3][l —j+me+2]
hame 20 + 320 + 5] ’
- mat3)2 [ —j—mo]ll+j—ms+1] '
Lo 20+ 121+ 3]

The two chiral spinorial representations (corresponding to the sign + in equation (4.23)) are

described in the following Theorem.
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Theorem 4.11. Let Hy be two Hilbert spaces with orthonormal basis |l,m1,ma; j) ., where

leN+3, =413

l\D\CAD

ool j—|mi| €N, I+1—j—|mo|eN.

Let € = :I:% be defined by Il + € — j — mo € 2N. On each space Hi there is an equivariant
«-representation of A(Sy) defined by:

o |l,ma,ma; gy = AL, CF U+ 1,my,me; j 4+ 1) 4
:FA;rmlC'ljm2 L, mi,ma;j + 1),
+ AL Cr =1, my ma; j 4 1),
—I-A?ml ljm2|l—|—1 mi,ma; )y
iA?mlHljmz |l,m1,m2;j>i
+ AL HE o, 1= 1ma,ma; ),

+ AT Oy L Lmayma;j — 1) 4

j—1m1
:FA] lmlcl,j—l,mg |l7m17m2;j - 1>i
- C
+A_] 1m10l—1j—1 ma ‘l —1,my,mo;j — 1> )

a1 |l,my,ma;j)y = By, O [T+ 1my 4+ 1mas j +1) 4

:':B;rmlcljmg |lvm1+1am2;j+1>:|:
+Bfm1013m2 =11+ 1,ma;j+ 1),

+ BY

J,mi l]mg

+ B Hij2 [l,my +1,ma;5)

J,m1

1+ 1,my+1,ma; 7).

+Bgm1Hl+1]m2 ’l_l7m1+17m2;j>i
Jmlclllj 1,mo
q:Bj mlcljfl,mg |lvm1 + 1am2;j - 1>:|:

L+1,m1+1,mo;j—1),

cr, [l—1,mq1+1,ma;j — 1),

jml I—1,7—1,m2

x2|l,m1,m2;j>i = D}, 1+ 1ma,ma + 15 5)

iDljmg |l,m1,ma +1;7),

+ D7 =1, my,my+155)

l,j,m2

with coefficients

At =gtV G ]

i 2i +2 |
W0 2 ] — (2]

- [25][25 + 2] ’

v eV 1+ m 42
B’ =q /

o 25 +2] |

m m 1
B, = @+f)m1”¢[pﬁgiﬂl+],
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N j+mi+1/2 \/[J - m1][j —mj — 1} ‘

B~ - _
pm = [24]
and
ct —_mzflfe\/[l+j+m2+3+6][l—|—j—m2+3_€]
e [2] + 4] )
1, . T
o _ g eremamranc I B4 ~2ema 24— —2em
l,jma [2[ " 2] [2l " 4] ’
Cr. :_qm2*1+e\/[l_j+m2—e][l—j_m2+€]
hame [20 + 2] ;
Ht = gme—lte(2i+) \/[l +2€ej —mo+ 2+ €[l —2¢j +mag+2 — ¢
s 1 20 + 4] ,
HY, = et mmatlllme(2j41)tmat2]—q 2[lte(2j+1)—ma+2)[l+e(2j+1)+mat]
Ljma = Ri2)] ,
D gtemeap VT ma+ 3l = j+ma 2]
b (20 + 4] )
bims = 2] mot12 VIL—2¢j —ma + 1 —€][l — 2¢j + ma +2 — ¢]
Ljme = 1414 TEETE® 7
D;. :_ql+m2+3/2\/[l_j—m2+€][l+j—m2+1_€] '
o 20 + 2]

These two representations are inequivalent and correspond to the projective modules A(S;l)‘le
and A(S3)*(1 —e), with e the idempotent in equation (4.8).

4.5 The Dirac operator on the quantum orthogonal 4-sphere

We start by constructing a non-trivial Fredholm module on the quantum orthogonal sphere.

With different representations a non-trivial Fredholm module was already constructed in [HL04].

Proposition 4.12. Consider the representations OfA(S;L) on Hy given in Theorem 4.11. Then,
the datum (.A(S;l),'H,F, v) is a 1-summable even Fredholm module, where H := Hy ® H_, v is
the natural grading and F € B(H) is defined by

F’l)mlamZ;j>:|: = |l7m17m2;j>q: .

This Fredholm module is non-trivial. In particular,
Index(F,") = 3 Trypcs (VF[Fie]) =1, (4.24)
with e the idempotent defined by equation (4.8).

Proof. That F = F*, F?2 = 1 and vF 4+ Fy = 0 is obvious. Then, it is enough to show that
[F,x;] € LY(H) for i = 0,1,2. From this and Leibniz rule it follows that [F),a] is trace class, and
then compact, for all a € A(S).
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Now, notice that

[va()} ’lambm?;j)i: :F2A+ Clomg ‘l7m17m25j+1>
7‘77 :F

J,m1
:l:2A9m1Hl0jm2 ‘l7m17m2;j>:': (425)
:':2Aj 1777,1017] 1,mo |l,m1,m2;j - 1>:F

[erﬂ |l)m17m2;j>i = + QB+

J,mi

Cl7j7m2 ’l7ml + 1)m2;j + 1>:F
+ 285, HYj o, [Lmy + 1,ma; )

J,ma F

F 2B, Cr ity |lma + 1,ma; j — 1) 2
[F7 xﬂ ’lvmbm%j)i =+ 2Dl,j,m2 ’l,ml,mg + 17])1

All the coefficients appearing in these equations are bounded by ¢?. Thus the commutators are
trace class and this concludes the first part of the proof.

To prove non-triviality it is enough to prove (4.24). Substituting (4.8) into (4.24) yields
Index(F;7) = S=L Ty (vFIF, o)) -
and in turn, using equation (4.25),

Index( ) = 1 - q Z AJ m1H£j7m2 :

l?.]?ml ;112

Summing over m; from —j to j we obtain that

l 274+1) — 2]l 274+1 1
Index(Fe"') _ _3(1*6]2)2 Z [ +e2)+1) —mg+ 2] +'6( .?"i_ ) +ma + ]X
o [21 + 2][2] + 4][27][2] + 2]
% Z {q2j+2 fqY - [2]q2m1+1}
|y D@ ) 2],
" (21 + 2][21 + 4][27][2] + 2]
% Z {q2l+2e(2j+1)+3 422628 2ma—l q—2m2+1} .

ma2
The sum over my requires additional care. For € fixed, | — e — j +mo =0,2,4,...,2(l —j). If
we call 2i := [ — € — j+mgy and sum first over i = 0,1, ..., — 7 and then over ¢ = £1/2 we get:

2j + 1)@ + @) - [2][2j +1

Index(Fj):Z(]+)(q ta ) PRI+

T Rl AR + 2

% Z { (1 —j+1)( 21+26(2j+1)+3+q72l726(2j+1)73) — (@ g2 2 2(l — —|—1)}}

2J+1 (@7 + g7 — [2][2) +1]
_Z (21 + 2] [20 + 4][25][2) + 2] 8

=G+ D@+ ) 2120+ 1)
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= > fii(e) = f(a) -
L

We call fi;(q) the generic term of last series, explicitly written as
i . 1 2 .
) gyt DO R g
1j\4 TV {1 = iy (1 — AF8) (1 — %) (1 — g%i+a

— . . 2 .
x (1= G D+ )1+ 52) - H gV — g}

)><

and consider it as a function of ¢ € [0,1[. Notice that each f;(q) is a C*° function of ¢ (they

are rational functions whose denominators never vanish for 0 < ¢ < 1). From the inequality
0 < fij(q) <4(25 + 1)g* "

we deduce (using the Weierstrass M-test [Arf85, pag. 301]) that the series is absolutely (hence
uniformly) convergent in each interval [0,qo] C [0,1]. Then, it converges to a function f(q)
which is continuous in [0, 1[. Being the index of a Fredholm operator, f(q) is integer valued in
10, 1[; by continuity it is constant and can be computed in the limit ¢ — 0. In this limit we have
Fi5(@) = 21— j + 1)g%=1 + O(¢¥). Thus, fi;(0) = 6,1/20;1> and Index(F) = f(0) =1. O

The next step is to define a spectral triple whose Fredholm module is the one described in

Proposition 4.12.

Proposition 4.13. Let D be the (unbounded) operator on H := Hy © H_ defined by

D|l7m17m2;j>j: = (l+ %) |l7m17m2;j>q: :

Then, the datum (A(Sg), H, D,7) is a Uy(so(5))-equivariant regular even spectral triple of metric

dimension 4.

Remark: The operator D is isospectral to the classical Dirac operator on S* (whose spectrum
has been computed in [Tra93, CH96]). When ¢ = 1, this spectral triple becomes the canonical

one associated to the spin structure of S*.

Proof. Clearly the representation of the algebra is even, D is odd, with compact resolvent and
4*-summable (being isospectral to the classical Dirac operator on S*). To prove that D defines
a regular spectral triple, one repeats verbatim the proof of Lemma 2.14. Finally, since D is
proportional to the identity in any irreducible subrepresentation V; of Uy(so(5)), it commutes

with all h € Uy(so(5)) and it is equivariant. O

As a preparation for the study of the dimension spectrum in Section 4.6, let us explicitly

verify the 4-summability of D. As one can easily check, the dimension of V; is [CH96]

dimV; = 2(1+ )1+ 3)(1+ 1) .
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From this we get

Te(|D[7*) =), 2 2043 dimVi=3) -~ (n® = n~"*t,
2

where n = [ + % (and we added the term with n = 1 since it is identically zero). The above
series is convergent in the right half-plane {s € C|Res > 4}, thus D has metric dimension 4.

Notice that Tr(|D|~*) has meromorphic extension on C given by

s)z%{((s—?))—g“(s—l)}, (4.26)

where ((s) is the Riemann zeta-function. We recall that ((s) has a simple pole in s = 1 as

unique singularity and that Ress;—1((s) = 1.

4.6 The dimension spectrum and residues

Let J> be the two-sided ideal in B(H) defined in (2.15), with = 2. We recall here the definition:
Jp={T € OP°|T|D|™? € L'(H)Vp>2}.

Clearly, if T is of trace class, so is T|D|~P for any positive p, and £!(H) C J2. Since OP~> C
L'(H), smoothing operators belongs to J2 as well. On the other hand, 75 is strictly bigger than
LY(H); indeed, the operator L, € B(H), given by

. i1 .
Lg |l,my,ma; j) g o= @72 I, my,ma; j) o
is not of trace class but belongs to Ja, by the following proposition.

Proposition 4.14. For any s € C with Res > 2 one has that
4q 1 —|— q

Cr,(s) == Z (1+3)* gte = a—q? (C(s -1) - — C( )) + holomorphic function ,

where ((s) is the Riemann zeta-function. In particular, this means that Lq belongs to the ideal

l7j7m17m2

J2. Furthermore, since the series (1,(0) is divergent, Ly is not of trace class.

Proof. Calling n :=1+ %, k:=j+ %, we have

—4271 Zk n—k
n=2

We can sum starting from n = 1 and for £k = 0,...,n (we simply add zero terms) to get

n+1

—4271 {nqa — qa Zq —4271 {nqa }%

q

Terms decaying as ¢" give a holomorphic functlon of s, thus modulo holomorphic functions,

CLq(s) ~4Zn s{ —q2_((1£1—231§} :

Last series is summable for all s with Res > 2, and its sum can be written in terms of the

Riemann zeta-function as in the statement of the proposition. O
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4.6.1 An approximated representation

Let H be a Hilbert space with orthonormal basis II, m1, ma; j)) ;. labelled by,
le iz, I+j€Z, j+mi €N, l+3—j+myeN.
Let I be the labelling set of the Hilbert space H4 as in Theorem 4.11, and given by
I:= {(l7m17m27j) | ! GN—i_%? j:%7%7”'7l7 j_|m1‘ eN? l+%_j_ ’m2| EN} .

Notice that I is the subset of labels of H satisfying [ € N + %, my; < j<land my <[+ % —j.
Define the inclusion @ : H — H and the adjoint projection P : H—H by,

Qll,mi,ma; j)y = ||l,m1,ma;5),  forall (I,my,mo,j) €T,
’lamth;j)i if (l')ml?m?a.j) er

P |l m1,ma; ), = { 0 otherwise

Clearly, PQ = idy. The Hilbert space H carries a bounded x-representation of the algebra
A(SU,(2)) ® ./4(5’32) defined by,

a [[lymy,me; i)y =4/1 — g2dtmitl) ||l + %;ml +5.mej+ 5y
B Hl7mlym2§j»i = qj+m1 Hl + %7m1 - %7m2;j + %»i )

A [lyma,mo; )y = ¢ I | ma, ma; §)y

B [l,m1,me;j) ;. = \/1 — q2Umrtme 2= Il 4 1omy,mo + 15 5)

where, as before, € := %(—1)”%73' ~™2_ Composition of such a representation with the algebra

embedding A(S’f]l) — A(SU,(2)) ®A(S§2) given in equation (4.7) results into a *-representation
T A(S]) — B(H). The sandwich 7(a) := Pr(a)Q defines a x-linear map 7 : A(S7) — B(H).

Proposition 4.15. With [J, the class of operators defined in equation (2.15), one has that the
difference a — 7 (a) € Jo for all a € A(S]).

Proof. Define J5 as the collection of bounded operators T : H — H such that T|D|~? is trace
class for all p > 2. Since trace class operators are a two sided ideal in bounded operators,
the space J» is stable when multiplied from the left by bounded operators: T} € 8(7:{) and
TyelJs = TiTh € Jo.

Next, suppose that a,b satisfy a — 7(a) € Jo and b — 7(b) € J and consider the following
algebraic identity

ab — 7 (ab) = {a — 7(a) }b+ Pr(a){Qb—7(b)Q} .

