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Abstract: We prove that the class of principal coactions is closed under one-surjective pullbacks
in an appropriate category of algebras equipped with left and right coactions. This allows us to
handle cases of C*-algebras lacking two different non-trivial ideals. It also allows us to go beyond the
category of comodule algebras. As an example of the former, we carry out an index computation for
noncommutative line bundles over the standard Podles sphere using the Mayer-Vietoris type arguments
afforded by a one-surjective pullback presentation of the C*-algebra of this quantum sphere. To
instantiate the latter, we define a family of coalgebraic noncommutative deformations of the U(1)-
principal bundle S” — CP3.
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1 Introduction and preliminaries

The idea of decomposing a complicated object into simpler pieces and connecting data is a
fundamental computational principle throughout mathematics. In the case of (co)homology
theory, it yields the Mayer-Vietoris long exact sequence whose significance and usefulness can
hardly be overestimated. The categorical underpinning of all this are pullback diagrams: in a
given category they give a rigorous meaning to putting together two objects over a third one.

The goal of this paper is to prove a general pullback theorem for principal coactions that
significantly generalizes the main result of [13] restricted to comodule algebras and pullbacks
of surjections. More precisely, our main result is that the pullback of principal coactions
over morphisms of which at least one is surjective is again a principal coaction. It may be
viewed as a non-linear version of the Milnor construction yielding an odd-to-even connecting
homomorphism in algebraic K-theory [20]. Indeed, linearizing our pullback theorem with the
help of a corepresentation gives precisely the odd-to-even construction of a projective module
defining the connecting homomorphism in K-theory.

We apply this new result in two cases. In the first case, we keep the comodule-algebra setting
but take a one-surjective pullback diagram (only one of the defining morphisms is surjective).
In the second case, we proceed the other way round, that is, we take a pullback diagram given
by two surjections but take coactions that are not algebra homomorphisms.

The pullback picture of the standard quantum Hopf fibration gives us the first-case example.
It provides a new way of computing the index pairing for the associated quantum Hopf line
bundles (cf. [28]). This index pairing was computed in [12] using a noncommutative index
formula, and re-derived in [22]. Here we give yet another method to compute it. This simple
example shows the need to generalize from two-surjective to one-surjective pullback diagrams,
and the pullback method of index computation seems attractive due to its inherent simplicity.

To obtain the second-case example, we first show how the piecewise structure [13] of a non-
commutative join construction [9] allows one to define a certain class of piecewise principal coac-
tions. Although this class of examples can also be handled by earlier methods, it definitely shows
that there are interesting piecewise principal coactions that are not algebra homomorphisms.
To obtain a concrete example, we take Pflaum’s instanton bundle SZ — Sg [23] as the noncom-
mutative join of SU4(2) and turn it into the coalgebraic quantum principal bundle ST — CP3 .
We do it with the help of the canonical surjections 7 : O(SU,(2)) — O(SU,(2))/J,.s determined
by the coideals right ideals J,, := (O(SZ,) Nkere)O(SU,(2)), where S? | is a generic Podles
quantum sphere [24] and kere is the kernel of the counit map.



The paper is organized as follows. First, to make our exposition self-contained and to
establish notation, we recall fundamental concepts that we use later on. The key Section 2
is devoted to the general pullback theorem for principal coactions of coalgebras on algebras,
Section 3 is on deriving the index pairing for quantum Hopf line bundles as a corollary to the
pullback presentation of the standard Hopf fibration of SU,(2), and the final Section 4 presents
new examples of piecewise principal coactions that go beyond Hopf-Galois theory.

Throughout the paper, we work with algebras and coalgebras over a field. The unadorned
tensor product stands for the algebraic tensor product over this field. We employ the Heyneman-
Sweedler type notation (with the summation symbol suppressed) for the comultiplication A(c) =
ca) ®c(e) € C®C and for coactions Ay (v) = vy @va) € VRC, yA(v) = v1) v € CROV.
The convolution product of two linear maps from a coalgebra to an algebra is denoted by x*:
(f xg)(c) == f(ca))g(c))- The set of natural numbers includes 0, that is, N = {0,1,2,...}.

1.1 Pullback diagrams and fibre products

The purpose of this section is to collect some elementary facts about fibre products. We consider
the category of vector spaces as it will be the ambient category for all our pullback diagrams.
Let m; : Ay — Ao and o : Ay — Ajs be linear maps. The fibre product of these maps is defined
by

Al X A2 = {(al,ag) S Al X A2 | 7T1(a,1) = 71'2((1,2)} . (11)

(m1,m2)

Together with the canonical projections

pry Al X Ag — Al, pry Al X A2 — Ag (12)

(7r177r2) (7r1,7r2)

it forms a universal construction completing the initially given two linear maps into the following
commutative diagram:
Al X A2 &) Ag

(m1,m2)
prll WQJ/ (13)
Al L} A12 .

Such diagrams are called pullback diagrams, and fibre products are often referred to as pullbacks.

Next, if 7 : Ay — Ajp and m : Ay — Ajp are morphisms of *-algebras, then the fibre
product Ay Xz, x,)Az is a *-subalgebra of A; x A,. Furthermore, if we consider the pullback
diagram (1.3) in the category of (unital) C*-algebras, then A; X (x, »,)A2 With its componentwise
multiplication and *-structure is a (unital) C*-algebra. Much the same, if B is an algebra and
m : Ay — Ajp and m : Ay — Ajs are morphisms of left B-modules, then the fibre product
Ay X (),m0) A2 is a left B-module via the componentwise left action b.(a;, a2) = (b.ai,b.az).



1.2 Odd-to-even connecting homomorphism in K-theory

Consider a pullback diagram
(1.4)

A
Al/ \A2
S A
12

in the category of unital algebras, and assume that one of the defining morphisms (here we
choose 1) is surjective. Then there exists a long exact sequence in algebraic K-theory [20]

e — Kl(Alg) O(id_tﬂ) Ko(A) — Ko(Al @D Ag) — Ko(A12>. (15)

odd-to-even

The mapping K;(A;2) Ko(A) is obtained as follows. First, given left A;-modules
E;, v = 1,2, we obtain left Ajo-modules 7;, F; defined by A;» ®4, E;. Since Ay is unital, there
are canonical morphisms ;. : E; — m. E;, mu(e) = 1 ®4, e. The modules F; and 7, F; can
also be considered as left modules over the fibre product algebra A via the left actions given
by a.e; = pr;(a).e;, for e; € E;, and a.f; = m(pr;(a)).f;, for f; € mF;. Assume now that
h : m.E1 — meFs is a morphism of left Aj;-modules. Then h o 7, : E; — m [y and
Ty : By — moy,Fy can be lifted to morphisms of left A-modules, and we can consider their
pullback diagram in the category of left A-modules:

E1 X E2 (16)
(h0ﬂ'1*77r2*)
} prz\
El E2
Wl*l lﬂ-Z*
T By - Tow by .

In [20, Section 2], it is proven in detail that, if E; is a finitely generated projective module
over A;, i = 1,2, and h is an isomorphism, then the fibre product M := E} X (hor,, ) L2 is a
finitely generated projective A-module. Furthermore, up to isomorphism, every finitely gener-
ated projective module over A has this form, and the A;-modules F; and pr;, M = A; ®4 M,
i = 1,2, are naturally isomorphic. In particular, if £y = A} and Ey; = A%, the isomorphism
h : m.FE; — m.Fy is given by an invertible matrix U € GL,(A2). Using the canonical
embedding GL,(A2) € GLy(A12), we get a map

GLw(A12) 2 U — M € Proj(A) (1.7)

given by the pullback diagram
/ N \
At A3
\m 7r2/

U
n o~ AN
A12 - A12 :

(1.8)
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This map induces an odd-to-even connecting homomorphism on the level of both algebraic
[20] and C*-algebraic [15] K-theory. An explicit description of the module M is as follows.
Assume that m : A; — Ajs is surjective. Then there exist liftings ¢,d € Mat, (A;) such
that evaluating m; on ¢ and d componentwise yields U~! and U respectively. Applying [11,
Theorem 2.1] to our situation yields F; X (homrs , man) Fr2 & A?"p, where

(2= de)d,1) (e2 = de)(1 - de),0) )
p= ( (1—de)d,0)  ((1— dc)?,0) ) € Matan (A). (1.9)

1.3 Principal coactions and associated projective modules

Recall first the general definition of an entwining structure. Let C' be a coalgebra with comul-
tiplication A and counit €, and let A be an algebra with multiplication m and unit n. A linear
map

VvV CRA—ARC (1.10)

is called an entwining structure if and only if it is unital, counital, and distributive with respect
to both the multiplication and comultiplication:

Yo(idem)=(m®®id)o (id®vY)o (¢ ®id), Yo (id®n) = (n®id) o flip, (1.11)
(id®A)oyy = (P ®id) o (id ® ) o (A ®1id), (id®e)oyp =flipo (e ®id). (1.12)

