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Abstract

An algorithm to compute Connes spectral distance, adaptatthe Hilbert-Schmidt operatorial formulation
of non-commutative quantum mechanics, was developedeednyi introducing the appropriate spectral triple
and used to compute infinitesimal distances in the Moyalglegvealing a deep connection between geometry
and statistics. In this paper, using the same algorithmCitrenes spectral distance has been calculated in the
Hilbert-Schmidt operatorial formulation for the fuzzy sl whose spatial coordinates satisfy $#h€2) algebra.
This has been computed for both the discrete, as well as éoPénelemov'sSU(2) coherent state. Here also,
we get a connection between geometry and statistics whishdan by computing the infinitesimal distance
between mixed states on the quantum Hilbert space of a plartiuzzy sphere, indexed by Z/2.

1 Introduction

At the Planck length scale, it is generally believed thatdbetinuity of space-time breaks down and we have a
fuzzy space-time. This implication comes from consideratif both quantum and gravity effects at this scale [1],
which was corroborated later through a low energy effectrrig theory [2]. Depending upon the structure of
non-commutativity between space-time coordinates oifar inatter between the spatial coordinates, (if the time
is taken to be a c-number parameter, for simplicity), oned=fime the non-commutative space in many ways [3].
Some fuzzy spaces which are simpler and have been wideliedtace as follows:

1. Moyal Space:-

[#:,%;] = 16;5, 4,5 =1,2,3 and 6;; is an anti-symmetric constant matrix 1)

2. Fuzzy Sphere:-

[#i, %] = iXeijpdk, AlS some parameter angly, is the usual anti-symmetric tensor (2)

The notion of distance on such fuzzy spaces can be given tpdunting a spectral triple4, #, D) introduced by
Connes([4] to define geometry for a general space (includsagete space).

The fuzzy space of the first type has been extensively stugedy both the star product and the Hilbert-
Schmidt operator method that was initiated in [5]. The inéisimal distances on such spaces have been calculated
in [6], making use of the Moyal star product, andiin [7] usihg Hilbert-Schmidt operator method. The advantage
of the Hilbert-Schmidt operatorial formulation is that @&rcbypass the use of any star product and the resulting
ambiguities[[8| 9]. As has been shown[in|[10] the differeat siroducts (Moyal and Voros) stem from different
choices of bases, which lead to different classes of funaotiben states are represented in these bases. This
implies that equivalence between different choices offgtaducts cannot be guaranteed, especially in path integral
formulations, without taking due care of this point. In adui the Moyal product does not admit a position POVM,
unlike the Voros product. The latter therefore admits a detefy consistent quantum interpretation of position
measurement as a weak measurement, while the former doeBhaste issues, expansions of them and possible
interpretations thereof can be found(in[11].
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In [[Z], an algorithm adaptable for this Hilbert-Schmidt og®rial formulation was developed and has been
applied to calculate the infinitesimal distance on the 2D M@}ane, both in the classical and quantum Hilbert
space, revealing a deep connection between geometry aisticsawhich is in turn intimately connected to fact
that meaning can only be given to a position measurementimvtak sense, implying an inherent ignorance of
the state of a particle even after a position measuremerg.céh again be interpreted in the context of additional
degrees of freedom that cannot be probed in a position memsmt[11] . The purpose of this paper is to show that
this algorithm can also be applied on the second type of fapage, whose Hilbert-Schmidt operator formulation
was developed in[12], to analyze the Coulomb problem inkhrid of non-commutative space.

The second type of fuzzy space is realized in the presencaghetic field produced by magnetic monopole
[13]. Such type of non-commutativity is found between openswhich are like the angular momentum operators
J; in quantum mechanics and for which we can define the simudtameigenstatgg, m) of the Casimir operator

J? and Js. In the same way, we can define the simultaneous eigenstates) of radius squared operator
#? and #; for the above type of fuzzy spadd (2). The notion of 3D confitjon space is now replaced with
the Hilbert space spanned by the kitsns). The eigenvalues of the radius-squared operator are ofotine f
A2n(n +1),n € Z/2 and the eigenvalues af are \n3 where—n < nz < n. The radius is thus quantized and
each sphere with the fixed radius is referred to as fuzzy spHherthis paper, we will try to give the notion of
Connes infinitesimal distance on the fuzzy sphere usingaheegrescription given in[7]. It therefore provides
an alternative perspective to the onelin/[14].

The paper is organized in the following way. In section 2, exdgit the Hilbert-Schmidt operator formulation
of the fuzzy sphere [12] and we revisit the construction aBDioperator or5® and hence o$? [15] in section
3. This is the Dirac operator we need in order to define a saldciple on the fuzzy sphere. With this, we give
the appropriate spectral triple to calculate the Conndsauli® function on the fuzzy sphere in section 4. In this
section, we obtain the infinitesimal Connes distance fonaiin the configuration space. Also in a subsection, we
revisit the construction of Perelemov coherent state§“fL7] and calculate the infinitesimal distance between
these coherent states. In section 5, we give the specipi@ for the quantum Hilbert space and calculate the
distance function for both pure and mixed states. The disthetween mixed states shows the connection between
geometry and statistics. Finally, we provide some relegaldulations in the appendix.

2 Configuration space and Quantum Hilbert space of the fuzzyghere

For the case of fuzzy spheres, we have the spatial non-coatimiytof Lie algebra type where the space coordi-
nates satisfy the su(2) algebra:
[:f?i, :f?]] = i)\eijk:f?k, (3)
with A a non-commutative parameter of length dimension.
Now, let us define the creation and annihilation operatote/ofindependent harmonic oscillatosg, andx.,
with the following commutators between them

I A I A
[Ras X5] = 508+ [Xa,Xp] = 0= ki, xh: ap=1.2 4

such that we have the Jordan-Schwinger map betweet thed y's:

T T

&= X0t = o X, (5)
whereo; are the Pauli matrices.
Labeling the two harmonic oscillators by andn,, we have the eigenvalue equation of the number operator

N = %! ¥, as,

) o A
Nini,n2) = X}, Xalni, na) = §(n1 + ng)|n1, na), (6)
where
2/ \)n1t+n2 " "
nasma) = [ 2 o), )

This is also the simultaneous eigenstate of the radius equusperaton:c‘2 andzis, i.e.

