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REDUCTION OF QUANTUM PRINCIPAL BUNDLES

OVER NON AFFINE BASES

RITA FIORESI, EMANUELE LATINI, CHIARA PAGANI

Abstract. In this paper we develop the theory of reduction of quantum principal
bundles over projective bases. We show how the sheaf theoretic approach can be effec-
tively applied to certain relevant examples as the Klein model for the projective spaces;
in particular we study in the algebraic setting the reduction of the principal bundle
GL(n) → GL(n)/P = P

n−1(C) to the Levi subgroup G0 inside the maximal parabolic
subgroup P of GL(n). We characterize reductions in the sheaf theoretic setting.

1. Introduction

A reduction of a principal P–bundle E → M to the structure group K, with K ⊂ P
a subgroup, is the data of a principal K bundle E0 → M and a bundle morphism
φ : E0 → E. Many relevant geometrical structures arise in this way. Consider for
example a K structure, that is the reduction to K ⊂ GLn(R) of the principal GLn(R)
frame bundle PM → M . When K = On(R) one gets a Riemannian structure onM , while
when n is even, and K = Spn(R) the reduction of the frame bundle induces an almost
symplectic structure on M . In the context of parabolic geometries (see for example [12]),
one considers a graded Lie algebra g = n− ⊕ g0 ⊕ n+ and a principal P–bundle G → M
equipped with a Cartan connection valued in the Lie algebra g, where Lie(P ) = p :=
g0 ⊕ n+; the image under the exponential map of n+ is a closed nilpotent subgroup of
P , that we denote by N , and P/N ∼= G0 is the Levi subgroup of P , so that we have
P = G0 ⋉ N . It is interesting to observe that many information on the underlying
geometrical structure are contained in the reduced G0–bundle G/N → M . Viewing this
bundle as a reduction of the original one requires making a choice, namely an equivariant
section of the projection G → G/N . This is exactly the choice of a Weyl structure
and it turns out that any reduction of the original bundle to the structure group G0 is
obtained in this way (see [12, Proposition 5.1.1]). When the total space is a Lie group
G ‘exponentiating’ the Lie algebra g, one obtains the Klein description of flag varieties.
Inspired by that, in this manuscript we focus on the quantization of those structures.

Starting from the pioneering work on Hopf-Galois extensions [34] and quantum princi-
pal bundles [6], quantum homogeneous spaces have been an important object of study in
the past years. Stimulated by the canonical non commutative differential calculi devel-
oped in [22, 23], (see also [4] and refs. therein for a more general discussion on differential
calculi on comodule algebras) there was a recent revived interest on quantum flag varieties
(see e.g. [28, 8]). It is important to observe that the classical framework detailed above,
namely the one inspired by parabolic geometries, cannot be fully understood and treated
by looking at affine objects only. For example given a complex algebraic group G and
a parabolic subgroup P as before, the model geometry G/P is projective; when looking
at the principal P -bundle G −→ G/P , affine algebras are only a local model and cannot
be used for the global Hopf-Galois description, as in the above mentioned works. This
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problem was faced and solved only recently in [1] via the use of sheaf theoretic methods,
introduced in [29, 10], and non commutative algebraic geometric techniques that were
already conceptually introduced much earlier, in [37, 30]. Those techniques also proved
essential to build non commutative differential calculi on quantum principal bundles [2]
and more specifically to treat quantum flag manifolds [15, 16, 9].

In this paper we study reductions of quantum principal bundles in the sheaf theoretic
language. We will start from the affine case, introduced in [19, 31], where a full charac-
terization of affine reductions is provided (see also [21]). Then, we will proceed to define
quantum reductions and examine in detail the example of the general linear quantum
group over the quantum projective space.

The sheaf theoretic approach is then necessary to capture the notion of principal bundle
when looking for reduction for bundles over non affine bases, as the case of parabolic
geometries and reductions of the structure group from the parabolic to its Levi.

The organization of this paper is as follows.

In §2 we briefly recap the classical setting, discussing a simple example, elucidating the
key conceptual steps in our subsequent treatment.

In §3 we lay down the main definitions and establish our notation. We start from a
sheaf theoretic definition of quantum principal bundle as in [1], then building the notion
of reduction (Def. 3.5) from a local affine model (Def. 3.2).

In §4 we construct examples of reductions starting from the Takhtajan-Sudbery algebra
of the quantum general linear group. These are given by quantum principal bundles over
projective spaces described by sheaves of Oq(P ) and Oq(G0) comodule algebras with P
being the maximal parabolic subgroup of GL(n) and G0 its Levi.

Finally, in §5, we provide a criterion (Thm. 5.3) giving a reduction of a given quantum
principal bundle (as a sheaf), based on the affine (local) counterpart [19, Thm. 4].
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2. The classical setting

We recall the definition and some classical results about restriction and prolongation
of principal bundles, following [24, Chs. 2 and 6].

Definition 2.1. Let E andM be topological spaces, P a topological group and π : E −→
M a surjective continuous function. The data ξ = (E, π,M) is a P -principal bundle with
total space E and base M , if

(1) P acts freely from the right on E;
(2) P acts transitively on the fiber π−1(m) of each point m ∈ M .