If v is an entwining of a coalgebra C' and an algebra A, and M is a right C-comodule and a
right A-module, we call M an entwined module [4] when it satisfies the compatibility condition

(ma)(o) & (ma)(l) = m(o)w(m(l) X a). (1.13)

Next, let P be an algebra equipped with a coaction Ap : P — P ® C of a coalgebra C.
Define the coaction-invariant subalgebra of P by

B:=P*“ :={bec P|Ap(bp) = bAp(p) for all p € P}. (1.14)

We call the inclusion B C P a C-extension. We call it a coalgebra-Galois C-extension when
the canonical left P-module right C-comodule map

can : P%P—>P®C, p%p’»—m)Ap(p’), (1.15)

is bijective [5]. Note that the bijectivity of can allows us to define the so-called translation map

7:C—P®P, 7(c):=can (1 ®c). (1.16)
B

Moreover, every coalgebra-Galois C-extension comes naturally equipped with a unique entwin-
ing structure that makes P a (P, C)-entwined module in the sense of (1.13). It is called the
canonical entwining structure [5], and is very useful in calculations or further constructions.
Explicitly, it can be written as:

Y(c® p) = can(can™ (1 ® ¢)p). (1.17)
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An algebra P with a right C-coaction Ap is said to be e-coaugmented if and only if there ex-
ists a group-like element e € C such that Ap(1) = 1®e. We call the C-extension B := P*°¢ C P
e-coaugmented. (Much the same way, one defines the coaugmentation of left coactions.) For
the e-coaugmented coalgebra-Galois C-extensions, one can show that the coaction-invariant
subalgebra defined in (1.14) can be expressed as

PeY ={peP|Ap(p) =p@e}. (1.18)
Indeed, Formula (1.17) allows us to express the right coaction in terms of the entwining

Ap(p) = ¢(e®p), (1.19)

and Equation (1.11) yields the right-in-left inclusion. The opposite inclusion is obvious.

Next, if 1 is invertible, one can use (1.12) to show that the formula

PAp) =9 (p@e) (1.20)

defines a left coaction pA : P — C ® P. We define the left coaction-invariant subalgebra
«©CP as in (1.14), and derive the left-sided version of (1.17). Hence, for any e-coaugmented
coalgebra-Galois C-extension with invertible canonical entwining, the right coaction-invariant
subalgebra coincides with the left coaction-invariant subalgebra:

PeC ={pec P|App)=pe}={pecP|pAp) =exp} =P (1.21)

Finally, we need to assume one more condition on C-extensions to obtain a suitable definition
of a principal coaction: equivariant projectivity. It is a pivotal property that guarantees the
projectivity of associated modules, and thus leads to index pairings between K-theory and
K-homology. Putting together the aforementioned four conditions, we say that a coalgebra
C-extension B C P is principal [6] if:

(i) The canonical map can : PQgP—P®RC, pQgp’ — pAp(p'), is bijective (Galois condition).

(iii) The canonical entwining ¢ : C ® P—P ® C, ¢ ® p — can(can™ (1 ® c)p), is bijective.

)
(ii) The right coaction is e-coaugmented for some group-like e € C, i.e. Ap(l) =1 ®e.
)
(iv) The algebra P is C-equivariantly projective as a left B-module, i.e. there exists a left

B-linear and right C-colinear splitting of the multiplication map B ® P — P.

In the framework of coalgebra extensions, the role of connections on principal bundles is
played by strong connections [6]. Let P be an algebra and both a left and right e-coaugmented
C-comodule. (Note that the left and right coactions need not commute.) A strong connection
is a linear map ¢ : C' — P ® P satisfying

cano/=1®id, (Id®Ap)ol=((®id)oA, (pA®id)ol=(1d®{)cA, {(e)=1x®1. (1.22)



Here can : PP — P®C is the lifting of can to P® P. Assuming that there exists an invertible
entwining ¢ : C® P — P ®C making P an entwined module, the first three equations of (1.22)
read in the Heyneman-Sweedler type notation ¢ +— £(c)™ ® £(c) as follows:

Ue)M(e® U(c)®) = Ue) M) g @ L) ) = 1w, (1.23)
U)W @9(e @ Uc)?) = U)W @ U)P ) @ UA)P (1) = )V @ Uewy)? @, (1.24)
vHU)Y @e) @ ()P = L)W ) ®f(0)<1>(0> ® £(c)? = ey ® Ue)M @ lem) P (1.25)

Applying id ® € to (1.23) yields a useful formula

)P e(e)? = e(c). (1.26)

It is worthwhile to observe the left-right symmetry of principal extensions. We already
noted (see (1.21)) the equality of the left and right coaction-invariant subalgebras. Now let us
define the left canonical map as

canL:P%P9p®q|—>p(_1)®p(o)q€C®P. (1.27)

One can check that it is related to the right canonical map can by the formula [7]
Y o cany = can. (1.28)

Also, if £ is a strong connection and cany, := (id ® m) o (pA ® id) is the lifted left canonical
map, then cany o £ = id ® 1. Hence

c@pr— L)V @ 0(c)p (1.29)

is a splitting of cany, just as
pRc— plc)M @ 0(c)? (1.30)

is a splitting of can.

Lemma 1.1. Let P be an object in the category eCAlgg of all unital algebras with e-coaugmented
left and right C-coactions. Assume that there exists an invertible entwining : CQ P — PR C
making P an entwined module. Then, if P admits a strong connection £, it is principal.

Proof. Following [6], first we argue that
c:P>p— p(o)g(p(l))<1> & e(p(l))<2> €eB®P (1.31)

is a left B-linear splitting of the multiplication map. Indeed, m o o = id because of (1.26), and
the calculation

¥(e @ poyl(pa))™) @ Upa)® = poylpa)" ® e ® U(pa))*” (1.32)

obtained using (1.11) proves that o(P) C B ® P. This splitting is evidently right C-colinear,
so that its existence proves the equivariant projectivity.



Next, let us check that the formula

canl:PRC—PRP, pocr— plle)V @0(c)?, (1.33)
B B

defines the inverse of the canonical map can, so that the coaction of C'is Galois. It follows from
(1.23) that
can(can”!(p @ ¢)) = pt() " (c) %) @ £(c) %y =p e (1.34)

On the other hand, taking advantage of (1.26) and (1.31), we see that
can™'(can(p % q)) = 1061(0)5((](1))<1> % €(Q(1))<2> =p % Q(o)g(Q(1))<1>€(Q(1))<2> =p %) q. (1.35)

Thus the conditions (i) and (iv) of the principality of a C-extension are satisfied. Finally,
Condition (ii) is simply assumed, and Condition (iii) follows from the uniqueness of an entwining
that makes P an entwined module. O

Note that, if there exists a strong connection ¢, then (1.33) yields

7(c) = £(c)V %} (). (1.36)

In the Heyneman-Sweedler type notation, we write 7(c) = 7(c)! @5 7(¢)?. Then the canonical
entwining reads

Y(c®p) = ()N (r()Pp)o) ® (7(e)Pp) oy = L)W ()P D)) @ (L) p)y.  (1.37)

Remark 1.2. In [6], there is the converse statement: if P is principal, it admits a strong
connection. Thus principal extensions can be characterized as these that admit a strong con-
nection.

Recall now that classical principal bundles can be viewed as functors transforming finite-
dimensional vector spaces into associated vector bundles. Analogously, one can prove that a
principal C-extension B C P defines a functor from the category of finite-dimensional left C-
comodules into the category of finitely generated projective left B-modules [6]. Explicitly, if V'
is a left C-comodule with coaction A, this functor assigns to it the cotensor product

PEV = pi®@u e PRV Y Ap(pi) @vi = 3, pi @ vA(vy) } (1.38)

In particular, if g € C' is a group-like element, the formula ¢cA(1) := ¢ ® 1 defines a 1-dimen-
sional corepresentation, and

POC={pcP|Apr(p)=p@g}=:F, (1.39)

can be viewed as a noncommutative associated complex line bundle. Then the general formula
for computing an idempotent E, of the associated module P, out of a corepresentation and a
strong connection becomes a very simple special case of [6, Theorem 3.1]:

Py = B"E,, (E,);._ = (nggjL)n

ij=1""" ij=1"

Ug)=:> gi ® gl € P @ P, (1.40)
k=1



A fundamental special case of principal extensions is provided by principal comodule alge-
bras. One assumes then that C' = H is a Hopf algebra with bijective antipode S, the canonical
map is bijective, and P is an H-equivariantly projective left B-module. This brings us in touch
with compact quantum groups. Assume that H is the C*-algebra of a compact quantum group
in the sense of Woronowicz [30,32], and H is its dense Hopf *-subalgebra spanned by the ma-
trix coefficients of the irreducible unitary corepresentations. Let P be a unital C*-algebra and
§: P — P®H an injective C*-algebraic right coaction of H on P. (See [1, Definition 0.2] for a
general definition and [3, Definition 1] for the special case of compact quantum groups.) Here
® denotes the minimal C*-completion of the algebraic tensor product P ® H.