Since J> is a two-sided ideal in OPO, the first summand is in J2. The stability of jQ discussed
above implies that 7(a){Qb— 7(b)Q} € Ja, but if T € Js clearly PT € J5. Hence the second
summand lies in J5 too. Thus, ab — 7(ab) € J> whenever this property holds for each of the
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operators a,b. We conclude that it is enough to show that a — 7(a) € Jo when a is a generator
of A(Sy). By Proposition 4.14, this amounts to prove that the matrix elements of a — 7(a) are
bounded in modulus by ¢’ +3.

Let us have a close look at the coefficients of a € {z;, x} in Theorem 4.11. Firstly, AT Bf

Jsmy? T g,ma?

B;ml, g% A? m, and g% B;{ml are uniformly bounded by a constant, as one can see by writing

explicitly the g-analogues in their expressions so getting:

V(1= @Urmi+1)) (1 — g2G—mi+1))

+ J+mi
A, =14 1 — g4+l ’

J,ymi

[2]¢20 ) — gl — g1
(1—g¥)(1—q¥tt)

. V(1 = @2GtmitD)) (1 — g2G+mit2))

Jmi 1 — g4+4 )

jrmi+1 V(L= q?07m))(1 — g2UmtD)

¢ YA} = (1=

J,m1

_QJBO -1 2 | '
J,m1 ( +4q )q (1 _ q4g)(1 _ q4J+4) s
BT — _g2ltm+l V(1 = 2G=m))(1 — g2G—mi-1))
j:ml - q 1 4] .
—q
Analogously, the coefficients ¢ H, . CP. and Df; are seen to be bounded by ¢ . Thus,

modulo rapid decay matrices (i.e. smoothing operators),

xo |l,m1,ma; j) ~ ~ AT L+ 1,my,mo;j+1)

7,m1 l]mg

+A;rmlcl_Jm2’ —1,my,me;j + 1)

+A§)m1 Ljms |+ 1,ma,ma; )

+ A o, 1= 1, ma,ma; )

+ A Ot jotm, U+ Lomy,masj — 1)

+AJ 1m10l—1j—1m2 l—=1,mi,ma;j — 1) , (4.27a)

x1|l,m1,ma;j) ~ B L+ 1,m1+1,mo;j+1)

jm1 ljm

+Bg+m101_g o |L—1,m1+1,m9;j+1)
+ B Hit oy 114 1,ma 4+ 1,ma; 5)
+B?m1Hz+1,m2 1= 1,1+ 1,ma3 )
+ B, Ot jotm, L+ Lma+ 1,masj — 1)
]mlcl Lj—tms 0= 1,ma+1,masj — 1), (4.27b)

L+ 1,mi,mae + 1;7)
|l —1,mi,ma+1;7) . (4.27c)

x2 I, m1, ma; j) ~

+ D,

lij

l,7,m2

Since modulo smoothing operators the representations are the same we are omitting the label

‘4’ in the vector basis. Furthermore, using the inequalities

0<(l-qu'=1<ql—q 'u, 0<1-(1-w2<u, (4.28)
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which are valid when 0 < u < 1, we prove that modulo terms bounded by ¢, one has
l_,‘_j,m2 ~ _ l —j+ma— e\/l 2(14+j+ma+3+e€) , (4.29&)
iy = —¢ T m”l*e\/ 1 — g2(—j+ma—e) | (4.29b)
l—j_j,mg ~ ql+m2+1 \/q2e(2j+1) _ q2(l+m2+2) , (4.29(3)
API=S \/1 2(I+j+ma2+3+e) \/1 l=j+mat+2—e) (4.29d)
5J,112
Limy = —q"Tm)F8 (4.29¢)

Up to now, we neglected only smoothing contributions (the above approximation will be needed

when dealing with the real structure later on). We use again (4.28) to get a rougher approxi-

mation by neglecting terms bounded by ¢’. This yields

A+

J,m1 T

0
AJm1 l,7,m2

Jr
BJ mi
+
l7j7m2

BT

BO

J,m1

Jmi T

+
Ca] m2

l7j7m2

D+

l,3,m2

l7jam2

Plugging these coefficients in

ideal J2, we get

Zo ’l mi,ma;]j >

+ Ajfl,mlél—lyj—l,mQ =
—P(aﬁA)Qll mi,ma; j)

x1 [l my, ma; j) ~

+B;, Ci,
= —P(a2A)Q|l,m1, ma; j) + P(q(5")?
Dy jimy |1+ 1,m1,my + 15 5)

x2 [l,my,ma; j) ~

Af G

~ ~;:m1 = qj+m1 1 _ q2(]+m1+1) , (4,30&)
~0, (4.30b)
~ Bjnn — \/(1 — @2UtmitD))(1 = @20 +mi+2)) | (4.30¢)
~0, (4.30d)
~ BT _ _2(+ma)+1

jomy = 4 (tma) ) (4.306)
~ Cjmy = —q "7, (4.30f)
~0, (4.30g)
~ D jm, \/ 1 — g2=ytmat2=c) (4.30h)
~0. (4.301)

the equations for the x;’s we see that, modulo operators in the

gome |+ 1,my,ma;j + 1)

Jsmai
1,my,ma;j — 1)

_P( *a*A)Q|l,m1,m2;j> ;
Cl,]mg |l+1 mi + 1, mg,]+1>

]ml

7,m1 WJ— 17m2|l_1,m1+1,m2;j_1>

A)Q |l7m17m2;j> )

=PBQI|l+1,mi,me+1;j) .

The observation that
—P(af + B*a")AQ =

0

concludes the proof.

(zo) ,

P(—a® +q(8")*)AQ =

= ﬁ'(l’g) >
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4.6.2 The dimension spectrum and the top residue

The approximation modulo 7> allows considerable simplifications when getting information on
the part of the dimension spectrum contained in the half plane Re s > 2. To study the part of
the dimension spectrum in the left half plane Re s < 2 would require a less drastic approximation

which we are lacking at the moment.

Proposition 4.16. In the region Res > 2 the dimension spectrum Y of the spectral triple
(A(S7), H, D, ~) given in Proposition 4.13 consists of the two points {3,4}, which are simple
poles of the zeta-functions. The top residue coincides with the integral on the subspace of classical
points of S;L, that is
9 2w
][ o| DI = / o(a)(0)d6 (4.31)
0

" 3r

with o : A(Sg3) — A(S?) the *-algebra morphism defined by o(xo) = o(z1) = 0 and o(x2) = u,

where u, given by u(0) := e, is the unitary generator of A(S").

Proof. Let WY be the -algebra generated by .A(Sg), by [D, A(S;l)] and by iterated applications
of the derivation ¢. Let 2A C A(SU4(2)) ® A(ng) ® Maty(C) be the x-algebra generated by a,
B, o*, B*, A, B, B* and F. By Proposition 4.15 there is an inclusion .A(Sé‘) C PAQ + Jo.

A linear basis for 2 is given by,
T := M pm(p*)2 A" BR2 (4.32)

where h € {0,1}, n; € N, k; € Z and with the notation o® := (o*)™% if k; < 0 and B*? :=
(B*)~"2 if ky < 0. For this operator,

§(PTQ) = (3(k1 +m1 —n2) + ko) PTQ  and  [D,PTQ] = §(PTQ)F .

Thus, PQ is invariant under application of § and [D, .] and hence ¥° C PUQ + Jo.

For the part of the dimension spectrum in the right half plane Re s > 2, we can neglect J» and
consider only the singularities of zeta-functions associated with elements in PQ. By linearity
of the zeta-functions, it is enough to consider the generic basis element in equation (4.32).
Such a T shifts [ by %(kl +mn1 —na) + ko, my by %(k:l —nq+n2), mg by ko, j by %(kl +mn1 —na),
and flips the chirality if h = 1. Thus it is off-diagonal unless h = k; = 0 and n; = na. The
zeta-function associated with a bounded off-diagonal operator is identically zero in the half-
plane Re z > 4, and so is its holomorphic extension to the entire complex plane. It remains to
consider the cases T = P(33*)FA"Q, with n,k € N.

If n and k are both different from zero, one finds

2k(2j+1)

—s n(l—j+mo—e i+m —sn—'m—el_
Cr(s) =2 Z (l—i—%) q(l Jtma—e)+2k(j+ 1):22(l+%) q(l J+ma )1(]_7(1%

l7j7m17m2 l7j7m2
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For € fixed, set 2i :=1 —e—j+ma=0,2,...,2(l — j). Then,

k(2j+1) 2k(2j+1)

_2Zz+ 1‘q qu2nz—4zz+ L

e=+1/2 =0
1+(1- q4’“) +(1-¢)!
(1—¢*%)(1—¢*)
which has meromorphic extension on C with simple pole in s = {1,2}.
Ifn=0and k #0,

1 — @2n(=j+1)

1_q2n

q2k

=4((s—1)—4 ¢(s) + holomorphic function ,

- » 1 — o2k(2i+1)
=43 (1 +3) (U —j+ 1)1{7
l?j

q2k

4k

= e (300 =2 = (3 + =) (s = 1)+ (rgaderoggae C(s) ) + hol. function

which has meromorphic extension on C with simple pole in s = {1,2,3}.
Ifn#0and k=0,

1— q2n(l—j+1)

CT(3)=4ZZ+ *(27 + )W

2n

)C(s —-1)+ 1 qgn (1 + W%W)C(S)} + hol. fun. ,

:ﬁ{g(s—%— (1+ 2
which has meromorphic extension on C with simple pole in s = {1 2,3}.
Finally, if both n and k are zero we get (cf. equation (4.26)), ¢ =3{¢(s —=3) = ¢(s = 1)},
and this is meromorphic with simple poles in {2,4}. Thus, the part of the dimension spectrum
in the region Re s > 2 consists at most of the two points {3,4} and both are simple poles.
Since we have considered the enlarged algebra PAQ + J», it suffices to prove that there exists
an a € VY whose zeta-function is singular in both points s = 3 and s = 4. We take a = zo3.

From the definition

2 l—e—j—i—mg))

F(woxh) |1, my,ma;j) . = (1 — ¢ 1, ma,me;j)y -

Then, modulo functions that are holomorphic when Re s > 2, we have

Craas (8) ~ Ca(aaaz) (8) = C1(s) — 2 Z (I + 3) sg?Umemdtma) L 4 ¢(s—3) — ﬁ C(s—2).

lL,j,m1,ma

This proves the first part of the proposition, that is ¥ N {Res > 2} = {3,4}.
The proof of equation (4.31) is based on the observation that the residue in s = 4 of (p, for T a
basis element of P2(Q), is zero unless T'= 1. That is, it depends only on the image of T under
the map sending 3, A and F to 0 while & — €*® and B — ¢, Composing this map with 7 we
get the morphism o : A(S;) — A(S") of the proposition and that

][aD|_4 ~ /027ra(a)d0 |

The equality  |D|™ = % fixes the proportionality constant. O
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4.7 The real structure

Classically, if (A(M),H,D,~) is the canonical spectral triple associated with a 4-dimensional
spin manifold M, there exists an antilinear isometry J on H, named the real structure, satisfying

the following compatibility condition
J?=-1, Jy=~J, JD=DJ. (4.33)
There are also two additional conditions involving the coordinate algebra A(M):
[a, JbJ 1] =0, [D,a],JbJ Y1 =0, VYabe AM). (4.34)

The real structure on S* is equivariant and equivariance is sufficient to determine J.

In the deformed situation one has to be careful on how to implement equivariance. Let us
start with the working hypothesis that equivariance for J is the requirement that it satisfies Jh =
S(h)*J for all h € Uy(so(5)). Then, consider the Casimir operator C; given in equation (4.4).
This operator commutes with J since S(C;)* = C; and from its expression, Cy |I,m1,me;j) =
(¢¥ 1 + ¢=271) |1, my, ma; j), we conclude that J leaves the index j invariant. Compatibility

with v and D in equation (4.33) and equivariance with respect to h = K7 and b’/ = K yields
Jl,mi,ma; ) = e (L, ma,ma; j) |1, —ma, —ma; ),
with some constants c4+ to be determined. Equivariance with respect to h = F¢ implies
cx(lymi,ma; f) = (=1)™H2qM e (I, ma; ) -

For h = E», looking at the piece diagonal in j we deduce that the dependence on ms is through

a factor ¢™2; and looking at the piece shifting j by 1 we conclude that
cx(l,my,ma; j) = (=1)/ Mg e, (1)

Such an operator J cannot be antiunitary unless ¢ = 1. At ¢ = 1 the antiunitarity condition

requires that c4(I) € U(1) and modulo a unitary equivalence we can choose c4(l) = %+, In
conclusion for ¢ = 1 the operator
J|lma,ma; )y = 2 (=1L —my, —ma; )y (4.35)

is the real structure on S* (modulo a unitary equivalence).

For q # 1 we keep (4.35) as the real structure and notice that conditions (4.33) are satisfied,
but J no longer satisfies the requirement Jh = S(h)*J for all h € Uy(so(5)). Nevertheless, J is
the antiunitary part of an antilinear operator T that has this property. The antilinear operator
T defined by

T |1, my,ma; ), = 2P (= 1) Tmgmut3me 1y —mas ),
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has the J in (4.35) as antiunitary part and it is equivariant, i.e. it is such that Th = S(h)*T
for all h € Uy(so(5)).

Next, we turn to the conditions (4.34). In parallel with the cases of the manifold of SU,(2)
in [DLS*05a] and of Podles spheres in [DLPS05, DDLW07], once again we need to modify them.
For instance, the commutator [x3, JxeJ] is not zero, as one can see by computing the matrix

element

f(,j,me) := £ {1+ 1,m1,ma; j|[x2, JasJ]

_ o + _pt
= D1 jma—1DP05 —my = Piljima 1

la ml,m2;j>i
0 0 + + 0
Dl’ja_mQ + Dl+1aj’_m2_1Dlyj7m2 B Dlaju_mQ_lDlzjzmQ )

which for j = % and mo =1 is

(¢ + ¢V 20+ 3] [T+ 1] + 2][1 + 3]
[20 + 2][21 + 4]2[2 + 6]

It is relatively easy to prove that the two conditions are satisfied modulo the ideal J». It is much

f(l, %7 l) = _qil74(1 - q2)2[2] #0.

more cumbersome computationally to show that they are in fact satisfied modulo the smaller

ideal of smoothing operators.