ny + na
2 b

ny —nag

2

(8)
(9)

a:c'2|n1,n2) = )\Qn(n+1)|n1,n2) , n=

:i:3|n1,n2> = )\n3|n1,n2> y ng =



The statgn, no) can alternatively be relabeled by, n3), wheren,ns € Z/2 and—n < n3 < n. The ladder
operators &+ = &1 +i%, satisfy

[3,34] =X+, [E4,2-] = 2Ais (10)

so that,
Za|n,nz) = A/n(n + 1) —nz(ns £ 1)|n,ng £ 1). (11)
(12)

The 3D configuration space i.e. the classical Hilbert spacis given by
Fe = Span{|n,n3)}, (13)

where the radius is quantized aslih (8). Eaatorresponds to the fixed sphere of radiygn(n + 1). For fixedn
the Hilbert space is restricted to (2n+1)-dimensional spaee

Fn = Span{|n,ns) | nisfixed —n < nz < n}. (14)
The Hilbert-Schmidt operators which act on thgcan be written as
U € Span{|n,n3)(n’,ns|}. (15)

The quantum Hilbert space, in which the physical states epeesented, consists, however, of those operators
generated by coordinate operators only and, since thesmatawith the Casimir, the elements of the quantum
Hilbert space must in addition commute with the Casimir, naust be diagonal in. The quantum Hilbert space
., of the fuzzy space of typ&l(2) is therefore

H, = {U € Span{|n,n3)(n,nj|} : tr(¥¥) < oo}. (16)
Note that the quantum Hilbert space is the direct sum of thegaces<,, with a fixed value ofi:
Hp = {0 € Span{|n,ns)(n,n|} = |ns,ns) : tr.(¥T¥) < co with fixed n}. (17)

Note that we have chosen a compact notafignns) € H,, by suppressing.

One can think of the fuzzy space of the second type (2) as theespf many fuzzy spheres with different
radii labeled byn and on each fuzzy sphere we can vagyfrom —n to +n such that one has the notion of two
types of distances: one between the fuzzy spheres indexddfbyentn and another between the generalized
points on a particular fuzzy sphere characterized by differs for a givenn. Here, our intention is to define the
Connes spectral distance between the generalized poiriteednzzy sphere. In order to define distance on the
fuzzy space, we will use the formula for the generalizedadtise which is called the spectral distance. To define
such generalized distance on the fuzzy space where thennaftithe usual point is lost, we need to introduce
an appropriate spectral tripled(H, D) on the space of interest. Hes is an involutive algebra (which will
capture the topological information of the space upon witichdefined) acting on the Hilbert spagéthrough
an appropriate representation afds the Dirac operator which is a self adjoint operator actinghe samé-.

The Connes spectral distance between the generalizedpeinth are given by the pure states of the algebra
A, is given by

dp (w, @) = sup {lw(a) = &(a)l I[P, m(a)]]| < 1} (18)

wherer denotes the representationfon # andw denotes a pure state &f.

In order to construct the spectral triple on the fuzzy sphegeneed to find the Dirac operator acting on a
relevant Hilbert space of the fuzzy sphere. For this purpibseill be better to go through the construction of
Dirac operator or5® and.S? first and then proceed for the fuzzy sphere.

3 Construction of Dirac operators onS® and S?

In this section we briefly review the construction of Diraceegtor for commutative 2 and 3-spheres i%8.and
3. This construction then will pave the way to generalize itrfon-commutative case. For this , we essentially
follow [L5].

We begin by introducing the flat? manifold which is isomorphic td:* — {0} and is defined through the set
of nonzero complex doublets:

== 1) ecliz0) 19)



TheC P! manifold consists of nonzero complex doublets with the fifieation

X1 AX1
~ ;i O A#0, 20
( X2 ) < AX2 > 7 (20)
which are rays, i.e., the set of complex lines passing thudhg origin inC2. The representative points on each
line is chosen by first imposing the restrictighy = » = constant

be= ( o ) € O Ix =hal*+hal® =1} (21)

which therefore clearly i$3. With » = 1 we haveS® ~ SU(2). We then have still U(1) freedom left in the
constraint in[(2l1) with respect to the transformation

Xi = ein- (22)

If we choose the gauge from this U(1) freedom, we can idegti! = S2 = SU(2)/U(1) i.e. choosing the section
from the U(1) bundle ove$?. Two particular ways of doing this are :

1. Choose a section from the U(1) bundle whgrds real-xi = x; in the neighborhood. : x; # 0. With
this the constraint ir(21) reduces to
Xi+ bel?=r (23)

so that this can be clearly identified wif¥. This can equivalently be obtained by the transformation

/ %1 1/2 Y 1/2
U+:x—>x’=(x} )=(—1) o B Y (24)
X2 X1 X2 X1

Now choosing\ = 1/x; in (20) we can write

x(ﬁ)%(;) P p=x2/X1, (25)

wherep is a complex number representing the stereographic projeof a point of the sphere from the
south pole. Thu#/, corresponding to the northern hemisphere which is paramaetbyp.

2. Like-wise, choose a section from the U(1) bundle wherés real-x2 = x5 in the neighborhood/_ :
X2 # 0. With this the constraint i (21) reduces to -

|Xl|2 + X% =T (26)

which again clearly is5%. Here also similar to the previous case the doublet can beewrits

x=<§;)%(717) ;= X1/X2, (27)

wheren is a complex number representing the stereographic profeof a point of the sphere from the
north pole. Thug€/_ corresponds to the southern hemisphere.

Both the charU, andU_ is interpreted as covering the northern hemisphere antisouhemisphere respec-
tively. The chart/, misses only the south pole and the chart misses only the north pole. In the overlapping
regionU, (\U_, one therefore hag = 1/p. For the unit spher$?, the transition function relating sectiogis.
of the tautological line bundle thus takes the form:

Yy = ey, (28)

The Cartesian coordinates of t§8 in the respective chart is defined through the Hopf map
w; =x"loix' € Uy,i=1,2,3, (29)
af =xTox € U_,i=1,2,3, (30)

whereo; are the Pauli matrices. In the regibi. N U_ the coordinates) andz! coincide i.e.x} = =} = z, as
they are gauge invariant. Note that the Jordan-Schwingpr{B)ds just the operatorial version of this Hopf map.