To extend Woronowicz’s Peter-Weyl theory [32] from compact quantum groups to compact
quantum principal bundles, one defines [2]| the subalgebra Ps(P) C P of elements for which the
coaction lands in P ® H, i.e.

Bs(P):={peP|dp) € Pr H}. (1.41)

One easily checks that it is an H-comodule algebra. We call P5(P) the Peter-Weyl comodule
algebra associated to the C*-coaction 6. It follows from results of [3] and [25] that Ps5(P) is
dense in P. Also, it is straightforward to verify [2] that the operation P +— P5(P) gives a
functor commuting with taking fibre products (pullbacks), and that P5(P)*# coincides with
the C*-algebra P

Finally, let us remark that, for a compact Hausdorft topological group G and a unital C*-
algebra A, we can use the isomorphism A® C(G) = C(G, A) (e.g. see [29, Corollary T.6.17])
to translate a right C'(G)-coaction § into a G-action x: G 3 g — x, € Aut(A) as follows:

3: A— ARC(G) = C(G,A4), d(a)(g) = x4(a). (1.42)

Thus we can use the terminology of right C'(G)-comodule C*-algebras and G-C*-algebras syn-
onymously. It is important to bear in mind that the Peter-Weyl functor maps G-equivariant
*-homomorphisms to colinear homomorphisms of right O(G)-comodule algebras [2].

1.4 Standard Hopf fibration of quantum SU(2)

The standard quantum Hopf fibration is given by an action of U(1) on the quantum group
SU,(2), ¢ € (0,1). The coordinate ring of O(SU,(2)) is generated by «, /3, 7, § with relations

af =qfa, ay=qya, B6=qdB, ~6=qdy, By=1pb, (1.43)
ad —qfy =1, ba—q 'fy=1, (1.44)
and involution o* = ¢, * = —¢v. It is a Hopf *-algebra with comultiplication A, counit &, and

antipode S given by

a)=a@a+ ey, AB)=a®f+585, (1.45)
7)=v®a+5®% A(6)=7®B+6®4, (1.46)
ela)=e(d) =1, &(B)=¢(y)=0, (1.47)
S(a) =9, S(ﬁ)Z—q‘lﬁ, S() =—qv, S(0) =« (1.48)



Let O(U(1)) denote the commutative and cocommutative Peter-Weyl Hopf *-algebra of
U(1), and let u stand for its unitary group-like generator. Note that the counit € and the
antipode S satisfy e(u) = 1 and S(u) = u*. There is a Hopf *-algebra surjection

7:0(SU,(2)) — O(U(1)), =(a)=u, w(6)=u"", =(B)=mn(y)=0. (1.49)

Setting Ag := (id ® m) o A, we obtain a right O(U(1))-coaction on O(SU,(2)). On generators,
the coaction reads

Ap(a)=a®u, Ap(B)=p@u™, Ar(y)=y®u, Ar(d)=0xu " (1.50)

The *-subalgebra of coaction invariants defines the coordinate ring of the standard Podles
quantum sphere:

O(S2) := O(SU,(2))°°"W) = {a € O(SU,(2)) | Ar(a) =a® 1} (1.51)

One can prove (see [24]) that O(S?) is isomorphic to the *-algebra generated by B and
hermitean A satisfying the relations

AB =¢*BA, B*B=A—- A% BB*=¢’A- 'A% (1.52)

An isomorphism is explicitly given by the formulas A = —¢~!3vy and B = —B«. The irreducible
Hilbert space representations of O(S?) are given by

po(A) = po(B) =0, po(l)=1 on 5 =C, (1.53)
pr(Aen = qen, pir(Blen =" (1= ¢")?en s on A = 6(N), (1.54)

where {e,, | n =0,1,...} is an orthonormal basis of {5(N).

Recall that the universal C*-algebra of a complex *-algebra is the C*-completion with
respect to the universal C*-norm given by the supremum (if it exists) of the operator norms
over all bounded *-representations. Let C(S?) denote the universal C*-algebra generated by A
and B satisfying (1.52). From the above representations, it follows that C'(S?) is the minimal
unitalization of IC(¢3(N)), that is,

C(S2) = K(6(N)) @ C C B(l3(N)), (1.55)
(k+a)(K +d) = (kK + 'k + ak')+ ad, kK € K(ly(N)), o, €C. (1.56)

Here KC(¢3(N)) and B(¢2(N)) denote the C*-algebras of compact and bounded operators respec-
tively on the Hilbert space ¢3(N). The isomorphism (1.55) implies that Ko(C(S?)) = Z & Z,
where one generator of K-theory is given by the class of the unit 1 € C' (Sg), and the other by
the class of the 1-dimensional projection onto Cey C f5(N).

Furthermore, K(C(S?)) = Z®Z. We identify one generator of K-homology with the class of
the pair of representations [(id, €)], where id(k+a) = k+a and e(k+a) = a for all k € K(¢2(N))
and a € C. The other generator can be given by the class of the pair of representations [(e, £¢)]
with the (non-unital) representation gy of K(¢5(N)) @ C defined by eo(k + a) = aSS*, where

S: 62(N) — gg(N), Sen = €n+1, (157)
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denotes the unilateral shift on ¢5(N). (See [19] for a detailed treatment of the K-homology and
K-theory of Podles quantum spheres.)

We shall also consider the coordinate ring of the quantum disc O(D,) generated by z and
z* with the relation
2y — Pzt =1 ¢ (1.58)

Its bounded irreducible Hilbert space representations are given by

pe(2) =€’ on A =C, 0¢€]|0,2m), (1.59)
w(z)en = (1 — PN 2 1 on A = (,(N). (1.60)

It has been shown in [16] that the universal C*-algebra of O(D,) is isomorphic to the Toeplitz
algebra given as the C*-algebra generated by the unilateral shift S of Equation (1.57). The
representation p defines then an embedding of O(D,)) into T.

Let C'(U(1)) denote the C*-algebra of continuous functions on the unit circle S', and let
be its unitary generator. The Toeplitz algebra gives rise to the following short exact sequence
of C*-algebras:

0 — K(ly(N)) — T -2 C(U(1)) — 0. (1.61)
Here the so-called symbol map o : 7 — C(U(1)) is given by o(S) = u. Since S — u(z) belongs
to K(¢2(N)), it follows in particular that o(u(z)) = u.

Now let us consider the associated quantum line bundles as finitely generated projective
modules. They are defined by the 1-dimensional corepresentations C 31 — v ® 1, N € Z, as
cotensor products (1.39):

My :={p € O(SU,(2)) | Ar(p) =p®u™}. (1.62)

Since Ag is a morphism of algebras, My is an O(Sg)—bimodule. Our next step is to determine
explicitly projections describing these projective modules.

For | € %N and 2,5 = —l,—l+1,...,[, let tl denote the matrix elements of the irreducible
unitary corepresentations of O(SU,(2)), that is,

Zt2k®tk]7 Ztkztk] thkt]k (163)

k=—1 k=—1 ke=—1
By the Peter-Weyl theorem for compact quantum groups [31], O(SU,(2)) = Drein 69”__1 Ctﬁ,j.
From the explicit description of téj [17, Section 4.2.4] and the definition of Ag, 1t follows that
Ag(th;) =t ; ®u™, so that t} _; € My;. It can be shown [14,26] that tlﬂ i ==l
generate My; as a left O(S?)-module and My; = O(Sg)z‘jHlE% for all j € L7, where

151

2j : —|jl,—3 13, —3

) € Matyyj1(O(S2)). (1.64)

It is clear that E3; = Ey; due to (1.63) and Ej; = E;, so that Ej; is a projection.
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2 Principality of one-surjective pullbacks

We begin by defining an ambient category for pullback diagrams appearing in the second part
of this section. Let P be a unital algebra equipped with both a right coaction Ap: P - PR C
and a left coaction pA : P — C ® P of the same coalgebra C. We do not assume that
these coactions commute, but we do assume that they are coaugmented by the same group-like
element e € C, i.e., Ap(l) = 1®e and pA(1l) = e® 1. For a fixed coalgebra C' and a group-like
e € C, we consider the category ECAlgeC of all such unital algebras with e-coaugmented left and
right C'-coactions. Here morphisms are bicolinear algebra homomorphisms.

Since we work over a field, this category is evidently closed under any pullbacks. If
m: P — Piyand my : P, — Py are morphisms in eCAlgeC, then the fibre product alge-
bra P := Py Xz, z, P becomes a right C-comodule via

Ap(p,q) = (P0),0) ® pay + (0, 90)) ® gy, (2.1)
and a left C-comodule via
PAD, q) = p=1) @ (P(0),0) + q—1) ® (0, q(0))- (2.2)

Also, it is clear that Ap(1,1) = (1,1) ® e and pA(1,1) =e® (1,1).