From now on, assume K to be a closed subgroup of a group P . We will sometimes
denote a bundle just by π : E → M or simply E → M .

Definition 2.2. Let ξ = (E, π,M) be a principal P -bundle and ξ0 = (E0, π0,M) a
principal K-bundle over same base M . The bundle ξ0 is a restriction, or reduction, of ξ
if there is a K-equivariant homeomorphism

ϕ : E0 → φ(E0) ⊂ E, ϕ(xk) = ϕ(x)k, x ∈ E0, k ∈ K,
2



onto a closed subset ϕ(E0) of E. We equivalently say that ξ is reducible to ξ0 and we call
ξ a prolongation of ξ0.

On the one hand, it is known that a prolongation of a principal bundle always exists.
In fact if ξ0 = (E0, π0,M) is a K-principal bundle, for K a closed subgroup of P , one
can always construct a P -principal bundle ξ which is a prolongation of ξ0. Consider
(E0 × P )/K defined out of the following K-action,

(x, p)k = (xk, k−1p), forx ∈ E0, k ∈ K and p ∈ P,

and the (well-defined) projection map π : (E0 × P )/K → M, [(x, p)] → π0(x). Then
ξ := ((E0 × P )/K, π,M) is a P -principal bundle which is a prolongation of ξ0 with
morphism ϕ : E0 → (E0 × P )/K, x 7→ [(x, e)].

On the other hand, the restriction is not always possible; for example for K = {e} ⊂ P ,
a principal P–bundle admits a restriction to aK-principal bundle if and only if it is trivial.

Using the same notation as above, the following classical result holds (see e.g. [24, Ch.
6, Thm. 2.3]):

Proposition 2.3. A principal P–bundle ξ = (E, π,M) is reducible to a principal K–
bundle ξ0 = (E0, π0,M) if and only if the bundle ξK := (E \ K, πK ,M), with πK being
the projection induced by π on E \K, admits a global section.

We recall that the bundle ξK is isomorphic to the bundle associated to ξ via the
representation of P on the space P \ K of right cosets of K in P (constructed out of
left K-action on P ). Thus a section of ξK can also be given by a P -equivariant map
f : E → P \K.

Explicitly, given such a map f , the reduced subbundle of ξ can be recovered as E0 :=
f−1([e]). Vice versa, having a K-reduction E0 induced by the K-equivariant bundle
morphism ϕ : E0 → E, the composition of φ with the projection E → E \K descends to
a section M → E \K.

Notice that we can consider algebraic, analytic or smooth principal P–bundles, their
reductions and prolongations, by taking objects and morphisms in suitable categories.

2.1. Example of a reduction. We now discuss an enlightening example.
Consider the special linear group SL2(C) and the principal bundle SL2(C) → M =

P1(C) = SL2(C)/B, where B is the Borel subgroup of upper triangular matrices; con-
struct then the bundle

π0 : SL2(C)/N −→ P1(C) (1)

where N ⊂ B is the nilpotent subgroup. In the above notation we have:

E = SL2(C) , P = B , K = T ⊂ B , E0 = SL2(C)/N

where T is the torus of diagonal matrices.
In particular we have that (1) is a T principal bundle and that (SL2(C)/N, π0,P

1(C))
is an example of reduction. We can write a generic element of E as
(
a b
c d

)
=

(
a 0
c a−1

)(
1 a−1b
0 1

)
if a 6= 0,

(
a b
c d

)
=

(
a −c−1

c 0

)(
1 c−1d
0 1

)
if c 6= 0.

Note in fact that we can choose the open cover for E = SL2(C) = U1 ∪ U2, with U1 =
{g ∈ E | a 6= 0}, U2 = {g ∈ E | c 6= 0} and coordinates (a, b, c) and (a, c, d) on U1 and U2

respectively. Explicitly, the change of coordinates on the intersection of these open sets
is:

U1 ∋ (a, b, c) ∼=

(
a b
c d

)
7→

(
a ac−1d
c ca−1b

)
∼= (a, c, d) ∈ U2 . (2)
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We aim to construct an injective map E0 −→ E onto a closed set of E. Let U i = p(Ui),
under the projection p : SL2(C) −→ SL2(C)/N , with i = 1, 2. We have

SL2(C)/N ∼= C
2 \ {(0, 0)} = {(a, c) 6= (0, 0)}

and U 1 (resp. U2) is the open set with a 6= 0 (resp. c 6= 0). We have two well-defined
local maps ϕi : U i −→ Ui:

φ1(a, c) =

(
a 0
c a−1

)
φ2(a, c) =

(
a −c−1

c 0

)

We leave to the reader the easy check that these maps are K invariant and glue to a
K equivariant homeomorphism E0 −→ E. Hence we have an example of a reduction
according to Def. 2.2.

It is also fruitful to examine the same example in the light of Prop. 2.3. We define:

f1 : U1 −→ P \K

(a, b, c) 7→

(
1 a−1b
0 1

)
K

;

f2 : U2 −→ P \K

(a, c, d) 7→

(
1 c−1d
0 1

)
K

By using the change of coordinate charts given above, one verifies that they glue to
a well-defined P -equivariant map f : E −→ P \ K as in Prop. 2.3, hence we can
conclude again that the T principal bundle (1) is a reduction of the B pricnipal bundle
SL2(C)/N −→ P1(C) .