Proposition 4.17. Let J be the antilinear isometry given by (4.35). Then,
la,JbJ] € Jo, [[D,a],JbJ] €T,  Va,beA(S,).

Proof. We lift J and D to the Hilbert space H defined in Section 4.6.1, as follows:
jHl7m17m2;j>>i = izHl(_l)Hml Hl, —mzi, _m2;j>>i )
D1, ma,ma; ) e = (L4 3) (|1, ma, ma; )= -

Notice that J2 = —1 on H (thanks to the phase %+ that is irrelevant when restricted to ).
Let now {a, 3,a*, 3*, A, B, B*} be the operators defined in Section 4.6.1, generators of the
algebra A(SU,(2)) ® A(SZ). Due to Proposition 4.15 it is enough to prove that for all pairs
(a,b) of such generators, the commutators [a, Jb.J] and [[D,a], Jb.J] are weighted shifts with
weight which are bounded by ¢%. From

[D,o]=LaF, [D.]=18F, [D,AJ=0, [D,B|=BF,

the condition on [[D,al, Jb.J] follows from the same condition on [a,.JbJ], and we have to
compute only the latter commutators.

Since [a, Jb*J] = —[a*, JbJ]* and [b, Ja.J] = J[a, Jb.J].J, we have to check the 16 combinations
in the following table.

b\a | o [ p* A B B*

o e
[ )
[ ]
[ ]
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By direct computations one shows that bullets in the table correspond to vanishing commutators.
On the other hand, the commutators corresponding to the crosses in the table are given, on the

subspace with j — |m1| € N, by

18, Jeud) |[1,ma,ma; ) s = qj+m1{\/1 — q2UmmtD) — \/1 - q2(j_ml)} 1L, ma, ma; )«
18, Jad] ||l my,ma; )y = —[6%, Jad] |l +1,my —1,me;j + 1), ,
8%, JBJ] 1y ma,ma; ) o = =2 |[1,ma + 1mas )

Since 1 —u < /1 —u <1 for all u € [0,1], we have that

0< qj+m1{\/1 _ q2(j—m1+1) _ \/1 _ q2(j—m1)} < qj+m1(1 — 14 q2(j*m1)) < q2j .
Then, all three non-zero commutators are weighted shifts with weights bounded by ¢ . O

Proposition 4.18. Let J be the antilinear isometry given by (4.35). Then,
[a, JbJ] € OP~™>, [[D,a],JbJ] € OP™™,  Va,be A(S)) .

Proof. By Leibniz rule, it is sufficient to prove the statement when a and b are generators of the
algebra. The operators [D,a] — d(a)F = |D|[F,a] are smoothing. Thus, it is enough to show
that

[a, JbJ] € OP™*° | [0(a), JbJ] € OP™*, (4.36)

for any pair (a,b) of generators. From
b, JaJ] = J[a, JbJ]J , [0(b), JaJ] = —J[d(a), JbJ]J +6([b, JaJ]) ,

it follows that if (4.36) is satisfied for a particular pair (a,b), then it is satisfied for (b, a) too.

From
[a*, Jb*J] = —[a, JbJ]|" , [0(a”),b*] = [d(a),b]", (4.37)

we see that if (4.36) is satisfied for a pair (a,b), then it is satisfied for (a*,b*) too. With these

symmetries we need to check only the following 9 cases out of 25:

b\a | zo =1 ] x2 %

i) [ ] ® [ ]
T ° ° ° °
) ° °

From equations (4.27) and (4.29) we see that modulo smoothing operators

${mo+6(wo) } {1, ma,ma; §) ~| AT, CF L+ 1,my,ma; j +1)

Jsmi1

LgEA

Jymi17715,me

’l+17m17m2;j>
+ AT C‘ljrl’j_lvm ll+1,m1,me;j — 1) ,

j—1,m1
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3{zo — 6(z0) } |1, m1,mo; j) ~ AT Crin [1=1,my, mo; j + 1)

7,m1 ljmg

—2 0 . g
]A]ml 1—1,5,ma |l_17m17m2’]>
+ i

+ Aj—l,mlcl—l,j—l,mz [l —1,my,mo;j—1)],

a1+ 0(x1) } |l,m1, me;j) ~| B I+ 1,m1+1,ma;5 +1)

]ml l]mg

2]B0

J,m1 l]mg

]mlclff—lj 1,mso ’l+17m1+17m27j_1> )

{1 = 8(21) } |, ma, mas j) ~ C_ l—1,m1+1,mg;j+1)

] m1 7 lj,me

2]B0 Hl-i;l

J,1m1

1+ 1,m1 + 1, mo; j)

|l —1,my +1,mo;j)

7‘7m

+ B] C ’l_17m1+17m27j_1> )

m1 ~l—1,j—1,m2

Hwo + 0(z2) } |1, M1, mos j) ~ 4+ 1,mi,mo+ 1;5) ||,

l]mg

2{332_ €2 }‘l mlam27.]> D ’l_lvml’m2+1;j> :

l,j,m2
where
ClJr]mz A 6\/1 2(1+j+ma+3+e) (4.38a)
éljj,mz _ ql+J+m2+1+e\/1 —jtma—e) (4.38b)
A, = q¥igtmet \/q2e(2j+1) _ QRUma2) (4.38¢)
by = \/1 _ 2lirma+3o \/1 _ QRl—jrmat2—e) (4.384)
ng’mz = _ma)3 (4.38e)

We have divided the terms in three classes, which need to be analyzed separately.

All terms T which are not ‘boxed’ have coefficients which are uniformly bounded by ¢"t™2; since
the conjugation with J changes sign of the labels mj, ms, for such T’s, the coefficients of JT'J
are uniformly bounded by ¢/~™2. They give products (and so commutators) with coefficients
bounded by ¢!*"2¢/=™2 = ¢, and so (these products) are smoothing operators.

Analogously, the coefficients of single-boxed terms are bounded by ¢~7t™2  and becomes
smoothing when multiplied by the J-conjugated of non-boxed terms (as glitmegl-me < ql),
and vice versa for the product of a non-boxed term with the J-conjugated of a single-boxed one
(qmq I < ).

Next we consider pairs of single-boxed terms. A closer look at the single-boxed terms in zo£d(z)
and 21 —d(x1) (and then 3 +46(z%)) shows that they have coefficients bounded by ¢!*™1+™2 and
become smoothing when multiplied by the .J-conjugated of one of them (g!tm1+mzgl=—mi—m2 —
¢*). Last single-boxed term is the one in 1 + §(z1) (and 2% — &§(z%)). The relevant terms for

the commutators involving them are

$lz1 + 8(z1), JzoJ] |1, my, ma; j)
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= {A]Jrl —mi— 1Clt1,j+l fszJerlcl,],mz_'_
—Af_ mlcfj oy Bi1, mlcljlﬁl mg ) |1+ 2,m1 4+ 1,ma; 5 +2)
+ {A] —mi— 10; szJerl 1., m2+
— AL 1—m1O Ci-meBi 1m10 ot [Lma +1,mas )
$lz1 +6(21), Jz1 J] \l mi, ma;J)
= { j+1,mi—1 l+1,j+1 sz;L mlél-j_j’* T
B;FH I 10111#1 s ;rmlcfj mg } |1+ 2,my,ma; j +2)
B 11 G 1 tma B Oty T
BJi‘rl —mi— 10; Jmlctr] mz} ‘l’ml’mZ;j> )

[xl - 5(561)7 Jxlj] |l7m17m2;j>
+ +
— {B j+1,m1— IC l,j,mo J m1C +

l,j,—ma2
+
Bjmlcl 1

N[ =

+ At s
- 1mgijl,fmlflcl—l,j—l,—mg} L, m1,ma; j)

sl +6(x1), Jo1J] |l mi, ma;j)

N + At
*{ ]+2m1 -2 l+1,j+1 szjrmlCl,jﬁﬂw—i_

o B
= Bt 1Ot et mma B tm 1 Ciljms L+ 2010 = 2,mai5 +2)

tlt = 8(x}), JoiJ] |l my, ma; )

+ A
(B —2Cma B O+

+
_Bj 1—m1+lcl 1,j—1,—ma2

+ +
C1172,j72,m2 7 mlcl 1,5— 1,7m2+

+ + At i
Cl72,j72,7m2ijl,m1flclfl,jfl,m2} l=2,m1 —2,mg;j —2) .

+ A+ -
Bj—l,ml—lcl—l,j—l,mz} |1, ma = 2,ma; j)

+ {B]—'t2 m1—2

- BJ 1,—mi+1

We need to estimate products of the form C’l i —ma C’l i jima for which, modulo smoothing

operators, we find

Cl*] ClJ—ri-z,]-l-Lmz ~ \/qZ(lfj) — q2lg2(l-ma+3—¢) \/q2(lfj) — g2l g2+ mat3+2ite)

~ \/m\/m: Pl

Using this we get

$la1 + 6(x1), JxoJ] |l,m1, ma; j)
2(1— ;
=q ( ]){AJ+1 —m1— 1B]+m1 A;_ mlB;_+1 ml} ‘l + 27m1 + 17m2;.7 + 2>
+q2(l j){AJ —mi— 1BJ+m1 Aj_ 1*mlB] 1m1} |l m1+1 m27j> ’

1+ 6(z1), Jar J] |l my, mo; j)

~ 2= + +

q ( J){ J+1lmyi— lB] —mq B]+1 —mi—1 Jml} |l+2 mlamZ,] +2>
2(1— — - .

+4q ( ]){ —1,m1— lBj,—ml B]J,-l —mi— 1Bj7m1} |l7m17m2a]> )

sler = 8(x1), Jar J] |1, ma, ma; j)
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2(—j) { p— .
~ ¢ J){Bj+l,m1 1B;r i B]mlB]+ 17m171} |l,mi,ma;7) ,
slal +0(a), JayJ] |l my, ma; j)
20—4) f p—
I B g 2By — Bt mm 1 Bt} 1L+ 2,m1 = 2,masj +2)

slat = 8(z7), JarJ] |1, ma, mas j)
~ 20— + + + -
q ( ]){ Jymi— 2B —m Bj—l,—m1+lBj—1,m1—1} |l,m1 -2, m2,J>
— + L
a){ 2B my — Bit oy 1By 1= 2,m = 2,ma55 = 2)
To prove that these commutators are smoothing we still need to check that the terms in braces

are bounded by ¢’ (since ¢>¢=7)¢/ < ¢! is of rapid decay). This is done by using equations

(4.30). For example the first two braces are identically zero, while the third one is

+ + + + _ Rt -+ +
BjJrl mi— lB] —mq B]Jrl —mi— 1Bj mi BJJrl mi1— 1Bj,f Bj+1 —mi— 1 ] m1 + O( )
=0+0(¢) .

What remains to control are the commutators [x2 + d(z2), JbJ] for b = xg,x1, 22 and the
commutators [z5 — d(x3), JbJ] for b = x1,x2 (which involve the ‘doubly-boxed’ term).

The operators z2 and §(x2) do not shift m;, j and have coefficients independent of m;. Thus, any
operator acting only on the label my and with coefficients depending only on my, j, commutes
with z9 and §(z2) and so can be neglected. In particular, ¢ and 1 can be written as sums of

products of operators of this kind (commuting with z9 and d(x3)) by operators y;’s,

y1 L, my,ma; j) = ljm I+ 1,mi,me;5+1) ,

yo [l,ma,ma; j) = HE - [l+ 1,ma,mas )

l,7,ma2

y3|l,my,mo;j) :=C . |l —1,my,ma;j+1),

l,j,m2

and their adjoints. To prove that the commutators [ze + §(x2), JbJ], for b = x¢,x1,x2, and
[x5—d(x3), JbJ], for b = x1, x2, are smoothing, is sufficient to establish the same for b = y1, y2, y3.

For these operators we have

3lza + 0(x2), Jle] |l7m17m2;j>

A+ A+

= {f?J’. _Dl—:-l,j+1,m2}‘l+2’m1’m2+1;‘7+1> ;

7]7 l7]7m2
slwa +0(@2), JyaJ] |l ma, mo; j)

A n A
{ l+17.77 melDl,j,m2 Dl+17j m2H 7.] —m2

_H7+37 AD s — Dﬁ1]m2}1l+2,m1,m2+1;j>,

o + 8(x2), JysJ] I, my, ma; §)

I+ 2,m1,ma + 15 5)

~ (A At Pt A i
~{C1jema1Plms = Pl i1,y Gy 1l ma + 15 41)

- A+ A+ s
- CJ, {Dl,j,mg — Dl—1,j+1,m2} [l,mi,mg+1;5+1) ,
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(x5 — 6(x3), Jy1J] |1, m1, ma; j)
= {él+1

N[

l’j+

l—1,j,ma—1

+

CIJ,
+ A+ A+ i

= O A0 a1 = Dl } o, ma =15+ 1)

3l — 8(x3), Jy2J] |1, my, ma; §)

+ .
Jy—ma+1 D 1,j+1,mo—1 } |lvm1>m2 L7+ 1>

~ [ A+ A+ ot L

- {Hl 17j7_m2+1Dl_1)j)m2_1 - Dl7j7m2_1Hl)ju_m2} ‘17 ml’ ma — 173)
+ A+ A+ .~

- H’J’ mQ{Dlil’j’m271 B Dl7.j7m271} ’l’ ml,m2 - 1"]> )

sy = 8(x3), JysJ] |1, ma, mas j)

~ (- A+ + - _ i
~{C 1 1 D 1 gms 1 = Di o i1y 1 Crj oy 1= 20ma,ma 155 4 1)

~

— - A+ A+ .
= Cz7j7—m2{D1—17j7m2—1 — Dl_27j+17m2_1} Il —2,my,mo+1;5+1) .

Now Dl 1t T ﬁfrij is bounded by ¢/*7t™2 and ¢+itm2 C’i_mQ is bounded by ¢?. Next,
H +J _m, 18 bounded by ¢ti—m2 and ¢!ti— mQD'D my = 1. This proves that all previous commu-

tators are smoothing. For the y;’s the same statement follows from the symmetry (4.37).