2.1 Principality of images and preimages

In the following lemma, we prove that any surjective morphism in eCAlgeC whose domain is
a principal extension can be split by a left colinear map and by a right colinear map (not
necessarily by a bicolinear map). Note that the first part of the lemma is proved much the
same way as in the Hopf-Galois case [13, Lemma 3.1]:

Lemma 2.1. Let 7 : P — @ be a surjective morphism in the category SAlgec of unital algebras
with e-coaugmented left and right C-coactions. If P is principal, then:

(i) The induced map 7°C : P©°C — Q%C is surjective.
(i) There exists a unital right C-colinear splitting of .
(iii) There exists a unital left C-colinear splitting of .
(iv) @ is principal.
Furthermore, if Q' € Alg®, Q' C Q, is principal, then so is 7 (Q').
Proof. 1t follows from the right colinearity and surjectivity of w that 7(P®°¢) C Q. To prove
the converse inclusion, we take advantage of the left P°C-linear retraction of the inclusion

Pe°¢ C P that was used to prove [6, Theorem 2.5(3)]:

0p 1 P — P, a,(p) == poyl(pay) Ve (U(pa)?). (2.3)
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Here /¢ is a strong connection on P and ¢ is any unital linear functional on P. It follows from
(1.31) that o,(p) € P*C. If w(p) € QC, then o,(p) is a desired element of P*C that is
mapped by 7 to m(p). Indeed, since 7(p)) ® pay = () ® 7(p)a1) = 7(p) ® e, using the
unitality of 7, ¢, and ¢(e) = 1 ® 1, we compute

m(o,(p)) = m(p) T (Lpa) e((pa)®) = 7(p). (2.4)

To show the second assertion, let us choose any unital k-linear splitting of 7[pe.c and denote
it by a®®. We want to prove that the formula

ar(q) = a®(qoym((qm) M) (gq))® (2.5)

defines a unital right colinear splitting of 7. Since 7 is surjective, we can write ¢ = m(p). Then,
using properties of m, we obtain:

q0)T(€(g)) ™M) ® £(g))® =

—~
~~
—~
3
—~
=)
S—
=
=
)
S~—
=
-
G
=
~
—~
3
—~
=)
S—
=
=
)
Nl
=
Do
»

(P (pay)") @ Lpay)®. (2.6)

Now it follows from (1.31) that the above tensor is in Q% ® P. Hence ap is well defined.
It is straightforward to verify that ag is unital, right colinear, and splits m. (Note that, since
q € Q°°¢ implies q0) ®qa) = q®e, we have a®® = ap lgeoc.) The third assertion can be proven
in an analogous manner.

To prove (iv), we first show that the inverse of the canonical map cang : Q ®gec Q—Q @ C
(see (1.15)) is given by

cané1 QRC —Q Q(?c R, gRc+—— q7r(€(c)<1>) Q%))C 7T(£(C)<2>). (2.7)

Using the properties of 7 and ¢, we get

(cang o cang!) (n(p) & ¢) = cang (m(pl(c) ) 8, m(L(0)))

= (pUOW 1)) @ 1),
—n(p) @, (28)

Similarly,

(cang' o cang) (x(p)_©, 7(0")) = cang (n(wr) © vl

= 7(p) 2 (0ol (p(y) M (p(ay) ™)
=7(p) ® 7(p). (2.10)
QCOC

Here we used the fact that 7 (p(e) ((p(y)) ") @£(p(;))® € Q@ P. Hence the extension Q°° C Q

is Galois, and we have the canonical entwining ¢ : C ® Q — Q ® C.
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Our next aim is to prove that g is bijective. We know by assumption that the canonical
entwining ¢p : C @ P — P ® (' is invertible. To determine its inverse, recall that the left
and right coactions are given by 15" (p ® €) and 1p(e ® p), respectively. Then apply (1.11) to
compute

Ve (P )1 ® Pl 0 U ) = plle)p (e ® (e
= pﬁ(c)<1>€(c)<2>(0) ® E(C)<2>(1)

= p®c (2.11)
Hence 45 (p @ ¢) = (pl(c)M)_yy @ (pl(c)M) o) £(c)®. On the other hand,
bolc@m(p)) = m(l(c ) )(7?(5( ) ) ( oy ® (L)) m(p)),,,
= ()W) 7 () o) @ (Ue)* Py
= (r®id)(vp(c@p ) (2.12)

(idem)(vp'(p@c) = (plc ) )( H @ () )ey) w(€(e)?)

= (w(pUA™))_yy © (x(p L)) 7(E(c)?)
= QA(W( Jm(e(c)M)) m(e(e)®). (2.13)
The second part of the above computation implies that the assignment
' QeC —C®Q, m(p)@c— ([dem)(Pp'(p®c) (2.14)

is well defined. Now it follows from the first part that @Dél is the inverse of ¥q:
Yo (v (r(p)@c) ) = v ([dem) (u5' (h20)) ) = (x@id) (¥r (V5! (p20) ) = () @e, (215)
05 (Valewm(p)) = vg! ((r@id) (vp(cen)) ) = (idem) (v5! (vr(cop) ) = com(p). (216)

On the other hand, we observe that (7 ® 7)o/ is a strong connection on (). Combined with
the just proven existence of a bijective entwining that makes ) an entwined module, it allows
us to apply Lemma 1.1 and conclude the proof of (iv).

To prove the final statement of the lemma, note first that 7—'(Q’) € YAlg®. Next, observe
that, if ¢/ : C' — Q' ® @' is a strong connection on (Q’, then it is also a strong connection on Q).
Now, it follows from (1.37) that for any ¢ € @

Polc®q) = ?(c)V (f’(c)<2> q)(o) ® (f’(c)<2> q)(l) ceQ ®C. (2.17)

Much the same way, it follows from the (@-analog of the formula following (2.11) that
@Dél(Q’ ® C) C C® Q. Hence to see that 1p and 15" restrict to 771(Q’), we can apply
(2.12) and (2.14), respectively.

A key step now is to construct a strong connection on 7=(Q’). Let ax and ay be, respec-
tively, right and left colinear unital splittings of m. Their existence is guaranteed by the already
proven (i7) and (#it). The map (o @ ag) ol : C' — 7 1(Q) @71 (Q) is bicolinear and satisfies

arL(l'(e)M) @ ag(l'(e)?)=1®1. (2.18)
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However,
1®c— (cano (ar®@ag)ol)(c) =1®@c—ar(l(cy)M)ar(l(ca)?) ® ¢y #0.  (2.19)

To solve this problem, we apply to it the splitting of the lifted canonical map given by a strong
connection ¢ (see (1.30)), and add to (ar @ ag)o ¢':

lr(e) == (ar @ ap)(¢'(0)) + (e) — ar(€'(c) ™) ar(l (ca)?) lcy) @ Ue).  (2:20)

Now cano/p = 1®id, as needed. Also, (g(e) =1® 1 and ((7 ® id) o l)(C) C Q' ® P. The
right colinearity of /g is clear. To check the left colinearity of /g, using the fact that P is a ¢¥p
entwined and e-coaugmented module, we show that (mp o (ap ® ag) o ¢') x £ is left colinear.
(Here mp is the multiplication of P.) First we note that

(PA®id) o ((mpo(ar®@ag)ol)+Ll) = (id® (mpo (ap@ag)ol)*l)oA (2.21)
is equivalent to
ar(C'(ca) ™) ar(l'(cay)®) Uew)W @e@ () ?
=1p (C(l) © (¢ (c) )OéR(ﬁ’(C@))<2>)€(C<3))<1>) @ Uc) . (2.22)

Since c(1y @ ar(¢(c2)™M) @ C(c@)? = ¢Yp' (ar(l(c)V) ® e) ® £(c)®?, we obtain

Vp (C(l) & OéL(f/(C(g))<1>)OéR(gl(C(Q))<2>)E(C(g))u)) & 5(6(3))<2>

= a(C'(cay)™) ¥p (6 ® ar(l'(c) ) Uew)! >) @ U(c)?

= ar (€)™ an(l'(e1)®) vp (e @ o) ™) @ Lem)®

= ar('(c) M) ar(l'(cay) ™) vp (%1 (£lc)M ® 6)) ® £(c()?