Now the € S? can be parametrized in terms of Euler’s angle as

0 i
X1 = 7% cos 565(“’““, (31)
b gin Demtle-v)
X2 = 2 sin 3¢ AL (32)
so that one gets the familiar coordinates¥¥(#> = 72) asz; = rsinfcosy, r2 = rsinfsinyp andzz =

rcos ). Further this spherg&® = r? is distinct from the ones occurring in(23.126).
They’, x” € S2- the sections correspondinglt. are then obtained as

X =e ey, (33)
X" =ez(P7¥)y, (34)

In the region/;,. N U_ we have the transition map to go from one chart to other.
X =e¥x", (35)

which clearly has the same form ds](28). Before, we consthecspinor-bundle, let us revisf(25) whese
represents a point in the complex plane that coordinatesghimeurhood ofC P1. Now if we consider a map
p — p" (say), withn being a positive integer, then it is clear th&twinds around the complex plametimes in
the counter-clock-wise direction. Like-wisgsoccurring in [[27) will also wind around times, but in the clock-
wise direction. They are just other way around for the cqoesling complex conjugate variablgsandn* , as
one can easily see. Consequently considering any function

flp,p*) = (p*)™ p™? (36)

given in terms of the monomial, and defined in the redidn the total winding number ign, — my, which

is nothing but the algebraic sum of the respective windingnpers. For generic cases this function can not be
regarded as a section in the tautological line-bundlegrath other non-canonical U(1) bundle o\, with the
associated transition functief*s [[16]

Yy = e (37)

It is only for k = 1, that one can identify the bundle to I5€. With this background let us now consider first the
spinor bundle over th€’3 manifold whose sections are of the form

B ¢1(xa,x};)) _
‘I’—(wz(xa,xy 0 f=12, (38)

wherei),, are polynomials i.e. homogeneous functiong@fandyx:

1/]06 = Z C’ror‘n.,mg,nl,ng (Xi)ml (X;)mQX?lxgm , M1, M2,N1,N2 € Z. (39)

my,m2,n1,Mn2

Note that we have used here the homogeneous coordigaies, rather than the stereographic variabpesr n

in the argument of both the functiorls and». These can be regarded as a doublet of scalar field$ Tikel{@6),
transforming under SU(2). This is a trivial bundle, definémbally onCZ. The section of the spinor bundle over
53 is obtained by imposing restrictions g3 of the form

x'x=r, (40)

and the sections of the spinor bundle ogéris defined using’ in U, andy” in U_(33[33).

The differential operator
1 a * * «

Ji = 5 (Xa0] "By, = XG(07)]"Ox;) (41)
acts on the spinor6(B8) defined 6. Since these differential operators are independen{sée [4B) below)and
depends upo# , ¢, andy, these operators therefore act ghas well and can be identified with the orbital part
of the rotation generators for the spinors h(See appendix Al). Similarly the dilatation operator, igegi by

the differential operator
1 .
K = 5 (XaOxs = Xadss)- (42)



Since each term il (39) can be factored in to homogeneoustwofihic and anti-holomorphic functionk, yields,
by Euler’s theorem, the net winding number. The operdi@and K can be expressed in terms of Euler’s angle,

using [31.3P),

J1 = isin ngicos cott?ificossai
b Y6 4 Ao sinf Y’
Jo = ficoscp% +icotﬁsingpa(?p — Zzlll:g%’
.0
Jg = 77,8—(‘0,
0
K = i—. 43
“ay (43)
The operatorg; satisfy SU(2) algebra
[Ji, J;] = teijnJi. (44)

Since the component of the sections of the spinor bundle @miiit ¢ = 1), S3, is of the form [39), it can be
written in terms of the Euler’s angles introduced[inl(31,32)

0 0
wa = Z 0707‘11 JMa2,m1,no (COS 5)ml +ny (sin §)nz +ma (45)
mi1,m2,Mn1,N2
x e~ 1E (M =ma = 4nz) =i (mbma—n—n2), (46)

The last exponential factor involving clearly indicates that the sections 6iiC?) and S(S®) can be further
divided into classes of different sub-bundles , indexedHsy éigenvalueg: of the dilatation operatoik (43):
S (C?) andSk(S®) where

k=mq +ma —n1 —na, (47)

is the eigenvalue of the operatar (43)
KU =kU. (48)

The section of the spinor bundle ov&* mentioned earliefl has the form

! ! Ix
v = < Y10x, x5) > a,8=12 on Uy, (49)
w2(XomXﬂ)
1 1 /1%
v = ( 7O X) > a,B=12 on U.. (50)
2(Xa7X,6 )
In terms of Euler’s angle they can be written as
\Ijla = Z azl,ng,ml,mg Xll*ml X/Q*mz Xllnl Xl2n2 In UJF (51)
m m n n 9 9 .
— Z Z‘hm’mheriﬁ 2t 2(Cos§)m1+"1(sin5)’”2*"2@“0(7”27”2),
UL = ) a8y XTTXETEXXE I U (52)
m m n n 9 9 .
= D 2 (cos )™ (sin )t ),

Since these are independentjgfthey live onS?. Further, as the coefficients in both the expression are game
the vicinity of equatorq = 7 /2) so that inU,. [ U— we have

0 = eikz,a-i—i(S\I]//, (53)

wherek ([@1) can now be identified with the topological index (Chdass), andd may be constant or a globally
defined function or$?2. Consequently, the two sectiofig and ¥, on S? is called equivalent if

Uy =0, | Wy =elu). (54)

1The section of the spinor bundle ov§? can be obtained by making use Bf31,32) by the gauge fixingiyesettingyy = —¢ in Uy
andy = ¢ in U_. In both the charts the component of the section differs ietkponential factor in the forri®(™m2=72) in U_ and
et?(m1—m1) in U/, . If we have the condition k = 0, the components match in baghctiart and? is globally defined or52 and we obtain
a section on the trivial bundle. On the other hand, o 0, then we have the transition rule to go from one chart to aatinthe form
eip(ma2—n2) = giv(ni—m1—Fk) the kis called the winding number, introduced earlier anithé eigenvalue of the K operatbr{48)



The equivalence class of a given sectibne S (S?) is denoted a¥. The representative section can now be
given as

VLX) = D08 e XXX on Uy, (55)
T0( X)) = )% e XXX NG on U (56)

with k = my + mo — ny — no. The coefficients in both the expressions are the same arnrhtigtion rule
T, X"™) = MU (" X" (57)

is satisfied. o B
The free Dirac operata;, : S(S?) — S(S?) is defined by

~;c = [w’“@; + ZAL)] on Uy, (58)
Dy = [ioc""(9l] +iAl)] on U_, (59)

whereg,, denotes the derivativéy, 0, in the local coordiante8 andy in U (\U- and @, + ¢A,) represents
covariant derivative. The’s (¢? ando¥) satisfies the following Clifford algebra:

{o". 0"} = 29", pv=1,2 (60)

. 10
in Uy (U=, wherdg""} = | 4/ n2g

monopole field given by (derived in Appendix A2):

is the inverse of the metric tens@rof $2 and A, is the k-

A, = ikx’TGLx’ on Uy, (61)
AZ = ikx”TﬁL’x” on U_. (62)

The field A}, and A7 in U, (\U- are related by the gauge transformation
Al = Al —ihd bt b= et (63)

The J's in (@3) are the vector field 08 represented in the coordinate basis, 0., 9,,). These J's provide an
orthonormal basis &, (S5%) andg(J;, J;) = d;; upto an overall factor and correspond to the rotation geoesan
three independent directions. Correspondingly, the de@torse?’s provide an orthonormal basis in the cotangent
spacel’; (5%), < e, J; >= d,;. Both of these can also be obtained from the Maurer-Carfainleariant 1-form.
Finally, we would like to mention that, using Eulerian anglrametrization, one can compute the left-invariant
1-forme®’s occurring in the Maurer-Cartan 1-forgr ! dg as

- i [P
g 'dg = 5(6 a') (64)
to get
el = sinydf —sinfcosipdp , e? = —costpdd —sinfsinpdy | (65)
e3 = —cosOdp — di. (66)

They provide an orthonormal basis’llg(53) and their duals are precisely the SO(3) rotation generdtdifEl[43)
satisfying (see appendix A3),

<e Jj> = 4, (67)
1
9(Jis J5) = 0. (68)

We should therefore be able to write them locally in the form

et =ds' | J; i=1,2,3 (69)

- 881'

2Starting from the metrids? = dx'dyx for CZ, we can obtain the metric on urs® (r=1) by the parametrizatio (§1132) to git?> =
1/4[d6? + dp? + dip? + 2 cos Odpdip] (see appendix A3). Upon gauge-fixing= +¢ one gets the following expressions of metric on
52, ds? = (d%)? + sin? Sdyp? for U_ @8) andds? = (d%)? + cos? &dy? for Uy (Z3). The expression fdy/,. takes the canonical
form upon the replacemefit— (7 — 6), as here the stereographic projection is being made frorsdth pole, Further since a point 67,
having the polar anglé, subtends an anglg/2 at the south pole, it gives rise to an additional factor offbithe metricds? for S3, apart
from explaining the occurrence 6f/2 rather tharg in the metric forS2. On the other hand, the metric &if (#? = r?), is of course, the
canonical oneds? = r2(d6? + sin? §d¢?).




where thes}s are the 3- affine parameters along the integral curvg’sf The tri-beins-

5
9¢ = wherep=1,23st &' =0, ¢&=¢and &=9 (70)

LH = =
Jl& 851 v

and its inverse help us to relate coordinate and orthonobatis in7 (S*) andT},(S*), respectively. Thus by
consideringe® and&? only, the tri-beins help us to connect the coordinates tiadise orthonormal basis on the
cotangenf’;(5?) as well. Through the pull-back we get

gt = (J;¢M)ds'. (71)

Thecs* matrices, which satisfy the Clifford algebra 64 (60), are therefore obtained from the usual Pauli matrices
o' by making use of these tri-beins in the following way:

ot = (Jig")o's p=1,2. (72)
A straightforward computation yields,
0 1 — cot fe= %
T 7| —cotheiv -1 ’
0 —ie
P — .
=l )
satisfying [60) and the corresponding expressions for tin@ection components (61]62) yield
k
Ay =0, A, = 5((3039 - 1), (73)
k
Ay =0, Af= 5((3089 +1). (74)

In S2 the eigenvalue problem of the Dirac operator has to do in gtehes/, andU_ differently, so theDy, in
Sk(S5?) is switched to the problem if;.(S®), which will be defined globally or$®, with the transformation of
the sections and);,

A LG O T (75)
T = ezke=9§ op U_, (76)
and
Dy, = e 3H@t) Py esklety) o Ug, (77)
Dy = e 2R+ P oskletd) o 17 (78)

A straightforward computation shows that these are speai#s of the Dirac operator ¢ given by

1 k/’l’j

Dy = ~0j(J; = 57)- (79)

4 Spectral triplet on the configuration space

In the commutative case the complex valued functions defimettie manifold serve the purpose of the elements
of the algebrd.A). The function ofy’s , xfs € S? of the type -

U= > NG (80)

my,m2,n1,Nn2

with k = my +mo—n; —no = 0 are the functions defined &7, which is clear from[{46), since thedependence
disapears . The composition of any two such functibnk (883gmve the conditioh = 0, so that they indeed form
an algebra. Thus, in the commutative case, we have the algdbr

A={0 =m0 2 | k= mi +ma —ng —ny =0}, (81)



In the non-commutative case we can also take the followigglat with elements as in_(80) but thés and
x!’s are now operators, which are taken in the normal-ordered:f

A= {0 =™ 082 | k=my +m —ny —ny = 0}, (82)

The previously defined dilatation operaﬂ&irang rotation generatork (&1,[42) in the commutative case acts
on the section of the spinor bundle. The action/pand K on the¥,, in the non-commutative case is given by
the following adjoint actions:

ji\Ija = %[xivqja]v (83)
KU, = [N,U,]. (84)

These actions of; and K in the non-commutative case is obtained by replacing thizateres in [Z1[4R) with
the following commutators:

O ¥~ X, 0] 94 W~ [xa, P, (85)
SinceJ; acts on¥,, € H,, adjointly, these operators will act of. simply as
ji|n,n3> = %)A(l|n,n3> (86)
One can easily see that those operators for whieh 0 are those acting o, (I4). Since the operatdt
(84) has the eigenvalue= 0 on these operatof3 =|n, n3)(n, n}|, i.e.
K|n,n3)(n,ns| = [N, |n, n3)(n, ns[] = 0. (87)

These) should therefore be the analogues of th¢80) in the non-commutative case. In the non-commutative
case we therefore take the algebt#o be

A = Span{|n,n3)(n,ns| | —n <ng,n; <n}. (88)

‘ 2) with a € A)
and Dirac operator act is taken to be the subspace of théaghssnfiguration spac#,, tensored withC2. The
Dirac operatofD) is given in [79) with, of course, thg; 's occurring there now corresponding to operators with
their actions on,, given in [86).