We arrived at last two commutators. Modulo smoothing operators, the first one is

Flxa + 8(z2), JaaJ] |l my, ma; 5)

~ (D} by - Dy

l+17]7 ma—1 l7]7m2 l+17.77m2_1D

i m2} Il +2,m1,ma;j)
+{D 1 —mg1 Dy — DiE Dy o b |1ma, ma; )

—ma—1 l7J7m2 l_17]7m2_1 lv]v

- DjJ, {Dl—t_j,mz - Dltl,j,mg—l} |1, m1,ma; j)

and D;

on ! and my only through their sum. For the same reason we have also that

where the second equality follows from the fact that both Dif in (4.38) depend

1,5,mz2 l,3,m2

[25 — 6(x3), JwoJ] |, m1, ma; j)

N[ =

A+ M+ + -
- {Dl 1,5,— m2+1Dl—1,j,m2 1 Dz,j,m2 QDZJ mz} \l,m17m2 —2;7)

+ + A— i
{Dl 1,j,— m2+1Dl 1,jma—1 Dl—2,j,m2—2Dl,j,—m2} |l —2,m1,mg — 25 j)

— N+ L.
- D ’]’ mQ{Dlil’j’m271 - Dl*27]7m272} |l - 27m1’m2 o 2,j> '

The final observation that Dl_ i —ma DlJr ijmg—i f) Lji—ma for ¢ = 0, 1,2, gives that these com-
mutators vanish modulo smoothing operators. O

4.8 An application: the Haar functional on S;l

The representation of A(S;) on L?(S;) is the GNS representation associated to the Haar func-
tional ¢. Then, we can recover the Haar functional from the cyclic vector 1. First, we have to
identify 1 among the basis of ‘harmonic functions’ |, m1, ma; 7). It is the highest weight vector
with weight (0,0), then 1 o |0,0,0;0). We'll denote it |0) for short. Then the Haar functional

can be expressed as

p(a) = (0]al0)
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for any a € A(S7). The Uy(so(5))-invariance of right hand side is evident, since h[0) = e(h) |0)

is the trivial representation and by crossed product relations

@(h>a) = (0[hyaS(h))[0) = (0lae(h))S(h(2))|0) = (0]ah|0) = e(h)p(a) .

Let us compute explicitly ¢ in the basis of monomials z(°z}" (z])"2x5®, with ng,ni,ne € N,

n3 € Z and with the notation x3* := (x5)/"3! if n3 < 0. Invariance of ¢ implies that p(a) = 0

unless K; >a = a for all i = 1,2. Applying this condition to the generic monomial we get
o(zyx* (x])?25%) =0 if ny #mng or ng#0.

Furthermore, for n; = ny =: k, ng = 0 and for odd ng, from (23)¥|0) |k, —k,0; k) and using

the commutation rule zox; = ¢%z1z9 we get
plag 2 (27)*) = ¢ (0] 2" (27)*|0) = ¢**"° (k, —k, 0; k|ag° |k, —k, 0 k)

which is zero since z(° is off-diagonal for odd ng. For n = 2j even we use ‘twisted’ cyclicity.

Since £71(z7}) = ¢*x7, we have

25—2 * x 27—2 ) — 27—2 %
(g’ $If+1($1)k+1) =4q @(xlxoj k+1( DF) = ¢ %p(z o xlxlfﬂ(?ﬁ)k) : (4.39)
By induction one proves
et = ot (g — ek
so equation (4.39) can be rewritten as
(22 2k () = U3 [2j — 1] (2272 () =
0 ““1\*1 [2]{3 n 2] 0 1 1 .
_ 2§ (j+k)—3j 25 — 1)1 [2K]!! gtk pxyitk 4.40

As usual we denote with [n]!! the g-analogue of the double factorial, given by

[n][n —2][n —4]...[2] if n>2is even,

' = ¢ [n][n —2][n —4]...[1] if n > 1is odd,
1 if n=0,-1.
Finally, from the equality =7 |1,0, —I;1) = —¢~1/2 géig l4+1,—1—1,0;1+ 1) we deduce that
()77 |0) = (—1)7hqmHR/2, J[8] BUEIS 5 4 b, —(j + k), 0 + k) and then

(@i TF ()T kY = ¢~ (+h) [3]% .

Substituting this into equation (4.40) we get the following result.
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Proposition 4.19. The Haar functional on A(Sg) is given by:

(25—1)(j+k)—3; 1] [25—1]! [2K]!! : — 9 - no — =
el (o)) = B gm0 =27 € 2N, m=ny =k, n3 =0,

0 otherwise.

It is instructive to compare the situation with the case ¢ = 1. Cartesian coordinates on S* are

expressed in spherical coordinates as
zo=cosf, z =e“sinfcosd, zo=ePsinbsing,

with «, 5 € [0,27], 6 € [0, 7] and ¢ € [0,7/2]. The Riemann integral is

1 1 2 2
/ dVol % = / (sin 0)? dcos&/ cos ¢dcos¢/ da/ dg,
54 -1 0 0 0

and it is normalized to 872/3. The Haar measure on a monomial, in the non-trivial cases, yields:

3

el lon®) = 575 [ aflnPavels'

1 1
= 3/ (cos 0)% (sin §)2F+2 dcos@/ (cos @) deos ¢
0

2J
/1 &-ZJ(]_ o 52)](3-0—1 df .
0

T2k +2
Integrating by parts

1 2j+1 1
2j 2)k+1 2)k+1 g § _2k+2 2421 _ ¢2\k
[eia-grttae= [a-eprat =B [ epac,

and by induction

1 .
25 okl 1. CE+2)11(25 — 1! 2j+2k+2 (2k +2)1' (25 — 1!
/05](1_5)+ dé = (2 + 2k + D! /5j+ e = (2] + 2k + 3)!!

We arrive then at the final result

2 2k o (2R)(27 — !
g’ )_3(2j+2k:+3)!! )

which is the ¢ — 1 limit of Proposition 4.19.

4.9 The homological dimension

With x(a) := K} KS>a the modular automorphism, we are able to construct a twisted Hochschild
4-cycle as follows. First of all, note that x(xg) = x¢, k(21) = ¢*x1 and k(x2) = ¢x. Thus,

a scaling automorphism. The element K$K$ implements the square of the antipode, that is
(KTEDWETKS) ™ = S%(h), Y h €Uy(so(5)), (4.41)

as one can check on the generators F; (a necessary and sufficient condition).
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Let o : Uy(so(5)) — Maty(C) be the representation in (4.9) and e the idempotent in (4.8).
By (2.37) we have k(e) = K{K§ b e = nen~! where

n:=o(KTKy) = diag(q*, 47, ¢% 47" -

Note that if we call v; € Matx(C) the following deformation of Dirac’s gamma matrices

1 0 0 0 0 0 —q O 0 0 0 O
o 0 —¢> 0 0 ~ 00 o0 ¢ v = 0 0 0 0
0 0o 0 —¢ o |’ ! oo o o |’ -1 —¢* 0 0 0|’
0 0 0 g* 00 0 O 0 g 0 0
0 ¢ o0 0 0 0
1o o o I 0
2 0 0 o0 q3 ) V-2 0 0 0 )
0 0 0 0 0 0 ¢3 o0
then the idempotent e can be written as

e = 3(1+7020 + M1 + 7222 + 12T +-273) -

Lemma 4.20. Trca(nyviv) =0 for all 4,5,k € {0,£1, £2}.

Proof. The proof is a long and tedious computation (one has to compute 125 traces), in contrast
with the ¢ = 1 case where one simply uses cyclicity of the trace and the anticommutation rules
of the Clifford algebra. We quote the code for MATHEMATICA® 5 which allows to perform the

check with a personal computer.

gamma[0] :={{1,0,0,0},{0,-9"2,0,0},{0,0,-q"2,0},{0,0,0,974}}
gamma[1] :={{0,0,-q,0},{0,0,0,9~3},{0,0,0,0},{0,0,0,0}}
gamma [-1] :={{0,0,0,0%},{0,0,0,0},{-1/q,0,0,0},{0,q,0,0}}
gamma [2] :={{0,973,0,0},{0,0,0,0},{0,0,0,9°3},{0,0,0,0}}
gamma [-2] :={{0,0,0,0},{1/9"3,0,0,0},{0,0,0,0},{0,0,1/973,0}}
eta:={{q"4,0,0,0%},{0,1/9"2,0,0},{0,0,972,0},{0,0,0,1/9"4}}
fli_,j_,k_]:= Trleta.gamma[i].gammal[j].gamma [k]]
For[
counter=0;i=-2,i<3,
For[
j=-2,3<3,
For[
=-2,k<3,
If[f[i,j,k]==0,Null,counter++,counter++];
k++
1;
j++;Clear [k]
1;
i++;Clear[j,k]

]1;Print [counter]

The counter ‘counter’ counts how many times the expression £[i,j,k] (= Trea(nviv;v)) fails

to be zero. Running this code one gets 0, confirming that the Lemma is true. O
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Proposition 4.21. The element

: 4
Wy 1= Tr(C4 (7](6 - %)®5) = Zh:l Nko,k1 (6k1,k2 - %5k1,k2) ®...0 (ek5,k0 - %5k5,k0)
is the representative of an Uy(so(5))-invariant twisted Hochschild 4-cycle.

Note that wy is the sum of 4° = 1024 terms, so it is very long to write it down explicitly.

Proof. Using k(e)n = ne we write the boundary of w4 as

3
. . e 1
br(ws) = E (=1)7(1+ 8j0)Trea(n(e — H¥ @ 1@ (e — 5)¥B) = 3 E Trea (i) X
=0 i)j’k

J
X 207,020 — 0107+ 1, Q1 ®1Q1y — 2, ;R ® 1),
and this is zero by Lemma 4.20. By equation (2.37)
howy = Trea(no(hy) (e — $)@e® o (S™ (hz))') = Tres(o(S™ (b)) no () (e — §)@e™) |
where in last step we used cyclicity of the trace. But n = o(K$KS) = o(K$K$)! and by (4.41)
(87 (h)))'no(h))' = o (ha) KT ESS™ (b)) = o (h)S(he)) KT K3) = e(h)n .
From this it follows the invariance of wy, that is h>wy = €(h)wy. O

For ¢ = 1 the image of ws under the isomorphism (2.10) is the volume form of S*. For ¢ #
1 without the factor of n Lemma 4.20 is no more valid, so the twist is essential to get a
coboundary. Non triviality of wy would prove that the ‘twisted’ Hochschild dimension is at least
4, i.e. there is no dimension drop. To prove non-triviality one must pair w4 with a 4-cocycle
and prove that the pairing is not zero. A 4-cocycle is constructed in the following. Recall that

KSKS |l,my,ma; §) . = ¢*™F5m2 |1 my,ma; ), (cf. Section 4.1).
Lemma 4.22. The operator

K ®K55F,aq)...[F,a,],  with ao,...,a, € A(S}),
is of trace class on 'H for all n > 3.

2m1—2m2

Proof. Let Ly be the operator defined by Lg |l,m1,ma;j), = ¢ 3
tice that L,F = FL, and that the map a — anLq_1 is an automorphism of A(S;l); indeed

|l,m1,mo;5),. No-

LqmoLq_1 = xy, ququ_l = q_2/3x1 and ququ_l = g 2x,.
Since K 8K, % = L3, we have to prove that L}[F,aq]...[F,ay] is of trace class for all n > 3.
Since [Fa;] is of trace class, it is sufficient to prove that L3[F,ao][F,a1][F,as] is a bounded

operator. This operator can be written as:

Lg[F, LiagL,?|Ly[F, Lga1 Ly '|Ly[F, as] = Ly[F, ap)Lg[F, a}]Lg[F, ab) .
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Thus, it is sufficient to prove that Ly[F,a] is bounded for all a € A(S}). By Leibniz rule and
[F,a*] = —[F,al*, it is sufficient to consider the cases a = g, x1,x2. We know that [F,z;] is a
sum of independent weighted shifts with weights bounded by ¢*. Then, L,[F,z;] is a sum of
independent weighted shifts with weights bounded by

q2zq—§m1—2m2 _ q2(l+§—j—mz)q%(j—mnq%j—l < q%j—l < g U/3

and this concludes the proof. ]

We are in the hypothesis of Lemma 2.12, with K = Kngg’ and p = 4. Thus, we can construct

the ‘twisted’ analogue of Chern-Connes cocycle.

Proposition 4.23. The multilinear map
chf(ag, ..., a,) := Trp(K{ Ky Sy F[F, ap) . .. [F,an))
is the representative on an Uy(so(5))-invariant twisted Hochschild n-cocycle for all even n > 4.

Proof. From Lemma 2.12, chf;’” is a twisted Hochschild n-cocycle. We have only to prove
invariance.

Recall that the action of Uy (so(5)) on multilinear maps is
(he ) (a0, a1, ... an) = (S (hpyn) »ao, S~ (hiny) B ar, ..., S Hhy)an) -
The rules of the crossed product and the invariance of F' and v (Fh = hF, Fy = vF') imply:
YF[F, S (h(ni1)) > ao] - .. [F, 57 (b)) > an] = S~ (h(a)) (YF[F, ag] . . . [F, an])hq) -

Recall that K K§ is the element implementing the square of the antipode, (K$K$)h(K$KS)™1 =
S2(h). Thus,

{hvchl*}ao, ... an) = Tr(Kl_SKQ_GSfl(h(Q))’yF[F, ao) - .. [F, anlh())
= Tr(S(h@) K Ky *yF[F,aq] . .. [F,an]h)) -

Cyclicity of the trace and the property h(1)S(h(2)) = €(h) imply that h o chl** = e(h)chl* for
all h € Uy(s0(5)). O

Note that while the Fredholm module (A(S;), H, F,v) is 1-summable (cf. Proposition 4.12), and
one has a cocycle chg for any even n > 0, the twisted cocycle chf’“ is defined only for even n,
greater than 4.