= ap(C'(c) M) ar(l'(cay)®) lle@) "V @ e @ (). (2.23)

Hence (r is a strong connection with the property ¢z(C) C 7 Q') ® P. In a similar
manner, we construct a strong connection £7, with the property £(C) C P@ 7~ 4(Q’). Now we
need to apply the splitting of the left lifted canonical map given by £ (see (1.29)) to derive the
formula

lp = (ap@ag)ol +L—Lx(mpo (o ®agr)ol). (2.24)

It is clear that f7(e) = 1 ® 1 and (,(C) C P ® 7 1(Q’). A computation similar to (2.23)
shows the right colinearity of ¢;,. Since furthermore ¥p(1 ® ¢) = ¢ ® 1 for any ¢ € C and
can = 1p o cany, we obtain

G@n(11(c)) = bp(@nL(E(c)) = vple® 1) = 1o (2.25)

Hence ¢}, is a desired strong connection. Plugging it into (2.20) instead of ¢, we get a strong
connection

lr = (ap @ ag) ol + L — (myo (ap @ ag)ol) (2.26)

with the property {2z C 77 1(Q") @ 7~ 1(Q’). Applying now Lemma 1.1 ends the proof of this
lemma. O
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2.2 The one-surjective pullbacks of principal coactions are principal

Our goal now is to show that the subcategory of principal extensions is closed under one-
surjective pullbacks. Here the right coaction is the coaction defining a principal extension and
the left coaction is the one defined by the inverse of the canonical entwining (see (1.20)). With
this structure, principal extensions form a full subcategory of Alg®. The following theorem is
the main result of this paper generalizing the theorem of [13] on the pullback of surjections of
principal comodule algebras:

Theorem 2.2. Let C be a coalgebra, e € C a group-like element, and P the pullback of
m : P — Py and my : Py — Pyy in the category ECAlgeC of unital algebras with e-coaugmented left
and right C'-coactions. If m or mo is surjective and both P, and Py are principal e-coaugmented
C-extensions, then also P is a principal e-coaugmented C-extension.

Proof. Without loss of generality, we assume that 7 is surjective. We first show that P inherits
an entwined structure from P; and Ps.

Lemma 2.3. Let ¢ and 1 denote the entwining structures of Pi and P, respectively. Then
P is an entwined module with an invertible entwining structure

Y =10 (id ® pry) + ¥ o (id ® pry). (2.27)

Here pry and pry are morphisms of the pullback diagram as in (1.3).

Proof. Our strategy is to construct a bijective map ¢ : C'® (P X Py) = (P x P,) ®C, and to
show that it restricts to a bijective entwining on C'® P. We put

Y =1y o (id ® pry) + 1y o (id @ pry). (2.28)

The symbols pr; and pr, stand for respective componentwise projections. Their restrictions to
P yield pry and pr,. It is easy to check that the inverse of v is given by

¢t =1yt o (Pr; ®id) 4+ ¥y ! o (pry ® id) (2.29)

To show that )(C® P) C P®C and ¢ (P®C) C C'® P, we note first that Pys and m(Py)
are principal by Lemma 2.1(iv). Consequently, their canonical entwinings 112 and v, p,) are
bijective. Furthermore, arguing as in the proof of Lemma 2.1, we see that ¢r,(p,) = Y12 [cgm(p)
and ¢;21( Py = Uiy [ma(P)ec- An advantage of having both summands in terms of 1)y is that we
can apply (2.12) to compute

(w1 0Pty — myoPry) ®id) 0th = (0 pr; ®id) 0thy 0 (Id@Pry) — (20 Pry ®id) 09y o (id @ pry )
+ (mopr, ®id) oy o (id@pry) — (mp 0 pry ®id) 0y o (id @ pry)
= (m ®id) ot o (id ® pry) — (me ® id) 0 1)y o (id ® pry)
=120 (iId®m) o (id @ pry) — thay(py © (Id @ m2) o (id @ pry)
= 115 0 (id ® (my 0 pry — 3 0 Pry)). (2.30)

Hence 1 (C ® P) € P ® C. Much the same way, using (2.14) instead of (2.12), we show that
the bijection " (P® C) CC® P.
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It remains to verify that the bijection ¢) = 1; cep is an entwining that makes P an entwined
module. The former is proven by a direct checking of (1.11) and (1.12). The latter follows from
the fact that P, and P, are, respectively, ¥; and 15 entwined modules:

Ap(pq) = Ap (pry(p)pr1(q)) + Ap, (pra(p)pra(q))
= pry (o)) ¥1(pay ® pri(q)) + pra(pe)) Y2(pa) @ pra(q))
= (pry(p)) + pl"z( ) (1(pay ® pri(q)) + P2(pay © pra(q)))
= po)¥(Pa) ® q). (2.31)

This proves the lemma. O

Let o} and ok be a unital left colinear splitting and a unital right colinear splitting of 7y,
respectively. Also, let a% be a right colinear splitting of 7o viewed as a map onto m2(P,). Such
maps exist by Lemma 2.1. On the other hand, by [6, Lemma 2.2], since P, and P, are principal,
they admit strong connections ¢; and /5, respectively. For brevity, let us introduce the notation

o]’ = Qom, «Qf = QRpomy, «aF = aRom| - (P s L =mpo (a®@ap)oly, (2.32)

where mp, is the multiplication of P;. The 81tuat10n is illustrated in the following diagram:

C P (2.33)
pTy pro
L T (m2(F2))
/ ol2 a2l
L
P — Py .
R a2
R
\ al T /
R
Ul 7T2(P2) T2
ai \\ /
P12

Our proves hinges on constructing a strong connection on P out of strong connections on
P, and P,. Roughly speaking, the basic idea is to take a strong connection on P, induce a
strong connection on the the common part P9, and prolongate it to P;. To this end, we check

that (a}? +1id) ® (a} +id) is a unital bicolinear map from P, ® P, to P ® P. Therefore, as a
first approx1mat10n for constructing a strong connection on P, we choose the formula
(= ((af +1d) ® (ag +id)) o ls. (2.34)

It is a bicolinear map from C' to P ® P satisfying ¢;(e) = 1 ® 1 as needed. However, it does
not split the lifted canonical map:

(cano/lp)(c) —1®c
= (b)) a R (£2(0) ) o) ® FF (€a()P) 1) + La() o (0) P ) @ la(0) ) — T @ ¢
= O‘1L2(€2(C(1)>< Nag (52(0(1))< N® coy+(0,)®c—-1®c
= L(C(l)) & c2) — (L)) @ec € PL®C. (2.35)
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We correct it by adding to £;(c) the splitting of the lifted canonical map on P, ® P; afforded
by ¢; and applied to (1,0) ® ¢ — L(cq)) ® ¢(a):

Cri(e) = Li(c) + 61(0)M @ £1(c)? — L(c(l))fl(c(g))<1> ® €1(0(2))<2>
= (l;r+ 01 — Lxty)(c). (2.36)

The above approximation to a strong connection on P is clearly right colinear. Using the fact
that Py is a v;-entwined and e-coaugmented module, we follow the lines of (2.21)—(2.23) to
show that L/ is left colinear. Hence ¢;; is bicolinear. It also satisfies £;;(e) = 1®1. However,
the price we pay for having EH(C)<1>€H(C)<2>(O) ® En(c)@(l) = 1 ® c is that the image of ¢;; is
no longer in P ® P.

The troublesome term ¢; — L * {1 takes values in P ® P;. Now one would like to compose
id® (id+a%) with ¢; — Lx¢; to force it taking values in P® P. However, since a% is defined only
on 7, ! (m(P;)), we need to replace an arbitrary strong connection ¢; by a strong connection
taking values in P; ® 7, *(m2(P,)). Such a strong connection is provided for us by (2.24):

gl = (04}12 &® 0411132) 0] 62 + 61 - 61 x L. (237)
Inserting /; in place of ¢; allows us to apply the correction map id ® (id + o) to obtain
Crrr =0+ (Id® (id + o)) o (6 — L £y). (2.38)

To end the proof, let us check that ¢;;; is indeed a strong connection on P. First, since ¢;(C') C
P® P and (id + o) (7, (m2(P,))) € P, we conclude that £;;; takes values in P ® P. Next, it
is bicolinear because % is right colinear. Also, it is clearly unital. To verify that ¢;;; splits the
canonical map, first we note that cano (id® a%) o (¢, — L* £1) = 0 because mp, x p,(p1 @ p2) = 0
for all p; € P, and p; € P,. Combining this with the fact that can o (¢} — L % ¢]) does not
depend on the choice of a strong connection ¢}, we infer that cano ¢;;; = cano f;; = 1 ® id.
Thus /777 is a strong connection on P, as desired. Combining this fact with Lemma 2.3 and
Lemma 1.1 proves the theorem. O

Putting the formulas in the proof of Theorem 2.2 together, we obtain the following strong
connection on P:

¢ =((af +id) ® (a +id)) o £ (2.39)
+ (moe—L)+((id® (id+a)) o (6 — bty x L+ (a2 ®al2) 0 1)),

3 The pullback picture of the standard quantum Hopf
fibration

Recall that the classical Hopf fibration is a U(1)-principal bundle given by the maps