Let us now write the spectral triple for this fuzzy sphere.

The Hilbert space?{) on which the algebra (through appropriate representatiaf = (

1. The Algebrad = Spar|n, n3){n,n}|, —n < ngz,ns < n}.

2. The Hilbert spacé({ = F,, ® C2 = { < {Z?Zﬁi > } _
) 193

3. Dirac operatoD = Dj, = 10;(J; — %f—])

Note that the Dirac operator is taken to be of the same form §&5),and tha(%) occurring in the front is taken

to be the constar(tﬁ) following from (8)-appropriate for the reciprocal of thedias of thenth sphere.
Like in the Moyal casel[7], the "points” of the non-commutatispace are given by the pure states of the

algebra which belong to the dual of the algebra (here algahdhits dual are same ). The pure state den-
sity matrices|n, n3)(n, ng| corresponding tdn,n3) € F,, where—n < ns < n represent the "points” of the
fuzzy/noncommutative sphere whose radius is indexed by n.

4.1 Connes distance calculation on the fuzzy sphere

A fuzzy sphere is described by the Hilbert spate To give the notion of distance on such fuzzy space, we will
use the Connes spectral distance formiula (18).

We would like to calculate the distance between the two re¢@emneralized points on the fuzzy sphere which
we can obtain by applying the distance formilla (18) betwherpure states of the algehra which are in fact
the pure density matrices, given by, n3)(n, ns| and|n, ns + 1)(n, ns + 1| acting on the Hilbert spac&. The



compact form of the distance formula between the pure denstricesp andp’, which was given in[[7] and is
adaptable for the Hilbert-Schmidt operatorial formulati in this case given by

tr(dp?)

d(p, p") = Sup{la(p) —a(p)l , l[D,alllop <1,a € A} = . (89)
( {| ( ) ( | ||[ ]H P } ||[D,7T(dp)]||op
Herep =|n, ng)(n,n3| andp’ =|n,ng + 1){(n,n3 + 1| anddp is

dp=p —p=|n,ng + 1)(n,nz + 1|—|n, n3)(n, n3|. (90)

First we need to calculat§D, 7 (dp)]||.p, but before we proceed further, we note that by itself, is a Hilbert
Schmidt operator witht = 0 and therefore belongs to the algebtaConsequently, we can sket= 0 in D (79)
right in the beginning, so th&? effectively takes the following form:

1[ Js Jl—iJg}

(91)

D= - .
r| Ji+is —J3

Since the action of/;, as given in[(86), on the Hilbert is given by the left actiohe tommutatofD, 7 (dp)]
reduces to

Donldp) % [ o) +0ii2>,dp] 5 [(@ foifiz),dp] } (92)
1 0 slE—, dp]
I [ $li 4, dp) "o } 7 .

where the commutatdf:s, dp] vanishes. In order to take the norm we compute

[D.rldp)]' 2. )] = 7 | e l—dol' (- dp] 0 | (94)

An explicit computation yields

l[iJr,dp] =/n(n+1) = (n3 + 1)(n3 + 2)|n, n3 + 2)(n,nz + 1|

)
—2v/n(n +1) — nz(nz + 1)|n, n3 + 1)(n, ns|
+v/n(n+1) —nz(ng — 1)|n, n3)(n,ns — 1|, (95)
S dpl = ValnE 1) — (15 + D05 + 2l ns + 1), +2]

+2v/n(n + 1) — nz(n3 + 1)|n, n3)(n, nz + 1|
+v/n(n+1) —nz(ng — 1)|n,n3 — 1)(n, ns|, (96)

so that

5l ol dp] = [n(n 4 1) — (05 + 1) + Db, ms + 1), ms + 1]
+4[n(n+ 1) — (n3 + 1)nsl|n, n3){(n, ns|

+[n(n+1) — (ng — )nglin,ng — 1)(n,ng — 1|, (97)

St el 8, dp] = In(n -+ 1) — (n5 + 1) (s + 2)]ln,ms + 2){m,ms +2)
+4[n(n+1) — (n3 + 1)ng)|n,n3 + 1)(n,n3 + 1
+[n(n+1) — (ng — 1)ns]|n, n3){n,ns|. (98)

Since both of these operators are diagonal, the operatar,raefined to be the largest eigenvalue, can be read
off exactly from both these equations, yielditgi(n + 1) — nz(ns + 1)]. This gives the operator norm of the
commutator as,

2y/[n(n +1) —na(ng + )]

D,n(d = 99
1D, w(dp)]| WY (99)
The infinitesimal distance on the fuzzy sphere is then eabitgined from[(89) as
A 1
d(n + 1ng) = nlnt 1 (100)

VIn(n +1) =nz(ns + 1]’
where we have used.fidp)? = 2.
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4.2 On the infinitesimal nature of the distance formula[[10D)

To clarify the adjective "infinitesimal” in this context,tles recall from the theory of angular momentum that the
state|n, ng) can be visualized as the vectdprecessing thes- axis along a cone, in such a manner that the tip
of the vector? lies on the circle of latitude on a sphere of radlugn(n + 1), maintaining a fixed:3- component
Ang with n3 varying in the interval-n < n3 < n(n € Z/2) in the steps of unity (see fig.1). The associated polar
angles are therefore quantized as,

n3

O, = sin~ ! (———ee
° ( n(n+1)

) (101)

Now, let us treati3 to be a continuous variable for a moment. This yields
dn3
Vn(n +1)—nZ

The distance, which is identified with arc length in figureslthien obtained by multiplying with the quantized
radius to get

b, = (102)

ds(ng) = XY+ Dins (103)

n(n+1) —n3

This almost matches with the distance expresdion]|(100)aéhWith the formal replacemenitis — Ang =

1 and n% — n3(ns + 1) one reproduce§ (ID0) exactly. Further, {103) can be shoviltw, albeit somewhat
heuristically, from[(Z0D) by taking the average of thedependence i (100), which givégns, n3 + 1) and that
of thens -dependence occurring if{(n; — 1,n3) : %[n3(n3 + 1) + n3(ng — 1)] = n3. Itis noted that the same
trick works in the Moyal case alsbl[7].