Now, we prove that the Hochschild homology class of wy is not zero. To this end, it is enough

to prove the non-vanishing of the pairing

chf’“(w4) = Tryect (nKl_BKQ_G’yF[F, 6]5) ) (4.42)
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which depends only on the class of w4 and chf"i in Hochschild (co)homology.
Along the lines of Lemma 3.24, one proves that the pairing (4.42) is 2 times the g-index of
the operator F.f in (2.2),

F, —8 7-—6 —8 7-—6
%Ch4 H(w4) = Trker FF (nKl K2 ) - Trcoker Ff (nKl K2 ) :
Using representation theory, it is possible to compute explicitly the index.

Lemma 4.24. The class [w4] € HHf is non-trivial. In particular, chf’”(ml) = 2.

Proof. We lift the representation of U,(so(5)) from Hy to v € Hy ® C* by taking the Hopf
tensor product with V; /9, as in (2.38):

hy»v= O’(S_l(h(l)))th(Q) >uv,

with o the representation (4.9). Since e satisfies (2.37), it follows that h» (ew) = e(h» w), and
the subspaces
Hl =e(He ®Ch), Hi:=(1—-e)(HtoCh,

carries sub-representations of Uy(s0(5)). As Hi >~ @, 1 Vi, Clebsh-Gordan decomposition

Vip@Vip=Vo@® Vi@ Vi,
Vip @ Vi Vi @ Viey &V p @ Visyy itl= 35,

tells us that

+ - : :
ML~ @(mz e n HV(1,1+1)) ; My = ®(mli Vien LV(1J+1)) ’
IeN IeN

with multiplicities satisfying

:l:7H

my —|—m(j)c’l:1, mli’H+mli’L:2Vl21, nli’H—i—nli’L:2Vl20.

Consider the vectors (I > 1)

+ 11 1.1 t
U(l,l) :‘l_faivl_§7§>i®(0,0,0,1) ,

+ : 1 1 1.1

Vo == 5030 = 55902 ©(0,1,0,0) +[1 — 3, —5.0 = 333); ®(0,0,0,1)",
e : 11 1.1
Vo) = 1303033904 @ (1,0,0,0) + 15, 5, —333)+ ®(0,1,0,0)

+ ‘%77%’ %a %>j: ® (0,0, 150)t + ‘%77%’*%7 %>:|: ® (07070’ 1)t .

These are highest weight vectors with weight (1,7) and (0,[) respectively. They remain highest

weight vectors when multiplied by e. So,

Pl et and vt = (1—ews (4.43)

(n1,n2) (n1,n2) (n1,n2) (n1,n2)
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are highest weight vectors with weight (ni,n2), for (n1,n2) = (1,1) and (0,1). By using the

explicit form of the chiral representations, one finds that v(d'& = e“(_o,o) = 0 and ’U(+0:|(l) =
(1- e)v(JB’O) = 0, while v(in’ll‘m) # 0 and v(j;’inz) # 0 in all other cases.

This proves that mli’H = mli’L = nli’H = nli’L =1 for all [ > 1, while mar’” = ma’L =1 and
ma’” = mS“J‘ = 0. That is,

H ~ (0s,4+V0) @ @DI(VZ ® Vi) HE =~ (65,-Vo) @ ®z>1(vl V)

with s = £1. By equivariance, F' intertwines representations with the same highest weight, while
flipping the label ‘+’. The kernel and cokernel of F.f are still subrepresentations of Uy (so(5)),
thus it is enough to determine which of the highest weight vectors (4.43) are in the kernel and
which in the cokernel. It turns out that ker F." = V}, is the subspace of H, spanned by v(JE)’O)

(eFev(JBVO) = eFv(JBVO) = €eVgg) = 0), and the cokernel is empty. So,

+ —87-—6| +
F (V0,0 1ET K3 "0 )
%Ch4 ’K(W4) — 200 "2 (0,07 g ]

T
(v0,0)1?(0,0))

4.10 Check with Mathematica® 5

As a further control that the left regular and chiral representations of the algebra A(S;l) are
correct, we list the MATHEMATICA® 5 code which allows to check the commutation rules of the

algebra. Before that, let me explain how the computer program works.

Left regular representation

We call X;(a,b,l,m,k,j),1=0,1, the coefficients such that
xi [l,my,me; j) = Za’b Xi(a,b,l,my,ma,j) |l +a,my + 6;1,ma;j + b)
and notice that they are zero if a,b # £1, while we call Xs(a,l, ma, j) the coefficients in
w2 |l,mq,ma; ) = Za Xo(a,l,ma, j) L+ a,mi,ma + 1; )

and notice that they vanish for a # +1 (they are called Xzero[a,b,1,m,k, j], Xuno[a,b,1,m,k, j]

and Xdue[a,1l,k,j] in MATHEMATICA® 5). We then define the seven polynomials

Polj = woxs — ¢ T20 ,
Poly = w129 — ¢ T271 ,
Pols = z5x) — q2x1x§ ,
Poly = wox1 — ¢ 2170 ,

Pols = [z1,2]] + (1 — q4)x% ;
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* * 4 *
Polg = [x9,x5] + 211 — ¢ 1127,

Pol; = :L‘(Z) + x12] + 20wy — 1.

The vanishing of these polynomials guarantees that the commutation relations of A(Sj}) are
satisfied (the remaining commutation relations are obtained by conjugation). In the code listed

at the end of the chapter we call

Comm[i,x,y] := <l +ax,m k. ]+ y|Poli|l,m,k:,j> ,

where m/, k' are the unique values of the coefficients for which the matrix element is different
from zero (m/,k’ depend on which polynomial one is considering). For i = 1,2,3 we have to
check that Comm[i,x,y] = 0 in the cases x = —2,0,2 and y = —1,+1 (they are automatically
zero in all other cases). This is done by the code

For[counter = 0; i = 1, i <= 3,
For[x = -2, x <= 2,

Forly = -1, y <= 1,

If[Simplify[Comm[i, x, y]] == 0, Null, counter++, counter++];
Print["i=", i, ", x=", x, ", y=", y, ", Comm=", Simplify[Comm[i, x, y]1];
yt+; y++];
x++; x++];
i++]; Print["errors=", counter]

For each of the values of ¢, z, y we are interested in, it prints a line with the value of Comm[i,x,y]
(which is always zero). The counter ‘counter’ counts cumulatively how many times these
coefficients fail to be zero, and is printed at the end of the cycle (it turns out to be zero).

For ¢ = 4,5,6,7 we do the same, but now we are interested in the cases z = —2,0,2 and

y = —2,0,2 (in the other cases coefficients are automatically zero).

Chiral representations
Let
’l,j, miy,ma, €> = 5261(_1)l+%—j+m2 |l, miy,ma; ]>j: .

We first do the computation as € € {:l:%} were an independent variable; then we should evaluate
the result on the actual value e = %(—1)”%73' ™2 hut this is not necessary since the result is zero
even for the ‘wrong’ value of e. In MATHEMATICA® 5 code we call Xzero[a,b,c,1,j,m,k,e]

the coefficient Xg’b’c(l,j, m, k, €), etc., in the equation

xi|l7j7mak76>: Z Z X;L,b,c(lajamvkae)|l+a7j+b7m+6ilak+52'27c> .
c::t% a,b=0,£t1

They are given by

X1, jymyky€) = s(e,a— b+ 652, )Y (1, j,m, ky€)



4.10. CHECK WITH MATHEMATICA® 5 121

with
ero 1 if ¢ = (—1)te,
0 otherwise ,
and
Yo (1, gom, kye) = AT CRy(e)
P01, g,m kye) = ljk( €)
S gmke) =Yy P +a,j—1,m, ke)
Y (L Gomu k€)= Cz,g k(€) s
Y1a’0(l»j»m7k €) = Hl]k:( €)
T dima k€)= By Crl 1 (€)
Yol jom kye) = & ongk( €) .

The factor s(e,a — b + d;2,c¢) takes into account the fact that when [ — j 4+ mg is shifted by
a — b+ d;9, the sign of € changes or not, depending on the parity of that quantity.

With Pol; given by the same polynomials as in the previous section, we call

Comm[i,x,y,e] := <l +x,7 —|—y,m’,k’,e’\Poli\l,j,m,k,@ ,

where m/, k', ¢’ are the unique values of the coefficients for which the matrix elements is different
from zero (they depend on which polynomial one is considering). For i = 1,2, 3 we have to check
that Comm[i,x,y,e] = 0 in the cases x = —2,—1,0,1,2, y = —1,0,41 and e = :l:% (they are
automatically zero in all other cases). This is done by the code

For[counter = 0; i = 1, i <= 3,
For[e = -1/2, e <= 1/2,
For[x = -2, x <= 2,

For[y = -1, y <= 1,

If[Simplify[Comm[i, x, y, e]]l] == 0, Null, counter++, counter++];
y++1;
x++] ;
e++];
i++]; Print["errors=", counter]

As for the left regular representation, the value of each coefficient Comm[i,x,y,e] could be
printed, but we don’t do it to avoid wasting paper. Instead, only the number of coefficients
failing to be zero is printed at the end. For ¢ = 4,5,6,7 we do the same, but now we are
interested in the cases z,y = —2,—1,0,1,2 and e = :l:% (in the other cases coefficients are
trivially zero). As one can see by running the code, the result is always zero, confirming that

the representation is correct.
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MATHEMATICA® 5 code - left regular representation

$Assumptions = {0<g<1&&{1l, m, k, j} € Integers&&120&&0<j<1&&-j<m=<j&&-(1-3j)<k=<1-3j}
{0<g<l6&&(l|m|k|J)eIntegers&&l=06&0=<j<l&&-jJj<m=sj&&j-l=<k=<-j+1}
sqa[n_] := (q*(-n) -q*n) *(1/2) (q*(-1) -q) "~ (-1/2)

sqa[j+m+1] sqa[j-m+1]

Apiul[j m ;=g (m-1
piull_,m_ ] =% ( ) sqa[2j+1] sqa[2 j + 3]

sqa[j+m+1] sqa[j+m+2
Bpiu[j_, m ] :=gq*(-j+m-1/2) gafj+m+1lsqalj+m+2]

sqa[2j+1] sqa[2 ]+ 3]

sqa[j-m] sqa[j-m-1
Bmeno[j_, m_ ] :=-g*(j+m+1/2) 9alJ 1 5qa(J ]

sqa[2j-1] sqa[2]+1]

sqa[l+Jj+k+3] sqa[l+j-k+3]
sqa[21+ 3] sqa[21+5]

cpiull_, j_, k_] :i=q* (k-1)

sqa[l-j+k]sqa[l-3j-k]

Cmeno[l , j , k = -gr (k-1
3,k A ) sqa[21+1] sqa[21+ 3]

sqa[l+Jj+k+3]sqa[l-j+k+2]
sqa[21+3] sqa[21+5]

Dpiu[l_, j_, k_] :=q*(-1+k-3/2)

sqal[l-j-k]lsqa[l+j-k+1]
sqa[21+1] sqa[21 + 3]

Dmeno[l , j_, k ] :=gq*(1+k+3/2)

Xzero[l,1,1 ,m_,k_, j_] :=Apiu[j, m] Cpiu[l, j, k]
Xzero[-1,1,1 ,m ,k_, j_] :=Apiu[j, m] Cmeno[l, j, k]
Xzero[l, -1, 1 _,m ,k_, j_] :=Apiu[j-1, m] Cmeno[l+1, j-1, k]
Xzero[-1, -1, 1 ,m_, k , j_] :=Apiu[j-1, m] Cpiu[l-1, j-1, k]
Xuno[1l,1,1_,m_, k_, j_] :=Bpiu[j, m] Cpiu[l, j, k]
Xuno[-1,1,1_,m , k_, j_] :=Bpiu[j, m] Cmeno[l, j, k]

Xuno[l, -1,1_,m ,k_, j_] :=Bmeno[j, m] Cmeno[l+1, j-1, k]
Xuno[-1, -1,1 ,m , k , j_] :=Bmeno[j, m] Cpiu[l-1, j-1, k]
Xdue[l, 1_, k_, j_] :=Dpiu[l, j, k]

Xdue[-1,1_, k_, j_] :=Dmeno[l, j, k]

For[j=-2, j=<2,
Xzero[i_, 3, 1_, m_, k_, 3_] :=0;
Xuno[i_, 3,1, m_, k_, 3_]:=0;

JH+; J++]

For[s=-1,s<1,

Xzero[3s,i_,1_,m ,k_,3_]:=0;
Xzero[i_,3s,1_,m _,k_,3j_]:=0;
Xuno[3s,i_,1 ,m ,k_,3_]:=0;
Xuno[i_,3s,1_,m ,k_,3j_]:=0;
Xdue[3s,1_, k_, j_]:=0;

S++; S++]

r3J

Comm[l, x_, y_] := Sum[Xzero[x-a,y, 1+a, m, k+1, j] Xdue[a, 1, k, j] -
g”*2Xduela, 1+x-a, k, j+y] Xzero[x-a,y, 1, m k, j], {a, -1, 1, 2}]

Comm[2, x_, y_] := Sum[Xuno[x-a,y, 1+a, m k+1, j] Xdue[a, 1, k, j] -
g”*2Xduela, 1+x-a, k, j+y] Xuno[x-a,y, 1, m k, j1, {a, -1, 1, 2}]

Comm[3, x_, y_] :=Sum[
Xdue[-a, 1+x, k-1, j+y] Xuno[x-a,y, 1, m k, jl-g*2
Xuno[x-a,y, l+a, m k-1, j] Xdue[-a, 1+a, k-1, 3], {a, -1, 1, 2}]
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Comm[4, x_, y_] := Sum[Xzero[x-a, y-b, 1+a, m+1, k, j+b] Xuno[a, b, 1, m, k, j] -
g*2Xuno[x-a, y-b, 1+a, m, k, j+b] Xzero[a, b, 1, m, k, j], {a, -1,1, 2}, {b, -1, 1, 2}]