7:8 ={(21,2) € C?||z1]* + 2> =1} — 2= CP!, 7((21,2)) = [(21 : 22)],
SPx U(l) — S*, (21, 22) <u = (z1u, 20u). (3.1)
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To unravel the structure of this non-trivial fibration, we split S* into two disjoint parts:
S ={(21,22) € C*[|21]* < L2 = 1 =[]’} U {(21,0)|]21] = 1}. (3.2)

Note that both sets are invariant under the U(1)-action. The second set is U(1), and first set
is U(1)-equivariantly homeomorphic to the interior of the solid torus D x U(1) equipped with
the diagonal action. (Here D = {z € C||z| < 1}.) By an appropriate U(1)-equivariant gluing
of the boundary torus of D x U(1) with U(1), we recover S* with its U(1)-action:

(3.3)

83
$1(2,0) = (2,0/1— 2] ” X ¢o(u) = (u,0)
U(1)

D x U(1)

(¢,id)(u,v) = (u,v) (:ik A pry(u,v) = u.
U(1) x U(1)

However, to view D x U(1) as a trivial U(1)-principal bundle, we need to gauge the di-
agonal action to the action on the right slot. This is achieved with the help of the following
homeomorphism intertwining these two actions:

U:DxU(l) — D x U(1), ¥(z,v):=(zv,v), V(xr,vu)=¥Y(z,v)u. (3.4)

Let us denote the restriction of ¥ to U(1) x U(1) by the same symbol. Now we can extend the
above pushout diagram to the commutative diagram

s (3.5)

2

D x U(1) —~—D x U(1) U(1) —<—u(1)

U(1) x U(1),

where m is the multiplication map. The outer diagram is again a pushout diagram of U(1)-
spaces, but now its defining U(1)-spaces are trivial U(1)-principal bundles. It is the outer
pushout diagram that we shall use to analyse a noncommutative deformation of the Hopf
fibration.

3.1 Pullback comodule algebra

We consider the tensor products P, := T @ O(U(1)), P, =C® O(U(1)) = O(U(1)) and Pyy :=
C(U(1)) ® O(U(1)). These algebras are right O(U(1))-comodule algebras for the coaction
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r@ul — zuY @uY¥, N € Z. Moreover, P, and P, are trivially principal with strong
connections £; : O(U(1)) = P,®P; given by 4;(uY) = (1@u¥*)®@(1@u®), i=1,2. To construct
a pullback of P; and P,, we define the following morphisms of right O(U(1))-comodule algebras:

m:T®0U1) — C(U1) ®0(U(1)), mitew)=o0(t)w, (3.6)
o O(U(1)) — C(U(1)) @ O(U(1)), ma(w) = A(w). (3.7)

Then the fibre product P :=T ® O(U(1)) X (z, x,) O(U(1)) defined by the pullback diagram

T®O(U X O(U(1)) (3.8)

o / ”2\
\ /

o(u(1))

is a right O(U(1))-comodule algebra. By Proposition 2.2, it is principal.

T® U(1))

Furthermore, define unital respectively left colinear and right colinear splittings of 7; by
ap(feu)=ap(feu™)=T2u", NeZ (3.9)

Here f € C(U(1)) and T} denotes the Toeplitz operator with symbol f. In particular, T\,n = S"
and T,.v = S*™. A right colinear splitting of the map m, : O(U(1)) — m(O(U(1))) is given by

(N @u™)=u", NeZ (3.10)

Inserting the definitions of a}, a% and ¢;, i = 1,2, into (2.32) and (2.39), we obtain the following
strong connection on P:

() = (SN @u u) @ (SN @ u, u), (3.11)
(™) =" @u’,u") ® (SN @ u™, u)
+(1-8"S"MY2u™,0)® (1 -V ou™ 0), NeN. (3.12)

Note next that, by construction, we have

— St @ uh, o) € (T 2 0(U) x O(U()) | o(ts) = ar* }, (3.13)
where a; € C. For cA(1) =u @1, let

Ly = PO(E( C={pecP|Ap(p)=pau}. (3.14)

Then Ly = P°PVM) each Ly is a left P°VUM)_module and P = @ yez Ly. From

AP(Z(tk@)uk,akuk)) :Z(tk@)uk,akuk) ® u”, (3.15)

k k
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it follows that

Ly = {(t u, au) € (T @ O(U(1))) x O(U(1)) ‘ o(t) = auN}. (3.16)

The next proposition shows that Ly = T X(,1) C is isomorphic to the C*-algebra of the
standard Podles sphere and that
Ly = T X(u=Ng,1) C, (317)

where T X(,~,1) C is given by the pullback diagram

T(u*;\fo ) C (3.18)
S
CU() o Cu).

Proposition 3.1. The fibre product T X (5,1)C is isomorphic to the C*-algebra C’(Sg), and Ly
is isomorphic to T X (,-ny1) C as a left C(S2)-module with respect to the left C(S?)-action on
T X(u=Ng,1) C given by (t> Oé) ) (h'> 5) = (tha Oéﬁ)

Proof. For N = 0, the mappings 7 > ¢t — o(t) € C(U(1)) and C 3 a — «al € C(U(1))
are morphisms of C*-algebras, so that 7 X(51)C is a C*-algebra. Next, recall that C(S7) =
K(l2(N)) @& C (see (1.56)), and define

6:T x € — K(LN)&C, olta) =t (3.19)
o,1

¢t K(ly(N) o C — 7'( x)c, o k+a)=(k+a,a) (3.20)
a,1

Clearly, ¢ : T x(5,1)C — B({»(N)) is a morphism of C*-algebras. Since ¢(t,a) = (t — o) + v,

and o(t —a) = 0 by the pullback diagram (3.18), it follows from the short exact sequence (1.61)

that ¢t — a € K(¢»(N)), so that ¢(t, ) € K(¢2(N)) @ C. One easily sees that ¢! is its inverse

so that 7 x(,,1)C = K(¢3(N)) @ C.

The fact that 7 X (,-~,1)C with the given C(S?)-action is a left C(S?)-module follows from
the discussion preceding the pullback diagram (1.6) with the free rank 1 modules E; = T,
E, = C and m, By = m, By = C(U(1)). Obviously, Ly 5 (t@u”, au) — (t,a) € TX(-~,1)C
defines an isomorphism of left C'(S?)-modules. O

3.2 Equivalence of the pullback and standard constructions
Let us view U(1l) as a compact quantum group. We consider its C*-algebra C(U(1)) of
all continuous function together with the obvious coproduct, counit and antipode given by

A(f)(x,y) = flzy), e(f) = f(1) and S(f)(z) = f(z7'), respectively. Furthermore, let ®

21



stand for the completed tensor product of C*-algebras. In our case it is unique because of the
nuclearity of the involved C*-algebras.

Now let m : C(U(1)) — C(U(1))®C(U(1)) be given by the coproduct, i.e., mo(f)(z,y) =
(Af)(z,y) = f(zy), and let o ® id denote the tensor product of the symbol map o : T —
C(U(1)) and id : C(U(1)) = C(U(1)). Then P := T&®C(U(1)) X (r, .z, C(U(1)) is defined by
the pullback diagram

TECUW) x CUD) (3.21)

/ (m v \
c(U
m= U®d A/////////

C(u()

T& U(1))

With the C(U(1))-coaction given by the coproduct A on the right tensor factor C'(U(1)),
m and 7 are morphisms in the category of right C(U(1))-comodule C*-algebras. Equivalently,
we can view this diagram as a diagram in the category of U(1)-C*-algebras (see Section 1.3).
Therefore, P inherits the structure of a right U(1)-C*-algebra. To determine the Peter-Weyl
comodule algebra Pa(P), we first note that O(U(1)) is the dense Hopf *-subalgebra of C(U(1))
spanned by the matrix coefficients of the irreducible unitary corepresentations. Using the counit
e: C(U(1)) — C and the fact that the Peter-Weyl functor commutes with taking pullbacks, we
easily conclude that Pa(P) =T ® O(U(1)) X (r, xs) O(U(1)), so Pa(P) is the comodule algebra
P of Section 3.1.

Consider next the *-representation of O(SU,(2)) on ¢5(N) given by [27]
2ny1/2

€n—1, p(ﬁ)en = _qn+1
2n+1))1/2

pla)e, = (1—¢q

(3.22)
p(Y)en = q"en, p(d)en =(1—¢q

€nt1-

Note that p(3), p(v) € K(¢2(N)). Comparing p with the representation p of O(D,) from (1.60),
one readily sees that p(O(SU,(2))) € 7. Furthermore, the symbol map o yields o(p(f)) =
a(p(vy)) = 0. Using an appropriate diagonal compact operator k, we also obtain

a(p(a)) = o(p(a) =8*) +0(S") = o(kS") + o(S") =u™",  (p(0)) = o(p(a))” =u. (3.23)

Thus we obtain a U(1)-equivariant *-algebra morphism ¢ : O(SU,(2)) — P by setting

ua) = (pla) @ u,u),  u(y) = (p(7) @u,0). (3.24)

One easily checks that the image of a Poincaré-Birkhoff-Witt basis of O(SU,(2)) remains linearly
independent, so that ¢ is injective and we can consider O(SU,(2)) as a subalgebra of P. In
particular, we have ((My) C Ly as left O(S2)-modules. (See Section 1.4 and Section 3.1 for
the definitions of My and Ly, respectively.)