Fig. 1: Visualization of infinitesimal change on the surfaésphere with respect to the changein

4.3 Construction of Perelemov Coherent state 082 and the Connes distance function

We now provide a brief review of the construction of Perelgisi¢ U (2) coherent state, as given [n[17]. Let us
consider a general Lie group, whose unitary irreducible representation on some Hilppacel{ is denoted as
T(g). Consider a fixed vector in the Hilbert space denoted:gisand considefz) obtained asjz) = T'(g)|xo),
whereg is any element of the grouf. The two statd(¢1)|xo) andT'(g=2)|zo) are called equivalent if they differ
by a phase factor-

T(g1)lxo) = " *T(ga)lzo) = T(g3 'g1)|ao) = “lwo) , [e"*| = 1. (104)
Consider the subgroufi of the groupG with the property

T(h)|xo) = M |zq). (105)

11



This construction shows that the vectors, for all group element g, which belong to the same equivalefass,
determined by the left coset class of grodpwith respect to the subgroufd, differs only in the phase factor,
so they determine the same state. Choosing a representétivén the equivalence class € G/H ,one gets
the associated state). These states are the Perelemov coherent states on the ba#eldnG/H. Here we
are particularly interested in the construction of cohestates onS? = SU(2)/U(1), with G = SU(2) and
H =U(1). We write an element ofU (2) as the matrix

_ | v 2 2 _
g=| 1 u ] e - (106)
which can be parametrized in terms of Euler angles exa&#y(B2,31). The subgroufi = U(1)

_|uw O _ oY
h—[o a} , u=e (207)

is the stability subgroup. As discussed earlierdhé! = S? manifold is described by the doubléti > Upon

normalization, one can identify, = 1/+/(1+|z|?) andv = z/1/(1 + |2|?) , so that the associatetl/(2) group
element can be written as

L [ L f] (108)

TTVIERE L

Herez € C represents the stereographic projected coordinates gfdimés of theS? manifold from the south
pole. The coherent state on tHé is then

|2) = T(9(2))[0), (109)
where|xy) =|0) represents the north pole, afidg(2)) is given by [108). This can be recast as
1

1
&= e e

whereoy = oy + ioe andoy, o2 are the two Pauli matrices in the fundamentak 1/2 representation of the
su(2) Lie algebra. In an arbitrarj-th representation, we can write the coherent state as-

|0) + (204 — Z20_)|0), (110)

ZJ+ — ZJ7)|O> y Jj: = Jl + ZJQ (111)

1 1
2y = ————|0 —
&= A T e

with J; being the corresponding generators. In the non-commetedise thé)), which represents the north pole,
is identified with the statér, ng = n)(r = Ay/n(n + 1), 23 = An), which represent the north pole closely. We
can therefore write the coherent state as

zJy — ZJ_)|n,n). (112)

1 1
z) = ——=|n,n) + ——
12) 1+|z|2| ) 1+|z|2(

In order to compute infinitesimal distance function $husing the coherent state, we wrifg as in the Moyal
casel[7] as

dp =|z + dz)(z + dz|—|z){z|. (113)

Now the left invariant Maurer-Cartan 1-forgr*(z)dg(z) can be easily computed, using the SU(2) parametriza-
tion (108) to get (in the = 1/2 representation)

) .
g7 (2)dg(z) = 503+ ﬁ[—ia.ﬂz +io_d3, (114)
where
zZdz — zdZz
A=q2fE 20 115

is the U(1) connection 1-form derived in(158) of Appendix.AZe statdz + dz) is written as

A
|z +dz) = (1+ g 'dg — i503)|z>. (116)
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Note that we have excluded tlag term, as this is associated with the stability subgrdifp). To explain the
strategy we have adopted here in a better way, we observariigtoint onS? can be regarded as a north pole,
upon suitableSO(3) rotation of the coordinate axes adfk can be regarded as ti$/(2) generators, associated
to these new rotated axes. With this the point coordinatined, will remain invariant under the action of the
stability subgrougd’ (1) contained inSU(2), for which the generator ig;. Consequently, the state) will now
correspond tdn,n) and J; terms or rathews (I114) can be disregarded. This finally yields in the= 1/2
representation

|z +dz) =|z) + —ioydz +io_dz]|z). (117)

Ll
14|22
More accurately, we should repla&g — J.. to describe coherent state on a generic sphere of raq@' n+1),
as it will now correspond to th¢ = n representation af2n + 1) dimension. Correspondingly, we should write

|z + dz) =|z) + [—iJydz +1iJ_dZ]|z). (118)

21
1+ |z[?

Since|z) is identified with|z) =|n, n), by rotating the coordinate axes, we can simplify (118) tb ge

1 2ndz
|z 4+ dz) =|z) +T|Z|2|n,n— 1). (119)
A straightforward computation gives, usifg (113),
dp = 220 (dzln, n — y{n,n] — dzln,m) (m, m — 1) (120)
= —5azn,n — n,n —azin,n)n,n — .
p 1+|Z|2 ) 3 3 )

With the same spectral triple as above, we can define thetedimal distance on the fuzzy sphere for the
continuous case taking thip (120) above. We have the same Dirac operator and so the sanmeutator formula:

_1 0 e, dp)
[D,m(dp)] = — { gy dg 0 ] (121)
and
L[ fzlw—,dp]'[z—, dp] 0
[D,ﬂ'(dp)]T[DﬂT(dp)] - r2 |: A 0 %[JI.;_,dp]T[ZE_’_,dp] :| : (122)

After computation, we get

lm, dp] = ﬂ(dz\/ﬂm (n] — dzv2n|n — 1)(n — 1|

A 14 |z)?
+dz/2(2n — 1)|n){n — 2|), (123)

%[x_, dp] = %(d%h@n ") — 2){n| — d=v2nn — 1) (n — 1]
+dzV2n|n)(n)). (124)

Here we have kept in mind that it &, rather than. that behave as ladder operators. The maximum eigenvalue
Amaz 1S Obtained by diagonalization to yield,

_ J4n(Bn—-1) _
(D, 7 (dp)]llop = dez- (125)
Finally, using
an
2 _ —

tr.(dp)” = 7(1 n |Z|2)2dzdz7 (126)

and multiplying by the radiug/n(n + 1) we get the infinitesimal distance &i*:

B )\\/n(n—i—l)\/ dn \/4n2(n+1)\/dzdz

d(|z), |z + dz)) = FEE 3n71dZdZ_ A n =1 142 (127)

This is precisely, the form of the metric @i in the stereographic variable. Further the linear scaliit w for
largen is manifest in the expression.
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5 Spectral Distance on the quantum Hilbert space

The quantum Hilbert space is spanned by the Hilbert-Schomdtators acting on the fuzzy sphere described by
F,. Thatis,
H,, = Span{|n,n3)(n,n|} = |n3,ng) : tr.(¥TW) < oo}. (128)

Since we consider a particular fuzzy sphere indexed bye have suppressed the indexbove and by taking
analogy with the case of Moyal plane, we can construct thetsgdériple for this case as:

1. The Algebrad = Span{|ns,n%)(ls, 15| : —n < ng,n},ls, 15 <n with n being fixed.

!/
2. The Hilbert spacé{ = H,, ® C% = { ( ||7;3’?I3)) > } _
3,03

3. Dirac operatoD = 15;.J;

where we have takeln = 0 and the action of/; onH, is given in [83).

In this case, we can define spectral distance between bathapdrmixed states of the algebra. First consider
the pure states of the algebdacorresponding to the density matrigegns, ns) = |ns, nj)(ns, ns| andpg(ns +
1,15) = |ng + 1,15)(ng + 1,15]. Then we have the operatdp, = |n3 + 1,15)(ns + 1,15 — |ng, ns)(ng, nj|,
which should reproduce the infinitesimal distance betwésstes computed earlier in (1I00) when we take= [5.

To this end, let us begin by computing

1 0 LIX_ dp,)
D, w(dpy)] = =~ [ A A Pl (129)
[ ( q ] r %[X-ﬁ-,dpq] 0
so that e frs
L 152[X—, dpg]*[X -, dpq] 0
D, w(dpy))*[D, n(dp,) :—[A » e e . . . (130)
[ (dpqg))* [ (dpy)] 2 0 = X1, dpg|H[ X+, dpg)
Here,X; and X, are the position operators and the corresponding laddeatape acting Orf,.
After computation, we get
2y/[n(n+1)—ng(nz+1)] .o /
f = 15.
D, n(d - VTR A 131
H[ 77T( Pq)]HOD - [n(n+1)—n2+|ns]] h . ( )
Weesy , otherwise

Since here we also have tdp,)? = 2, we get the infinitesimal distance on the quantum Hilbertsgzy using a
formula with the same form as that 6f{89):

A/ n(n+1)

if nh=10,.
gl + 1,1, pyfms, ) = § VISl (132)
AN otherwise

VIn(n+1)—n3+|nsl]’

This shows that just like in the Moyal case [7] the distancegoantum Hilbert spac@{,, of the fuzzy sphere
depends on the right hand sectors and it increases whergtitendnd sectors are taken differently, although the
Dirac operator acts only on the left hand sector.

Now let us consider a more general situation where the demsitrices is of the mixed form and is given by

pq(ns) = ZPls (n3) |ns, l3)(ns, ls], ZPls =1, Vns. (133)
l3

I3

Clearly P, are probabilities that are position-dependent. As megetan [7], the distance formula(B9) will yield
the true Connes’ distance between the mixed states for wihécprobabilities?;, are position independent.

However, instead of using the operator norm to calculatertfieitesimal distance, one can use trace norm
which will give the closely related distance function

7 tre(dpg)?
d(pg(ns +1,p4(n3)) = ———.

(Paltts + 1 24015) = 115 G T
This distance given by (184) will expectedly be differemirfrthe Connes infinitesimal distance given byl (89) by
a numerical factor only so we can empléy (1134) instead df {88yomputational simplicity.

(134)
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Now, introducingdp,(ns + 1,n3) = pg(ns + 1) — pg(ns), we can compute the closely related distance
function between the mixed states on the subsgag®f quantum Hilbert space using the formuUla{lL34). After
the straightforward computation, we get

try(dpg(ns + 1,n3))* = > _[P2(ns + 1) + P2(ns)), (135)

I3

and

2
11D, w(dpg(ns +1,n3)]lle = - x

> [P (ns + 1){n(n+1) = (ng + 1)} + P2 (ns){n(n + 1) — n3} + Py, (ns + 1) Py, (n3){n(n + 1) — na(ns + 1)}](136)
I3

so that we obtain the distance function as

. A
d(ns +1,n3) = % X

Y,[PE(ns +1) + PF(ng)]
VP2 s+ D{n(n +1) = (ns + 1)} + P2 (ng){n(n + 1) —n3} + Py (ng + 1) Py (na){n(n + 1) = ng(ns + 1)}]

(137)

Clearly, the distance depends upon the probabilities wétichivs the connection between geometry and statistics.
Proceeding in the same way as [7], we can take two choicesodsiapility distribution: one that minimize the
distance between two generalized points and another thatnize the local entropy, while fixing the local average
energy.

Let us consider the first choice. Since we have the infiniteklistance between the mixed states, we can
define the distance between two generalized pointndny on#H,, as

nffl

d(ng,ni) = > d(ng+1,n3). (138)

n3=mn;

After long computation, we obtain that the probabilitieattminimize the distance must satisfy

AP, =2a, VI, (139)
where
a(ny)  bny) 0 . : P, (n;) a(ni)
b(n;) a(n;+1) bn;+1) 0 . P,(n;+1) aln; +1)
a=| T | | S RS I E I
0 b(ny —2) a(ny—1) blns—1) Py (ng —1) a(ng —1)
0 bny —1)  a(ny) P, (ny) a(nyg)
(140

Here,a(n3) (ns taking value fromn; to ny — 1) are the Lagrange multipliers imposing the constraints tine
probabilities sum to 1 and the matrix elementg\oére given by

a(ns) = Avn(n+1)[g(ns) +g(ns — 1) = {n(n +1) = ni}{f(ns) + f(ns — D},
b(nz) = —AVn(n+1D{n(n+1) —ns(ns + 1)}/ (ns)],

with f(ns) andg(ns) given by

23 [PE(ns + 1) + P2 (ng)]

fns) = T
[0 P2 (s + 1D){(5)” = (03 + 102} + P2 (n8) (5)” = n3) + P (n + D P (ns){(5)” = malng + 1)}]]
(141)
1
9(ns) = 2 2 2 ’
VLI (s + D{(5)” = (13 + 12} + P2 (na)((5)° = n3) + Pry (3 + )P (n){(§)° — na(ns + D}
(142)