Comm[5, x_, y_] := Sum[Xuno[-a, -b, 1+x, m, k, j+y] Xuno[x-a, y-b, 1, m k, j] -
Xuno[x-a, y-b,1l+a,m-1, k, j+b] Xuno[-a, -b, 1+a,m-1,k, j+b] -
(1-g~4) Xzero[x-a, y-b, 1l+a,m, k, j+b] Xzero[a, b, 1, m, k, j], {a, -1, 1, 2}, {b, -1, 1, 2}]

Comm[6, x_, y_] :=DiscreteDeltaly]
Sum[Xdue[-a, 1+x, k, j] Xdue[x-a, 1, k, j] -Xdue[-a, 1+a, k-1, j] Xdue[x-a, 1l+a, k-1, j],
{a, -1, 1, 2}] + Sum[-Xuno[-a, -b, 1+x, m, k, j+y] Xuno[x-a,y-b, 1, m k, j] +gq*4
Xuno[x-a,y-b,1l+a,m-1, k, j+b] Xuno[-a, -b, 1+a,m-1,%k, j+b], {a, -1,1, 2}, {b, -1, 1, 2}]

Comm[7, x_, y_] := Sum[Xzero[x-a, y-b, 1+a, m, k, j+b] Xzero[a, b, 1, m, k, J] +
Xuno[x-a, y-b, 1l+a,m-1, k, j+b] Xuno[-a, -b, 1+a, m-1, k, j+b], {a, -1, 1, 2}, {b, -1, 1, 2}]
DiscreteDelta[y] Sum[Xdue[-a, 1+a, k-1, j] Xdue[x-a, 1l+a, k-1, j], {a, -1, 1, 2}] -
DiscreteDelta[x] DiscreteDelta[y]

For[counter=0;i=1, i<3,
For[x=-2,x<2,
For[y=-1,y<1,
If[Simplify[Comm[i, x, y]] = 0, Null, counter++, counter++];
Print["i=", i, ", x=", x, ", y=",y, ", Comm=", Simplify[Comm[i, x, y]]]/
Y++; Y++] 5
X++; X++];

i++]; Print["errors=", counter]

i

1, x=-2, y=-1, Comm=0
i=1, x=-2, y=1, Comm=0
i=1, x=0, y=-1, Comm=0
i=1, x=0, y=1, Comm=0
i=1, x=2, y=-1, Comm=0
i=1, x=2, y=1, Comm=0
i=2, x=-2, y=-1, Comm=0
i=2, x=-2, y=1, Comm=0
i=2, x=0, y=-1, Comm=0
i=2, x=0, y=1, Comm=0
i=2, x=2, y=-1, Comm=0
i=2, x=2, y=1, Comm=0
i=3, x=-2, y=-1, Comm=0
i=3, x=-2, y=1, Comm=0
i=3, x=0, y=-1, Comm=0
i=3, x=0, y=1, Comm=0
i=3, x=2, y=-1, Comm=0
i=3, x=2, y=1, Comm=0

errors=0

For[counter=0;i=4,ix<7,
For[x=-2,x<2,
For[y=-2,y=<2,
If[Simplify[Comm[i, x, y]] = 0, Null, counter++, counter++];
Print["i=", i, ", x=", x, ", y=",y, ", Comm=", Simplify[Comm[i, x, y]]];
Y+, Y++] S
X++; X++];

i++]; Print["errors=", counter]
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i=4,

i=4,

i=4,

i=4,

i

1]
kS

i=4,

i=4,

i=4,

i=4,

i=5,

i=5,

i=5,

i=5,

i=5,

i=6,

i=6,

i=6,

i

1]
o

i=6,

i=6,

i=6,

i=6,

i=6,

i=7,

i=7,

i=7,

i=7,

i=7,

errors=0

x=-2, y=-2, Comm=0
x=-2, y=0, Comm=0
x=-2, y=2, Comm=0
x=0, y=-2, Comm=0
x=0, y=0, Comm=0
x=0, y=2, Comm=0
x=2, y=-2, Comm=0
x=2, y=0, Comm=0
x=2, y=2, Comm=0
x=-2, y=-2, Comm=0
x=-2, y=0, Comm=0
x=-2, y=2, Comm=0
x=0, y=-2, Comm=0
x=0, y=0, Comm=0
x=0, y=2, Comm=0
x=2, y=-2, Comm=0
x=2, y=0, Comm=0
x=2, y=2, Comm=0
x=-2, y=-2, Comm=0
x=-2, y=0, Comm=0
x=-2, y=2, Comm=0
x=0, y=-2, Comm=0
%x=0, y=0, Comm=0
x=0, y=2, Comm=0
x=2, y=-2, Comm=0
x=2, y=0, Comm=0
x=2, y=2, Comm=0
x=-2, y=-2, Comm=0
x=-2, y=0, Comm=0
x=-2, y=2, Comm=0
x=0, y=-2, Comm=0
x=0, y=0, Comm=0
x=0, y=2, Comm=0
x=2, y=-2, Comm=0
x=2, y=0, Comm=0

x=2, y=2, Comm=0
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MATHEMATICA® 5 code - chiral representations

$Assumptions = {0<gq<1&&{l+1/2, m+1/2,k+1/2, j+1/2} € Integers &&
1>0880<j<1l&&-j<m<j&&-(1+1/2-3j)=<k<1+1/2-j&&t*2==168&(2e)"2==1}
{O<q<1&&(%+l‘%+m‘%+k‘%+j)elntegers&&
. . . 1 . 1 . 2 2
l>O&&O<jsl&&—jsmsj&&—5+j—lsk55—j+l&&t =16&&4e° = }

sqaln_] := (@ -2 (gt -

qaln_] := (- (-9
sn[e , z_, c_] :=DiscreteDelta[Simplify[c-e (-1) *z]]

sqa[j+m+1] sqa[j-m+1]

Api i, =gt
piulj_, m_] :=q" 92123+ 2]

o, @™ qal2] qa[j-m] -qa[2]]
qaf2j]lqal2]+2]

Azero[j_, m_] :=q

sqa[j+m+ 1] sqa[j +m+ 2]

Bpiu[j , m 1= g imm-l/2
piulj_, m_] :=q @25+ 2]

sqa[j-m] sqa[j+m+ 1]
qaf2j] qa[2] +2]

Bzero[j_, m_] := (1+q~2) g~/2

Simi1s2 S98[3 -m] sqa[j-m-1]

Bmeno[j_, m_] := -q

qaf2]]
sqal[l+j+k+3+e]lsqa[l+j-k+3-e
CC[l,l,j,k,e]::—q“‘l‘eq[ J 1sqall+3 !
- - - = qa[21 +4]
sqa[l+1/2+j+2-2ek]sqal[l+1/2-j-2ek
CC[0,1 ,3j ,k ,e ]:=-2teqga[2] gq° @1+3+k-1 el J 1 sqal J ]
- === gaf[21+2] qa[21+4]
sqa[l-j+k-e] sqa[l-J-k+e
CCl-1,1_, 3, k_, e ] :=-geive SBEL3 ] saall-) ]

qal[21+2]

sqa[l-k+2+e (2j+1)]sqa[l+k+2-e(2j+1)]
qa[21+4]

HH[1, 1 , j_, k_, e ] :=qg<ive@iD

HH[O, 1 ,3_,k ,e_]:=
. gqa[l-k+l-e(2j+1)]qa[l+k+2-e(2j+1)] -g?qa[l-k+2+e(2j+1)]qa[l+k+l+e(2F+1)]

qa[21l+2] qa[21 +4]
HH[-1,1 ,j_,k ,e_]:=HH[1l,1-1, 3, k, -e]

sqa[l+j+k+3+e]lsqa[l-Jj+k+2-¢]

DD[1,1 ,3 ,k ,e ]:=qttk3/2
—r I d qa[21+4]

sqa[l-k+1-e(2j+1)] sqa[l+k+2-e(2j+1)]
qal[21l+2] qa[21+4]

DD[0, 1_, j_, k_, e_] :=tqa[2] g~*/?
sqa[l-j-k+e]lsqga[l+j-k+1l-e]

DD[-1,1 , 3 ,k ,e ] :=-qt*k3/2
: — ks d qa[21+2]

For[i=0,i=<2,
For[s=-1,s<1,
For[a=2, ac<3,
Y[i,sa,b_,1_,3j_,m ,k_,e_]:=0;
a++];
S++; S++];

i++]

For[i=0,i=<2,
For[s=-1,s<1,
For[b=2,b<3,
Y[i,a ,sb,1 ,3j ,m ,k_,e ]:=0;
b++];
S++; S++];

i++]
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Y[0,a ,1,1 ,3j_,m ,k ,e ] :=Apiu[j, m]CC[a, 1, j, k, e]

Y[0,a ,0,1_,3j_,m ,k ,e_]:=Azero[j, m] HH[a, 1, j, k, e]
¥[0,a_,-1,1_,3_,m ,k_,e ]:=Y[0,-a,1,1+a,j-1,m, k, (-1)>e]

Y[l,a ,1,1 ,3j_,m ,k ,e ] :=Bpiu[j, m]CC[a, 1, j, k, e]

Y[l,a ,0,1 ,j_,m ,k ,e ] :=Bzero[j, m] HH[a, 1, j, k, e]
Y[1,a_,-1,1_,3_,m ,k ,e_ ] :=Bmeno[j, m]CC[-a, l+a, j-1,k, (-1)2*t e]
Y[2,a ,b ,1 ,j_,m ,k , e ] :=DiscreteDelta[b]DD[a, 1, j, k, e]
Xzerola_,b_,c _,1_,j_,m _,k _,e_] :=sn[e, a-b, c] Y[0, a, b, 1, j, m k, e]
Xunofa_,b_,c ,1 ,j_,m ,k ,e_] :=snl[e,a-b,c]¥[1l,a,b, 1, j, mk,e]

Xdue[a_, b _,c ,1 ,j_,m ,k ,e ] :=snle,a-b+1l,cl¥[2,a,b,1,j, mk,e]

Comm[l, x_,y_,e_]:=

Sum[Xzero[x-a, y-b, (-1)**¥'e, 1+a, j+b, m, k+1, c] Xdue[a, b, c, 1, j, m, k, e] -
g*2Xdue[x-a, y-b, (-1)*¥*'e, 1+a, j+b, m, k, c] Xzero[a, b, ¢, 1, j, m, k, e],
{a, -1, 1}, {b, -1, 1}, {c, -1/2, 1/2}]

Comm[2, x_,y_,e_]:=

Sum[Xuno[x-a, y-b, (-1)*¥*'e, 1+a, j+b, m, k+1, c] Xdue[a, b, ¢, 1, j, m, k, e] -
g*2Xdue[x-a, y-b, (-1)*¥*'e, 1+a, j+b, m+1, k, c] Xuno[a, b, ¢, 1, j, m, k, e],
{a, -1, 1}, {b, -1, 1}, {c, -1/2, 1/2}]

Comm[3, x ,y_,e]:=

Sum[Xdue[-a, -b, ¢, L+x, j+y, m+1, k-1, (-1)*¥*' e] Xuno[x-a, y-b, c, 1, j, m, k, e] -
g*2Xuno[x-a, y-b, (-1)*¥'e, 1+a, j+b, m, k-1, c] Xdue[-a, -b, e, 1+a, j+b, m, k-1, c],
{a, -1, 1}, {b, -1, 1}, {c, -1/2, 1/2}]

Comm[4, x ,y_,e_]:=

Sum[Xzero[x-a, y-b, (-1)**Ye, 1+a, j+b, m+1, k, ¢] Xuno[a, b, ¢, 1, j, m, k, e] -
gq*2Xuno[x-a, y-b, (-1)*¥Ye, 1+a, j+b, m, k, c] Xzero[a, b, ¢, 1, j, m, k, e],
{a, -1, 1}, {b, -1, 1}, {c, -1/2, 1/2}]

Comm[5, x ,y_,e_]:=
Sum[Xuno[x-a, y-b, (-1)**Ye, 1+a, j+b, m-1, k, c] Xuno[-a, -b, e, 1+a, j+b, m-1, k, c] -
Xuno[-a, -b, ¢, 1+x, j+y, m, k, (-1)**Ye] Xuno[x-a, y-b,c, 1, j, m k, e] +
(1-g~4) Xzero[x-a, y-b, (-1)*¥e, 1+a, j+b, m, k, c] Xzero[a, b, ¢, 1, j, m, k, e],
(a, -1, 1}, {b, -1, 1}, {c, -1/2, 1/2}]

Comm[6, x_,y_,e_]:=

Sum[Xdue[x-a, y-b, (-1)**Ye, 1+a, j+b, m, k-1, c] Xdue[-a, -b, e, 1+a, j+b, m, k-1, c] -
Xdue[-a, -b, ¢, 1+x, j+y, m, k, (-1)**Ye] Xdue[x-a, y-b,c, 1, j, m k, e] +
Xuno[-a, -b, ¢, 1+x, j+y, m, k, (-1)*Ye] Xuno[x-a,y-b,c, 1,3, m k, e] -
gq*4Xuno[x-a,y-b, (-1)*¥Ye, 1+a, j+b, m-1, k, c] Xuno[-a, -b, e, 1+a, j+b, m-1, k, c],
{a, -1, 1}, {b, -1, 1}, {c, -1/2, 1/2}]

Comm[7, x_, y_, e_] :=Sum[Xzero[x-a, y-b, (-1)*Ye, 1+a, j+b, m, k, c] Xzero[a, b, c, 1, j, m, k, e] +
Xuno[x-a, y-b, (-1)*¥Ye, 1+a, j+b, m-1, k, c] Xuno[-a, -b, e, 1+a, j+b, m-1, k, c] +
Xdue[x-a, y-b, (-1)*Ye, 1+a, j+b, m, k-1, c] Xdue[-a, -b, e, 1+a, j+b, m, k-1, c],

{a, -1, 1}, {b, -1, 1}, {c, -1/2, 1/2}] - DiscreteDelta[x, y]

For[counter=0;1i=1, i<3,
For[e=-1/2,e<1/2,
For[x=-2,x<2,
For[y=-1,y<1,
If[Simplify[Comm[i, x, y, e]] = 0, Null, counter++, counter++];
y++];
X++];
e++];
i++]; Print["errors=", counter]

errors=0
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For[counter=0;i=4,ix<7,
For[e=-1/2,e<1/2,
For[x=-2,x<2,
For[y=-2,ys2,
If[Simplify[Comm[i, X, y, e]] == 0, Null, counter++, counter++];
y++]7
X++];
e++];

i++]; Print["errors=", counter]

errors=0
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Chapter 5

Some remarks on odd-dimensional

quantum spheres

“One should always genmeralize”,
Carl Jacobi [DH81].