The main objective of this section is to establish an U(1)-C*-algebra isomorphism between
C(SU,(2)) and P. The universal C*-algebra C'(SU,(2)) of O(SU,(2)) has been studied in [18]
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and [31]. Here we shall use the fact from [18, Corollary 2.3] that a faithful *-representation p
of C(SU,(2)) on the Hilbert space l5(N)®/5(Z) is given by

pla)(en ®@bi) = (1= ") Pen1 @b, pY)(en @ bi) = q"ep @ byi_1, (3.25)
where {e,}nen and {bg}rez denote the standard bases of 5(N) and ¢5(Z), respectively. To
compare (3.25) with [18, Corollary 2.3], one has to apply the unitary transformation

T : l(N)R(Z) = l(N)R0o(Z), T(en@br) = en @ bg_n. (3.26)

A right C(U(1))-coaction on C'(SU,(2)) is given by (id®7)oA, where A denotes the coproduct of
the compact quantum group C(SU,(2)) and 7 is the extension of the Hopf *-algebra surjection
7 : O(SU,(2)) = O(U(1)) defined in (1.49) to C(SU,(2)). Using the faithfulness of p, we can
transfer 7 to p(C'(SU,(2))). In [18], it is shown that 7 gives rise to the C*-algebra extension

0—= K(6(N))®C(U(1)) — p(C(SU,(2)) —— C(U(1)) —=0. (3.27)
Theorem 3.2. The U(1)-C*-algebras C(SU,(2)) and P are isomorphic.

Proof. First note that ker(pr;) = {(0,y) € P|m(y) = A(y) = 0} = {0}. Hence we can identify
P with the image of pr, in T®C(U(1)). We will prove the theorem by applying the five lemma
to the following commutative diagram of U(l)-C’*—algebras:

00— K(>(N))®C(U(1)) — p(C(SU,(2))) — C(U(1)) —=0 (3.28)

I ]

0—— K(L(N)@C(U(1)) = pr,(P) —<— C(U(1)) —=0.

To define 7, we realize C’(U(l)) as a concrete C*-algebra of bounded operators on (2(Z) by
setting u(bg) = bx_1. Then

pla) = pla) @ u = pry(p(a) ® u,u) € pry(P),  p(y) = p(7) ® u = pry(p(y) ® u,0) € pry(P).
(3.20)
Since C(SU,(2)) is generated by a and v, we take 7 to be the inclusion p(C(SU,(2))) C pry(P).

We define the U(1)-C*-algebra morphism w by
w:pry(P) — C(U(1)), w:=(c00)®id, (3.30)

where ¢ denotes the counit of C'(U(1)). The surjectivity of w follows from u* = w(p(a*) @ u*)
and u=F = w(p(a**) @ u**) for all k € N and taking the closure of O(U(1)) in C(U(1)).

To prove the exactness of the lower row, note that K(¢2(N))®@C(U(1)) = ker(c)®C(U(1)) C
ker(w). Now let f € pry(P) \ ker(c)®C(U(1)). Then (o ®id)(f) # 0. By the commutative
diagram (3.21), there exists a non-zero element g € C(U(1)) such that (o ® id)(f) = A(g).
Hence w(f) = (e ®1id) o A(g) = g # 0 which proves ker(w) = IC({3(N))@C(U(1)).

It remains to show that the diagram (3.28) is commutative. This is clear for the left part
since 7 is just the inclusion. The commutativity of the right part follows from

w(7(ﬁ(a))> - é(a(p(a))) ®u=c(wu=u=7r(Ha)), (3.31)
w (7)) = (o (p(1)) @u=0=7(p(1)) (3.32)
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by taking limits since & and 4 generate C'(SU,(2)). Therefore, by the five lemma, 7 is an
isomorphism of U(1)-C*-algebra. O

By the final remark of Section 1.3, we conclude from Theorem 3.2 that the Peter-Weyl
comodule algebras Pa(C(SU,(2))) and P are isomorphic. We use this isomorphism to identify
associated projective modules. For N € Z and the left O(U(1))-coaction on C given by ¢A(1) =
uY ® 1, we define a “completed” version of My (see (1.62)):

My i= Pa(C(SU,2), [, € = {p € Pa(C(SU,(2) | (@ 7) 0 A)p) =p@u™). (333)

Now it follows from Equation (3.1_4) that My = Ly. Applying the same arguments as at the
end of Section 1.4, we infer that My = C’(Sg)NHEN , with E'y being the projection matrix of
Equation (1.64). Taking advantage of these isomorphisms of modules, we prove:

Lemma 3.3. Identifying C(S2) with K((2(N)) @ C, we obtain the following isomorphisms of
left C(S%)-modules:

C(S2)" " Ex = C(S2)pn, py = SN, N >0, (3.34)
1 0
O By 2= C(S2)%pu, PN = ( 0 1 gVIgN ) : N <0. (3.35)

Proof. We apply (1.40) to construct projections Py, N € Z, from the strong connection given
n (3.11) and (3.12). For N < 0, we obtain

(Py)11 = (™ @ o™ u™) (SN @ u™M V) = (1 1,1), (3.36)

(Pv)iz = (Py)y = (S*‘N' @ u™,u)((1 = SMS ) @ Wl 0) =0, (3.37)

(Pyn)2z = ((1 = SIS IV @ u 0)((1 — SVIS* IV @ u!M 0) = ((1 — SVIS*INI) @ 1,0).  (3.38)
Analogously, for N > 0, we get

(Py)1 = (SN @ u, u™)(S™N @ ™, u) = (SVS*V @ 1,1). (3.39)

Finally, applying the isomorphism (3.19) componentwise to Py, N € Z, yields the result. [

The projections py of Lemma 3.3 can also be obtained from the odd-to-even construction
in Section 1.2. First let N < 0. Since Ly = T'X(,-~,1)C (see (3.17)), we can apply the formula
(1.9) by taking Fy = T, Ey = C, m.E; = m.Ey = C(U(1)), and choosing h in (1.6) to be
the isomorphism given by the multiplication with u!/™l. As the symbol map o applied to S is

u (see (1.61)), we can lift u/™! and its inverse u= N to SN and SVI* respectively. Inserting
c=8"*and d=5"into (1.9) gives T X (u-561C = (T X(5,1)C)* Qn, where

_ (LD (0,0)
Finally, applying the isomorphism (3.19) yields the projection in (3.35). Similarly, for N > 0,
we insert ¢ = SV and d = SV* into (1.9). Since SY*SY = 1, we obtain TX@wno1C =
(TX (071)6)269]\/ with
_( (87sM,1) (0,0
=00 0o ) (340

which is equivalent to 7 X (,-~,1)C = C(Sg)SNSN*.
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3.3 Index pairing

Recall that for a C*-algebra A, a projection p € Mat,,(A), and *-representations p; and p_ of
A on a Hilbert space J# such that [(py,p_)] € K°(A) (e.g. see [10, Chapter 4]), one has the
following: If the operator Tryay, (P4 — p—)(p) is trace class, then the formula

([(p+, p-)]s [P]) = Tror(Trntas, (P4 — p-)(P) (3.42)
yields a pairing between K°(A) and Ko(A).

In this section, we compute the pairing between the Kg-classes of the projective C(Sg)—
modules describing quantum line bundles and the two generators of K°(A). By Lemma 3.3,
we can take the projections py as representatives of respective Ky-classes. Their simple form
makes it very easy to compute the index pairing.