15



Here A\?n(n + 1) = r? is used in the equations (141) and (11 42) to shorten the esipres
From equation(139), we see that, is independent of; since bothA and« are independent d@§ so that we
get

= 1
P =1= B, = —\ 14
l,;n I3 (n3) = I, (n3) (2n n 1) ( 3)
Substituting this in the equation (137), we get the distdnnetion as
- 1 A 1

V(@2n+1) \/3{n(n+ 1) —na(ng +1) — 5}

This distance differs from the true Connes infinitesimatatise just by a numerical factor resulting from the use
of the trace instead of operator norm.
Let us consider the second choice where we introduce a lotay as

S(ng) = Piy(n3) log Py (na), (145)

I3

with the further condition that ", Pj,(n3)Ei, = E(n3) inadditionto ), P (n3) = 1. After maximizing
the local entropy, we get
e—B(ns)Ei, e—B(ns)Eiy

>, e PraE = Z(B(n3))

wheref(ns) is the local inverse temperature introduced as a Lagrandpirer imposing the local energy con-
straintand Z(B(ns)) = 3, e #")Fis s the partition function.

If we take the local average energy and so the temperature todependent ofnz, then putting[(146) in
(I317), we get the distance function as

Piy(ng) = (146)

~ 725) Al + D
d(ng +1,n3) = .
(ns 3) Z(B) \/3{n(n+1)—713(n3+1)_%

(147)

This clear shows the connection between the distance atitigrafunction describing the statistical properties of
a system with quantum states given by {133) in thermal dxyitilin. However, in this case the distance decreases

as the temperature increases since the value of the fééfégT)ﬂ lies within 0to 1.

6 Conclusion

The Hilbert-Schmidt operatorial formulation of the nommmutative quantum mechanics on the fuzzy space of
the Lie algebra type of non-commutativity has been revdséted introducing the appropriate spectral triple on
a particular fuzzy sphere indexed hy the infinitesimal Connes distance has been calculatedtim dlassical
configuration space and quantum Hilbert space using the pagseription given in[7]. The connection between
the geometry of the quantum Hilbert space and the statigioperties of the quantum system associated with the
fuzzy sphere is shown by computing the infinitesimal dis¢afiumction between the mixed states of the quantum
Hilbert space.
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Appendices
Al

Under an infinitesimab U (2) transformation, the spingy transform as

Xa = Xa = Xa + (i/Q)EiUéBXﬂ. (148)
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Taking each componefit,, of the section of the spinor bundle ov&t to transform as a scalar,

o (Xas Xa) = o (X Xa) = Ya(Xar X5); (149)

we get
\P;(XOMXQ) + 1€ 5[)(5(0— )065806 - Xﬁ(a )aﬁaa]qja = ‘I’a(Xm Xa)a (150)

so that
Vo =V, (Xa, X5) — ValXa, X5) = —ie" Ji Vg, (151)

whereJ; representing the “orbital” part of the rotation generasogiven by the following differential operator

1 7 * T\ * *
Of course, to obtain the complete rotational generator,@eglto consider the spinorial transformation properties:
Va(Xas Xa) = UoXar Xa) = Uag¥s(xa; X5); U € SU(2), (153)

rather than[{149). Again considering an infinitesimal tfamaation, one can gets an additional “spin” contribu-
tion. However, this is not required here.

A2

SinceS? is theU(1) bundle overC P! ~ 52, there exist a naturdl (1) connection (gauge field) ovef?. We
would like to reproduce the computation of this connectienmt A4,, on the.S? manifold using Atiyah’s method
[18].

We shall first discuss the general construction and thengbeial case of P!. Consider a vector bundIg over
the base spac&/ consists of a family of vector spadg, parametrized by pointg € M. Also, let E be a sub-
bundle of the trivial bundlé/ x R™, such thatF, can be embedded as a vector subspade’irand any section
f(y) of E taking its values inE, can be thought of as a function taking valueiiff . The partial derivative of,
may not take value i, . The projection of the ordinary derivatives in £ defines the covariant derivative on
E,

Vf = Pdf, P — projection operator (154)

If E is the tangent bundle ove¥l and P be the orthogonal projection, we get Levi-Civita connattad the
Reimannian geometry. Choosing an orthogonal gauge/loaaid for the bundld gives the linear mapR™ —

E, which are isomorphisms preserving orthogonality. Compp#iese isomorphisms with the continuous em-
bedding ofE, in RY, we can writel/,, : R" — R". TheUyUJ = P, is then the projection operator and projects
orthogonal elements ikRY on to E,,. To calculate the covariant derivati%e in the gaugel’ we put f = Ug,
whereg is function onM which takes values ™.

V(Ug) = Pd(Ug) = UUd(Ug) = Uldg + i(—iUTdU)g], (155)

which shows that the gauge field is
A= —iUtdU. (156)
To determine thd/(1) gauge field oveC' P!, consider the tautological line bundle ow@”!. Now with the

_ 1/\/1+pp) , o A
augez; = z; the complex doublet = _ represent a unit vector i'* and multiplication by the
gaugez; 1 p (p/ T 5p p p y

nonzero complex numbepsgenerates a whole comlex line through this poin€iR* and defines section/gauge
in this line bundle ovet?. TheU, here is given by

_( UIFp

= (2)= () 1s7)

and one gets, using (156),
A=—izldz. (158)

For any otheil’ (1) bundle ovelC P! ~ S? with the Chern classt’, one will get an additional factor of”.
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A3

Using they parametrizatio (32.31) one can obtained the metric 6¥emas induced from the flat metric @i,
given as

ds? = dx'dy. (159)
This is obtained as
1
ds? = dxtdy = ZWQ + dp? + dip? 4 2 cos Odpdr)). (160)

Identifying this with the metric tensor through? = g;;dz'dz? with (z! = 0, 2% = ¢, 2% = 1)) one gets,

9(099,09)  9(99,0,)  9(0e,0y) (1 0 0
gij = | 9(0p,00) 9(0p,0,) g(0p,0y) | == 0 1 cosf | . (161)
9(0y,00)  g(0y,0,)  g(Oy,0y)

Using this the inner product betweén (41), (43) overS? can be easily computed to get

1
9(Ji, Jj) = 7. (162)

0 cos@ 1
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