The purpose of this chapter is to extend to odd-dimensional quantum spheres some of the
results which hold in the case of SU,(2) [Con04, DLST05b], Podles spheres [DDLW07] and of
the quantum 4-sphere [DDLO08]. We recall here the definition of the odd-dimensional quantum
sphere 5’3”1 of [VS91], which for £ > 1 and 0 < ¢ < 1 is described by the *-algebra .A(Sg”l)

generated by {z;, 2 }i=1,.. s41 with relations

2i2j = Q2% Vi<yg,
2z = qzjz; Vi#j,
[Zikvzl] =0,
2 @ .
[Z2<+1vzi+1]:(1_q )ijlzjz; V’L:].,...,g,

2121 + 2025 + .o+ 2z =1

In the next section we present the left regular representation of A(Sg”l) and the ‘optimal’
Dirac operator D constructed in [CP07]. Then, in Section 5.2 we define a representation which
generalizes to all odd-dimensional sphere the ‘symbol map’ of S3 = SU,(2) of [Con04, DLST05b]
and which differs from the left regular representation only by infinitesimals, that in the present
case means operators whose noncommutative integral is zero. Finally, in Section 5.3 we use the
symbol map to compute the noncommutative integral associated with D. Section 5.4 contains
the proof of the main result of the chapter, that is Theorem 5.3. We argue that these results
may be used to construct spectral triples on quantum projective spaces, which are the ‘virtual’

spaces underlying the *-algebra A(CPg) C A(Sg“'l) generated by the elements p;; := 2 z;.

129
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5.1 The left regular representation

We use, with minor changes, the notations of [CP07]. Irreducible unitary corepresentations of
A(SU4(£+1)) are labelled by Young tableaux n = (n1,...,ns), that are ¢-tuple of non-negative
integers satisfying ny > ne > ... > ny > 0. We denote V,, the corresponding representation
space. Basis vectors of V;, can be indexed by Gelfand-Tsetlin tableaux (GT tableaux, for short),

which are arrays of integers of the form

ra T2 ... -1 710 O
21 T22 ... T2e-1 T2y
31 T32 ... T34-1
r = (5.1)
Te,1 T¢2
Te+1,1

with r1; = n; and r;; > rip1; > i 41 for all 4,5 (from now on it is understood that r;; = 0 if
i, are out of range). Usually GT tableaux are defined modulo a global rescaling (two arrays
are equivalent if they differ by a constant); here for each equivalence class of GT tableaux, we
choose the representative which has zero in the top-right corner, r1 o411 = 0.

If H is the Hilbert space completion of A(Sg”l) with respect to the inner product induced
by the Haar state, an orthonormal basis |n, h;r) of H is indexed by n,h € N and r is a GT
tableau with Young tableau (r11,...,71¢) = (n+h,h,...  h).

For k=1,...,£4 1 we denote

0 = {(my,...,mg) eNF|1<my <0+2-iVi=1,...,k}.
For m € I'® and r a GT tableau, we denote r(™ the array with elements

ri+1 ifj=m;, 1 <i<k,
I Z

Tij otherwise.
The factor —d,,, ¢+1 is needed to select the representative of the GT tableau equivalence class
which has 71 o411 = 0.

The left regular representation 7 : A(S’g“‘l) — B(H) can be determined by using the

inclusion into A(SU,((+1)) defined by z;,,_; — ¢~ "*1u}, with uz the generators of the quantum
SU(¢ + 1) group (cf. [CPOT7]). It is defined on generators by

1
1)3 |
r(yai) I hir) = g3 22y A"y m) [ 1, ™)
n+h+l+1]2
m mi=
1, [htl—1)2 i
+q 2" g C(z,r,m)‘n,h—l;r(m) (5.2)
[n+h+0—1]2 2 ! >

mel(®): my=0+1
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where we set to zero the summands for which r(™ is not a GT tableau. The coefficients
C,(i,r,v™) are the Clebsch-Gordan coefficients in equation (5.3) of [CP07] (their sign can be
found at page 220 of [KS97]). Their explicit value is

i—1
p1
Cyli,r,m) := q%(1+m1*2mi*7’17m1+2rivmi*’”il+2*i+2k§1 (i1 ki) {H sign(mg — mk—i—l)} "

k=1
i—1 42—k . 41—k . 12
x 1_[ I1 Mg = MLy = 5 i) 11 [Pkt — Ty — J + Mg — 1] "
k=1mp#j=1 [Peg = Thami = 7+ mp17j=1 [ret15 — Thtlmpyy —J T Mkt1 — 1]
O+1—i 1/2
Hkil rivip — Tign, — k+m; — 1] .
X (+2—1i ] ‘ 5 ( . )
Hmﬁékzl[ri,k —Tim; — k+ mz]
where we set sign(0) := 1, empty sums are set to 0 and empty products are set to 1. This

representation together with the ‘optimal’ Dirac operator D of [CP07], given by!

Dl i) = —(h+1)|n,h;r) ifn=0, (5.4)
(n+h+1)|n,hry ifn>0,
defines a spectral triple on Sg”l. A peculiarity of this Dirac operator is that for any other
equivariant Dirac operator D’ (on the same Hilbert space) there exists two positive constants
a,b such that |D’| < a|D| 4+ b, which explains the name ‘optimal’. This essentially means that
D is the equivariant Dirac operator corresponding to the minimal metric dimension.

From an analysis of the case £ = 1, where the bounded commutator condition fails for ¢ = 1
(cf. remarks 5.1 and 5.5 in [CP03a]), we argue that these spectral triples constructed with ‘scalar
functions’ instead of spinors are purely quantum objects.

Notice that the coefficients in front of the sums in (5.2) are never greater than 1. Moreover
as proved in [CP07, eq. (4.10)], Cy(i,r,m) are bounded by a constant (which is independent
of n,h,r). Then, the coefficients in the first line of (5.2) are bounded by ¢". If we neglect
terms bounded by ¢, the first line of (5.2) disappears. We’ll show in Section 5.3 that this

‘approximation modulo ¢"’ yields a remarkable simplification of the left regular representation.

5.2 The symbol map

Although it is a very simple example, the equatorial Podles sphere seems to be the building
block for the theory of g-deformed spaces, when doing local computations. In many examples
(cf. [Con04, DLST05b, DDLWO07, DDLO0S], the last two being discussed also in Chapters 3 and
4 of this dissertation) one finds that representations of quantum spaces are described, modulo
‘infinitesimals’, by suitable tensor products of representations of the coordinate algebra A(Sg)
of the equatorial Podles sphere. This is indeed a general feature of all odd-dimensional quantum

spheres, as we shall see later on.

'We shifted the spectrum of |D| in [CP07] by +1 to get an invertible Dirac operator.
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Recall that A(Sg) is the x-algebra generated by A = A*, B and B* with relations:
AB = ¢BA , BB*+ A’ =1, B*B+ ¢*A? =1.

Proposition 5.1. Let u be the unitary generator of A(S'). There is a *-algebra morphism
p: A(Sg”l) — A(SYH ® .A(Sg)(g’ﬁ, given by (2 <i</{)
£ times
——f
o(z1) =uR AR ... A,
i—1 times {+1—1 times
— ——
0(z) =19...919BRA®...QA ,

£ times

—
O(z41) =1®...01®B.

Proof. One proves by direct computation that the elements {¢(z;), ¢(2;)*}j=1,....e41 satisfy all
the defining relations of .A(Sg“'l). O

Let A be the set of (n, h;a,b) withn,h € N,a = (a1,...,a,_1) € Z* L and b = (by,...,bs_1) €

7* satisfying the constraints

We call H the Hilbert space with orthonormal basis ||n, h;a, b)) labelled by (n, h;a, b) € A.
For i =1,...,¢ + 1, we denote by i € {0,1}* the array

i—1 times f+1—i times

The proof of the following proposition is a simple computation.
Proposition 5.2. The formula
pi(u) |, h;a, b)) = [ln,h+1;2,b+ 1),
defines a x-representation py : A(S') — B(H). For 2 <i <+ 1, the formule (here by := h,)

pi(A) |[n, h;a, b)) = ¢"17%2 |In,h;a, b)) ,
pi(B) |In,h;a, b)) = /1 — g?bi-1=biatD) |In h+ 1;a,b+1) ,

define a x-representation p; : A(S7) — B(H). Distinct representations are mutually commuting.

Modulo multiplicities, each representation p; (i # 1) is equivalent to the representation of
A(S2) = A(Sgl/Ql) given by (3.37a). By applying p1 ® p2®...®ppr1 to @(a), a € .A(Sg”l), and
multiplying all the factors in the tensor product we get a -representation p : A(S2) — B(H).
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We want to compare this representation with the left regular representation m. As one can easily
guess, they agree modulo ‘infinitesimals’.

Notice that since the spectrum of p;(A) is positive, the image of each p; (i # 1) is a
noncommutative disk A(D?). Thus the map p has image in A(S! x (Dg)xe)_ Its extension to
order zero pseudo-differential operators would be the higher-dimensional analogue of the symbol
map of [Con04] (cf. also [DLST05a]). The image of such extension would generalize to arbitrary
¢ the cosphere bundle of S} = SU,(2) worked out in [Con04, DLS*05a].

5.3 The noncommutative integral

We have a representation 7w : A(S2*!) — B(H), where H ~ L*(52!) has an orthonormal
basis |n, h;r) labelled by GT tableau r with Young tableau (r1,1,...,71¢) = (n+h,h,...,h). In
this basis, the operators m(z;) are given by (5.2). The space H can be included in H as follows.

A careful look at the relations defining a GT tableau shows that any GT tableau with Young
tableau (r1,1,...,71¢) = (n+ h,h,...,h) has h = ry > rjp > 1 j4k—1 = h, for each k > 2 and
j+k<l+1,1ie. it is of the form

n+h h .. h h 0
7“271 h . h 7"27@
31 h e r3e—1
r= , (5.6)
re—11 h  re_ag
Te1 Te,2
Te41,1
and we have (n, h;a(r), b(r)) € A, where we called
aj(r) :==rep1—j1—h,  be(r):==h—ri1-kk1 -
On the other hand, if (n, h;a,b) € A satisfy the additional constraints
bl Z 0 and b() Z —ai , (57)
then the array
n+h h h h 0
ap—1+h h h h —by_1
ag_Q-i-h h h—bg_g
r(n,h;a,b) := e (5.8)
as + h h h — b
ai+h h-—0b

h — bo
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is a GT tableau. We define a partial isometry W : H — H and its adjoint W* : H — H by

W n,hit) = [|n, h;a(r), b(r))
|n, h;r(n, h;a, b)) if (a,b) satisfy (5.7),

W*||n, h;a, b)) = { i
0 otherwise .

Clearly, W*W = idy.

Next theorem is the main result of this chapter. In this chapter, we call shift operator an
operator on H which, in matrix form in the basis |n,h;r), has at most one matrix element
different from zero in each row, and at most one matrix element different from zero in each

column. Its matrix elements will be called weights of the shift.

Theorem 5.3. For alli=1,...,0+ 1, the operator w(z;) — W*p(z;)W is a finite sum of shift
operators on H with weights bounded by q".

Since the proof is quite long, we relegate it to Section 5.4.

For ¢ > 1, terms which we are neglecting (shifts with weights bounded by ¢") are not
smoothing operators for the ‘optimal’ Dirac operator D in (5.4). Hence this approximation
does not allow us to compute the dimension spectrum and the local index formula on Sq%“.

The situation is different if we consider the subalgebra .A((CPf;), generated by the elements
pij = 2] z;. For any fixed N € N, let Hy be the Hilbert subspace of ‘H which is the closure of
the linear span

Span{ [n 4+ N,n;r) [n >0} .

As one can easily check on generators, Hy C H is an invariant subspace for .A((CPg). If we call
mn(a) the restriction of m(a) to Hy, for all a € A(CPg), we get a bounded *-representation
TN : A((CPg) — B(Hn). A corollary of Theorem 5.3 is the following.

Corollary 5.4. For any generator p;; of A(CPf;), N (pij) — W¥p(pij )W is a finite sum of
shift operators on Hy with weights bounded by q" (which is a rapid decay matriz, and then a

smoothing operator for D).

With this, it is possible (but very involved) to construct Fredholm modules and spectral
triples for quantum projective spaces.

We now use Theorem 5.3 to compute the noncommutative integral on Sg“l. As a first step,
we show that |D|72~! is in the Dixmier ideal £°°(H) and has non-vanishing noncommutative

integral; this proves that the metric dimension is 2¢ 4+ 1 (as argued in [CPO7]).