Theorem 3.4. Let My be the associated modules of (3.33), and let [(id, €)] and [(g, &9)] denote
the generators of K%(C(S?)) given in Section 1.4. Then, for all N € Z,

([(z;e0)), [Mn]) =1, ([(id,e)], [My]) = —N. (3.43)

Proof. Let N > 0. Then py = SVS™* = (S¥S™ — 1) + 1, so that e(py) = 1 and &o(py) =
SS*.  Furthermore, since for any N € N\ {0}, the image of the projection 1 — SVSV* is
span{eq, ..., en_1} C ¢3(N), the projection 1 — S¥SV* is trace class. Moreover, with the help
of Lemma 3.3 and Formula (3.42), it implies that

([(5, 20)]; [Mn]) = Tre, oy (e = €0)(pv) = Ty (1 = 5S7) = 1, (3.44)

([(d, £)], [M]) = Trpq) (id — ) (px) = Treyo (SVSV* — 1) = —N. (3.45)

For N < 0, we have Trypa, (py) = 2 — SINVIgIVE — o p|n|- Combining this with the above
index pairing for p|y|, the formulas (¢ —€¢)(2) = 2(1 —SS*) and (id —¢)(2) = 0, and (3.42), we
obtain

([(e. £0)], [Mn]) = Triy (e — £0)(2 = pi)) = Treay (1 — S8 = L, (3.46)
([(id, &)], [Mn]) = Tran(id — €)(2 — pywy) = Treym (1 — SINIgINEY — _ N, (3.47)
This completes the proof. O

The above theorem agrees with the classical situation. Indeed, the pairing ([(¢, £0)], [Mn])
yields the rank of the line bundles, and ([(id, ¢)], [My]) computes the winding number of the
map v~V : St — St

4 Examples of piecewise principal coalgebra coactions

We begin by recalling the piecewise structure [13] of a noncommutative join construction pro-
posed by [9]. Then we instantiate it to SU4(2) to obtain a quantum instanton bundle S7 — S7
[23] as a piecewise trivial principal comodule algebra. A key step is then to replace SU,(2)

25



by quotienting the Hopf algebra O(SU,(2)) by a coideal right ideal (O(SZ,) Nkere)O(SU,(2))
provided by the generic Podles quantum spheres qu, s # 0 [24]. The quotient coalgebra is
isomorphic with O(U(1)) [21]. Applying our main theorem, we will prove that the induced
right coaction of O(U(1)) is principal.

4.1 Piecewise principal coactions from a noncommutative join con-
struction

Let H be the C*-algebra of a compact quantum group and H its Peter-Weyl Hopt algebra
[30,32]. We take the algebra of norm continuous functions C([a,b], H) from a closed interval
[a,b] to the C*-algebra H, and define

Pri={feC(0,3],H)®H| f(0) € A(H)}, (4.1)
P={feC(31,H)®@H|f(1) e Co H}. (4.2)

Here we identify elements of C'([a,b], H) ® H with functions [a,b] — H ® H. The P;’s are right
H-comodule algebras for the coaction Ap, = id¢ (g, 4,],7) ® A, where A stands for the coproduct
of H. The subalgebras of coaction invariants can be identiﬁed with

By :={f € C([0,4). H)| £(0) € C},
By:={f € C([4,1). )| f(1) € C}.

The comodule algebra P, is evidently the same as B @ H. Unlike P, the comodule algebra
Py does not coincide with B; ® H. However, there is a cleaving map j : H — P; by j(h)(t) :=
(t — hay) ®ho), that is, j(h)(t) := A(h) for all ¢ € [0, 1]. Since j is an algebra homomorphism,
it identifies the comodule algebra P; with a smash product Bi#H.

Now one can define the noncommutative join of H as the pullback right H-comodule algebra

P:={(p.q) € P& P |m(p) = m(q)} (4.3)
given by the evaluation maps
7T11=6V%®id1pl—>P122:H®H, WQIZGV%(@idIPQ—)PlQZ:H@H, (44)

where ev; is given by the evaluation of functions of C([a,b], H) in t € [a, b].

Our goal now is to replace H by a quotient coalgebra without loosing principality. Using |7,
Example 2.29], it is straightforward to verify the following lemma.

Lemma 4.1. Let H be a Hopf algebra with bijective antipode, let Ap : P — P® H be a coaction
making P a right H-comodule algebra and J a coideal right ideal of H. Then C' := H/J is a
coalgebra coacting on P via pg == (id® 7)o Ap, m: H — C' the canonical surjection, and the
formula

\I/:C’®P97?(h)®p»—>p(o)®7r(hp(1))€P®C (45)

defines a bijective entwining making P an entwined module. The inverse of VU is given by
U (p@w(h) = m(hS™ (p))) ® po), (4.6)
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and defines a left oaction on P via
pr:P>p— U™ (p@ﬂ(l)) :W(S_l(p(l))®p(o) ceC®P. (4.7)

Lemma 4.2. Let P be a principal H-comodule algebra for Ap : P — P ® H. Also, let J be a
coideal right ideal of H defining a coalgebra C := H/J, let pr == (id®@ 7)o Ap, m: H — C
the canonical surjection, be its right coaction on P, and let i : C — H be a unital (i.e.,
i(m(1)) = 1) C-bicolinear (for the coactions Ay = (id @ 7) o A and yA = (71 ® id) o A)
splitting (i.e., moi =1id). Then P is principal for the coaction pg.

Proof. Let ¢ : H — P ® P be a strong connection on P. One can easily check that £ o :
C' — P ® P is a strong connection on P for the right coaction pg := (id ® 7) o Ap and the
left coaction py, == (7 ®id) o pA, where pA(p) = S~ (pa)) @ p(o) is the left H-coaction on P
viewed as a principal H-comodule algebra. On the other hand, it follows from Lemma 4.1 that
V:C®P>37h)®@p— po@7(hpa)) € P®C is a bijective entwining making P an entwined
module. Therefore, since pr(1) = 1 ®@ 7(1), pr(1) = (1) ® 1, and p(p) = ¥ (p ® (1)) for
all p € P by (4.7), the principality of P for the C-coaction pg follows from Lemma 1.1. O

Combining Lemma 4.2 with Theorem 2.2 yields the following result.

Theorem 4.3. Let H be the C*-algebra of a compact quantum group, H its Peter-Weyl Hopf
algebra, J a coideal right ideal of H and w: H — C := H/J the cannonical surjection. Also let

P={feC([0,3],H) ® H|(evo ®id)(f) € A(H)}, (4.8)
Py:={feC(31],H)®H|(ev; ®id)(f) e C® H} (4.9)

be right and left C'-comodules for the right and left coactions
pri=(1d®@7m)oAp, pii=(r®id)opl, i=1,2, (4.10)

respectively. Here Ap, := id ® A and pA := (S7' ®@id) o flip o Ap,. Then, if there exists a
unital bicolinear splitting 1 : C'— H of m : H — C, the pullback C'-comodule

P :={(p1,p2) € P X Py | (QV% ®id)(p1) = (evé ®id)(p2)} (4.11)
s principal.
Let us now take a closer look at the compatibility of strong connections on principal comod-

ules as appearing in the above theorem. First we observe that, if both of 7; and 7y defining
the pullback diagram (2.33) are surjective, then (2.39) simplifies to

¢ = ((af +id)® (af +id)) oly + (nlos—mplo(af@)a}f)ofg)*((id@(idjta%l))ofl). (4.12)

Indeed, since now a% is defined on the whole P, a special constructed connection ly in (2.38)
can be replaced by any strong connection ¢; on P;. Note that specializing (4.12) to comodule
algebras coincides with what was obtained in [13].

Next, we observe that the formulae

o' Py — P, a'(h@h)=2th®h+ (1—2t)2(h)hay ® h), (4.13)
o Py — P, o*(h@h)=21-t)h@h+ (2t —1)&(h) ® h, (4.14)
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where Z is any unital linear functional on H, define unital C-bicolinear splittings of 7, and 7,
respectively. Hence we can take a}* = a}f = o' om and a% = a? o m;. Combining this with

the fact that a cleaving map j defines a strong connection via £ := (71 ® j) o A, we obtain
very explicit formulae for strong connections on P; and Ps:

0=t @) oAoi, Lly:=(j'®j)oAoi. (4.15)

Here jy : H = Py, ji(h) == (t = hq)) @ h), and jo : H = Py, ja(h) := 1® h are cleaving maps
for P, and P, respectively.

4.2 Quantum complex projective spaces CP;S

Finally, we instantiate H to be C(SU,(2)), H = O(SU,(2)), J = (O(SZ,) Nkere)O(SU,(2)),
and € : C(SU,(2)) — C to the counit. Here O(S?,) stands for the coordinate algebra of a
Podles quantum sphere S? ,, s € [0,1], [8]. (Note that the case s = 0 brings us to the comodule-
algebra setting.) The most interesting part of this structure is the unital bicolinear splitting of

7 O(SU,(2)) — O(SU,(2))/J given by [8, Proposition 6.3].

All this defines a family of noncommutative deformations of the U(1)-principal bundle

S” — CP3. More precisely, we obtain deformations of a U(1)-principal action on S” given
by

(21, 22, 23, 22)€? = (216", 20€7%, 236", 247%),  |21)* + |20 + |22 + |24]? = 1. (4.16)

However, this is isomorphic with the diagonal action of U(1) on S7, so that the quotient space is
again CP?. Thus out of Pflaum’s S7 we obtain a family of quantum projective spaces CP3 .. A
very explicit Mayer-Vietoris type formula for a strong connection on SZ — CPE’,S should allow
us to study the K-theory aspects of the tautological line bundle over CPg’,s, but this is beyond
the scope of this paper.
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