Proposition 5.5. The spectral triple (A(S**1), H, D) has metric dimension 2¢ + 1, that is
|D|72=1 € LV°(H) and Tr,(|D|7271) = Cy # 0. The normalization constant Cy is given by

(5.9)
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Proof. From Weyl’s character formula [IN66] we know that the dimension of the irreducible

corepresentation of SU,(¢ + 1) with Young tableau (ni,...,ny) is

[T 4!

where (A1,...,Ap) is the highest weight of the representation, given by A; = n; — n;y;. The

: (5.10)

multiplicity uy of the eigenvalue k := n+h+1 of | D] is given by previous expression computed for
(n1,n2,...,n¢) = (k—1,h,...,h),ie. \j = (k—h—1)d; 1+hd; ¢, and summed for h =0,...,k—1,
that is

k-1 o i—it1l -1 ¢
pp= S Mesisiced U= D TG ko [ {1 -+ 1)
j=1 J=2

h=0 ITj=1 7!
k:+€— k—10—1
,ZH +k—h—1)(j+h)
h=0j=1
k-1
k—|—€ |ZH{]—|—/€ -1+ (k:+1)m—m2}
m=1 j=1

k
k+€flz E+l—m

Zl
k—l—£ 1 ( >k,+1)€11 i+0—1

|
m=1 1=

3
-1

k+£—1£1

ift—1 t—1—ipr(=7)
— e <—1>( B[RRI

|
)' i=0

with H,g_r) = an:l m” and ‘~’ means modulo lower order in k. For r € N by Faulhaber’s

_ 1 = (r+1 A
H( ) _ < >B.k7’+1—]
¥ r+12; i)

where B; are Bernoulli numbers; in particular By = 1. Thus,

formula we have

K 1i+6—1

'ukwﬁzzz' €+2 J)! ‘k%_‘j_l

=0 7=0
L2¢ -1 (_1)i
Tty

From this we deduce

Tr(|D[~) Zukks Ce((s —20) +

where Cy is the constant in (5.9), ¢ is the Riemann zeta-function and the dots represent some

function that is holomorphic on the half plane Res > 2¢. This in particular means that
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|D|~(%1) is in the Dixmier ideal. Tts Dixmier trace coincides with the residue of the previous

function in s = 2¢ + 1, which is given by
Tr, (| D7D = Resy—gp 1 Tr(| D] %) = CpResg—opp1((s — 20) = C .

Let £ = 2n resp. 2n + 1. In both cases:

2n—1

(1) _ ¢ L !
0C, > Z M_;<(2i_2)!(€+2i—2)! B (2i—1)!(€+2i—1)!>

_Z”: (20—1)(0+2i—1)—1
(20— 1)1 (0 +2i—1)!

>0,

being a sum of positive terms. The observation that Cy > 0 for any ¢ concludes the proof. [
Consider now the bounded operators L; ;. defined by
Ljg|n, hixr) = ¢"% n, hir) (5.11)
and the two-sided ideal Jo; C B(H) defined in (2.15).
Lemma 5.6. For all j,k=1,...,0+ 1, we have Ljj € Ja.

Proof. Since ¢+ < ¢"2¢ for all j, k, it is enough to prove the statement for Ly ;. We have

k—1 72,1

Tr(La,|D|™°) Zk Y Z gt c(k,r2,1,h,m20)

r2,1=0h= (ESWES 0

where ¢(k, 721, h,r2) is the number of r of the form (5.6) with (k,ro1, h,re ) fixed. Of course,
c(k,r21,h,ro0) < c(k,r2,1,h,0) and we have (qu:o gt < (1—¢q)™Y

) k—1 1
(LogIDI™*) < ——=> k> ek, i, h,0
1=0 h=0

Now, looking at (5.6) one realizes that c(k, 1, h,0) is the dimension of the irreducible represen-
tation of SU(¢) with Young tableau (i, h,...,h), so 22:0 c(k,i,h,0) = piy1 where p;q1 are the
multiplicities appearing in the proof of Proposition 5.5, but for a replacement £+ 1 — £. We
know that p;41 is a polynomial in ¢ + 1 of order 2¢ — 2, and so Zf:_ol Wi+1 is a polynomial in k
of order 2¢ — 1. The observation that

ZOO Est2e-1
k=1

converges for s > 2¢ concludes the proof. O

By Theorem 5.3 the difference 7(z;) — W*p(z;)W is the product of a bounded operator by

Lig (¢ = qh), hence by Lemma 5.6 it gives an element of J5y. Repeating verbatim the proof
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of Lemma 3.12 one proves that m(a) — W*p(a)W € Jo for all a € A(S2™), which in particular

means
][CL|D_2€_1 := Ress—2041Tr(m(a)|D|™*) = Resg—o041Tr(W*p(a)W|D|™*) .

With this, it’s easy to compute the noncommutative integral.

Proposition 5.7. Let o : A(S2*!) — A(S?) be the *-algebra morphism defined by o(z;) =0

fori# 041, 0(2041)(0) := €. Foralla € A(SQ%H) we have

2m
][au)y—%—l - ;f/o o(a)(8)dd (5.12)

with Cy given by (5.9).

Proof. Tt is enough to prove (5.12) for

a=z2M(z)% ... zgé(z;)“z’zgﬂ
with a;,b; € N, j € Z and the notation ZZ_H = (ZZ_H)_M if j < 0, since these monomials are a
linear basis for the algebra. We have
C 27
=t o

o ; (a)(@)d@ = Cg 6a1,05a’1,0 .. 5(1@,06(12,06 0 -

Thus if a = 1 the equality (5.12) follows from Proposition 5.5, while for a # 1 we have to prove

that also the left hand side of (5.12) is zero. By previous Lemma we have
FalDl 7 = Resar Te (W pl)1D])

For i # ¢+1, coefficients of p(z;) are bounded by ¢"¢+2-ii (cf. equation (5.17)). Thus W*p(a)W €
Jo¢ and fa|D]_2€_1 =0, unless a1 = a} = ... = ay = aj = 0. It remains to prove that

F ng\D|_%_1 = 0 if j # 0, but this is trivial since p(z¢11) is an off-diagonal operator. O

5.4 On the behavior of the coefficients (5.3)

The purpose of this Section is to prove Theorem 5.3. Recall (5.2) and (5.3).

The coefficients in front of the sums in (5.2) are bounded by 1. Then, only the behavior
of the coefficients inside the sums matters. Since Cy(,r,m) are bounded by a constant, we
immediately deduce that coefficients in the first line of (5.2) are bounded by ¢ and can be
neglected. We now focus on the second line, i.e. on the case m; = £+ 1.

By equation (4.10) of [CP07] there exists a positive constant C' such that

) f+1—i )
|C'q(z',r,m)| < CqK(z,r,m)Jijiini (rit1,j—Ti,5+1) < CqK(z,r,m) (513)
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where
i—1 [max(mg,mpg41)—1 mp—1
K(i,x,m) = E (Tht1,j — Thjr1) +2 E (T = Tht1,5)
k=1 \ j=min(mg,mg41) j=mg1+1

All terms with K (i,r,m) > h will be neglected, since in this case by (5.13) we have |Cy(i,r,m)| <
Cq". Recall that we are interested in the case (r11,...,71¢) = (n+h, h,...,h) and my = £+ 1.

The first step is to prove the following Lemma.

Lemma 5.8. Let my = ¢+ 1 and (r1,1,...,710) = (n+ h,h,...,h). For any (admissible)
(mo,....,m;) # (l,0—1,...,04+2—1i) we have K(i,r,m) > h.

Proof. We prove it by induction on i starting from ¢ = 2 (for ¢ = 1 it is trivial since m = (m;) =

(¢ +1) is fixed). For i = 2 recalling that m; < ¢+ 2 — i, we get

max(mi,ma)—1 mi1—1
K@2r,m)= Y (rog—rie)+2 Y (ry—r2y)
j=min(m1,mz2) j=mo+1
¢
> (rog—rier) +2 Y (ry—r2y) .
j=ma+1

If mgo = ¢ last sum is empty, otherwise (i.e. when mgy < ¢) it has at least the term with j = ¢

and so
K(2,xr,m) > (rog —rie41) +2(rip—roe) =m0+ (rig—mrae) >rie=nh.

Hence mg # ¢ implies K (2,r,m) > h.
Now we prove the inductive step. Assume the Lemma is true for i. Let m = (mq,...,m;) and

m’ = (m,m;41), and notice that
K@+ 1,r,m') > K(i,r,m) .

Ifm # (0+1,...,042—1i) we have K (i,r,m) > h (inductive hypothesis) and so K (i+1,r,m’) >
h. It remains to prove that even for m = (¢ 4+ 1,...,0+ 2 —14), if m;y; # £+ 1 — ¢ we still have
K(i+1,xr,m') > h.

Take then m as above and m;+; < £+ 1 —¢=m; — 1. Notice that in this case

i—1
K(i,r,m) =) (Phg1,041-k — Thib2—k) = Tis2—i
k=1
(being a telescopic sum) and so
mi—l mi—l
K(i+1,r,m') = K(i,r,m) + Z (Tit1,j — Tig1) +2 Z (rij = Tit1)
J=mit1 J=mit1+1

> ripro—i + (Pirree1—i — Tigr2—i) + 2(Ti 01— — Tig1,041-4)
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=701 + (Tigp1—i — Tit1041—3) = Tigp1—i > T1e=h.

In the first inequality we neglect all the terms in the sums with j # m; —1 = ¢+ 1 — i (both
sums are non-empty since by hypothesis m;; < £+ 1 — ). In the second inequality we neglect
the positive term inside the parenthesis. Last inequality is due to the definition of GT tableaux.

This concludes the proof. ]

By previous Lemma all terms in 7(2;,,_;) have weights bounded by ¢", but for the one

corresponding to m = m' := ({ +1,¢,...,£ + 2 —1). Thus,
[h+0—1)z

n+h+e—1]2

= q_i+lcq(/i7r7mi) |TL, h — 1a r(m')> T+ )

1In

T(2)49_;) N, hir) =g 2

q_iHCq(i,r, m?) |n, h — 1; r(mi)) + ...

where dots denote the terms which we are neglecting. The next step is to simplify Cy(i,r, m?)
by neglecting terms bounded by ¢". Plugging my, = ¢ +2 — k (k < 4) and (r11,...,714) =

(n+h,h,...,h) into equation (5.3) we get, after some algebraic manipulations,

bl 1— q2(n‘+1,k—ri,mi—k+mi—1) }1/2
X

¢ LC (v ) = g { I1

2(7i kg —7i,m,; —k+m;)

1 1—a
i—1 0+1—k 1_ qg(rkﬂj_rk+1amk+1 —j+mk+1) l—k 1— q2(rk+1:j77‘kvmk *j+mk*1) 1/2
AT | |
2Tk~ Th,m, —j M) 2(rkg1,j =Tkt 1,my  —JFMep1—1)
kel je1 1—qg*Vkd k =1l—q J k1
(5.14)

We notice that (by definition of GT tableaux) all arguments of the exponentials are non-negative
(positive if in the denominator). In fact, last denominator vanishes if j = ¢ — k and rpy1 - =
Tk41,—k+1, but this ‘singularity’ is just apparent. For 7jy1¢—r = 7kt1¢—k+1 the move r —
r(m) = ¢ shifts Tk+14—k by —1 and leaves 7441 ¢—x4+1 invariant: hence the result is that
T;c+1,€—k: < r;c+1,£—k+1 and r’ is not a GT tableaux. In conclusion, the term with 74411 =
Tk+1,0—k+1 (for which the denominator vanishes) never appears.

We use the notation a < b if a < Cb and C'is a positive constant depending only on q.

Lemma 5.9. For any 0 < u <1 we have
0<1-(1-w2<u, 0<(l-qu2-1<u. (5.15)
Proof. That the differences in (5.15) are non-negative is obvious. Since 0 < 1 —u < 1 we have
l-u<V1—u,

and this proves the first inequality in (5.15). We have also

) (e
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_(1“)‘1qu
V1—qu (1 —qu)
<ot <y,

l1—gq

and this proves the second inequality. O

Lemma 5.10. For any 0 < u,v <1 we have

1=
Y < max(u,v) . (5.16)

-

1—qu

Proof. The algebraic identity

together with the triangle inequality and the previous Lemma implies
1—

e

1—qu

This concludes the proof. ]

1 1 1
< = _ - -
N2v(1+\/1 u)+2 <1+M>u

<v+(1- q)_%u <(1- q)_%(u +v) <2(1 - q)_% max(u, v) .

Applying (5.16) to the coefficients in (5.14) we get

1— q2(7"i+1,j_ri,mi —j+m;—1) 1/2
1- S St Y1<i<i—i,

qri,'mi

1— q2(7"i,j —T4,m; —J M)

q""i,mi

1— qz(rk,j_rk+1,mk+1 —j+mygr) Y1/2
S B Sat <, VI<i<i+1-k,

_ qQ(Tk,j_Tk,mk —j+mg)

qri,mi

1= @Uerig=rem =t V2 .
1- 2( ) qu-‘—ldgq ) Vlg]gé—k’,
l—¢q

Tht 1, ~Tht1my g —JFMep1—1

where we used v < u/2 for u < 1, Tiim; = Tkony = 0 and 7 m; — Tgy1m,, = 0 for k <i—1, and
the fact that r;, > h for all j +k < £+ 2.
Using previous inequalities in (5.14) we deduce

1/2

2(ri+1,m,; T my)
s . ]_7(1 s 41 sTTg . .
X . . ql,mz{ I 1} 1f“<l<€
q v ICq(’L,r,mZ) = O(qh) + 1—q ( LMl T ) ’

g'imi ifi=0+1.

Now we apply the second inequality in (5.15) to prove that

1
1— {1 _ q2(7’i,mi+1_7’i,mi+1)}_§ < gimi q2(7’i,mi+1_7’i,mi) < glimin < qh ]

qTi,mi
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Recalling that 71 441 = 0, we conclude that |¢~*"1C, (i, r,m") — C’q(i, r,m')| < ¢", where

V1= g?ree if i=1,

C’q(i7 r, mz) = Q gl \/1 _ q2(7"i+1,[+1—i_7"i,£+27i) if i=2,...,¢, (5.17)

qre+1,1 =1
Summarizing, we have
7(2fpa—i) [ Bix) = Cyiyr,m) [, b= 120™))

where ‘..." are shift operators with weights bounded by ¢".

We are now in the position to prove Theorem (5.3). Recall that we have the left regular
representation 7 : A(S24) — B(H), given by equation (5.2), the representation p : A(S2) —
B(H) of Section 5.2, and the partial isometry W : H — H of Section 5.3.

By definition of p and W one finds that

W*p(2fpa )W |n, hsr) = Cyli,r,m) [n, h — 1;60™))

where the coefficients C,(i,r,m?) are exactly the ones defined in (5.17). Then, for all i =
1,...,0 4+ 1, the operator m(z;) — W*p(z;)W is a finite sum of shift operators on H with
weights bounded by ¢". This concludes the proof of the Theorem.
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