3. Quantum Principal Bundles and Reductions

In this section, after a brief summary of the theory of quantum principal bundles and
reduction in the affine setting, we generalize the definitions of those object to incorporate
a sheaf theoretic point of view. Our main references are [1, 2, 10, 19, 21], and [27] for a
treatment on Hopf algebras.

3.1. Hopf Galois Extensions. We first recall some standard results on comodule alge-
bras and Hopf–Galois extensions to establish our notation. We will assume all algebras
to be over a field.

Let H be a Hopf algebra and A a right H-comodule algebra, that is an algebra with a
coaction δH : A → A⊗H , δH(a) = a(0) ⊗ a(1), which is an algebra morphism. The space
of coinvariants

AcoH := {b ∈ A | δH(b) = b⊗ 1}

is a subalgebra of A. The algebra extension AcoH ⊂ A is called H–Galois (Hopf-Galois),
if the canonical map

χ : A⊗AcoH A → A⊗H , a′ ⊗AcoH a 7→ a′a(0) ⊗ a(1) (3)

is bijective. The inverse of χ is a left A-module map as χ and thus obtained via the
translation map:

τ : H −→ A⊗AcoH A, τ(h) := h<1> ⊗AcoH h<2>, χ−1(a⊗ h) := aτ(h). (4)
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We recall, for later use, the following standard properties of the translation map holding
for each h, k ∈ H :

h<1> ⊗AcoH h<2>
(0) ⊗ h<2>

(1) = h(1)
<1> ⊗AcoH h(1)

<2> ⊗ h(2) (5)

h(2)
<1> ⊗AcoH h(2)

<2> ⊗ S(h(1)) = h<1>
(0) ⊗AcoH h<2> ⊗ h<1>

(1) (6)

(hk)<1> ⊗AcoH (hk)<2> = k<1>h<1> ⊗AcoH h<2>k<2> . (7)

An extension AcoH ⊂ A is called cleft if one of the following equivalent condition is
verified (see e.g. [27, Thm. 7.2.2, Thm. 8.2.4]):

(1) there exists a convolution invertible H-comodule map γ : H → A (cleaving map);
(2) the algebra A is isomorphic to a crossed product A ≃ AcoH#H ;
(3) AcoH ⊂ A is H–Galois and has the normal basis property, that is A is isomorphic

to AcoH ⊗ H as left AcoH -module and right H-comodule (where AcoH ⊗ H is a
left AcoH-module by left multiplication on the first factor and an H-comodule via
id⊗∆).

An extension AcoH ⊂ A is called trivial if it admits a cleaving map H → A which is
an H-comodule algebra map. In this case, the inverse of the cleaving map is given by
γ̄ = γ ◦ S, for S the antipode of H .

A morphism of H-comodule algebras φ : A → A′ is an algebra morphism which in-
tertwines the H-coactions: (φ ⊗ idH) ◦ δH = δ′H ◦ φ. Any such φ maps coinvariants
to coinvariants, φ(AcoH) ⊂ A′coH . Moreover it intertwines the canonical maps, that is
χ′ ◦ (φ⊗ φ) = (φ⊗ idH) ◦ χ.

We now give the definition of principal H-comodule algebra, which represents the local
version of our sheaf theoretic definition of quantum principal bundle, (see also [2, §2, Def.
2.8]). From now on, we will assume H to have bijective antipode.

Definition 3.1. Let H be a Hopf algebra. An H-comodule algebra A is called principal
if:

(1) AcoH ⊂ A is H-Galois,
(2) A is a faithfully flat AcoH-module.

If A is a cleft extension, then A is also principal.

3.2. Quantum reductions. We first give the definition of a quantum reduction for a
quantum principal bundle in the affine setting, inspired by [19] (see also [21]).

Definition 3.2. Let A be a principal H-comodule algebra with B := AcoH and J be a
Hopf ideal of H such that H is a principal left H0-comodule algebra for H0 := H/J with
left action given by (projection of) the coproduct. Let A0 be a principal H0-comodule
algebra with B0 := AcoH0

0 .
We say that A0 is a reduction of A if

(1) B ∼= B0 as algebras;
(2) there exists a surjective H0-comodule morphism, φ : A −→ A0, φ(B) = B0, where

A carries the induced H0-coaction.

We say that A0 is an algebraic reduction if φ is an algebra morphism.

Remark 3.3. Notice that when φ is a surjective algebra morphism, that is A0 is an
algebraic reduction, we obtain A0

∼= A/I, for some ideal I, retrieving the definition as in
[19] and [21]. Notice also that, in general, the requirement for the map φ : A → A0 to be
an algebra map is too restrictive, thus our more general definition of a reduction. Indeed,
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in the degenerate case of J and I trivial, a reduction is just a bundle automorphism and
it is known that one has to relax the algebra map condition in order to account for the
bundle morphisms we also observe in the ordinary setting, see [5, 3].

Definition 3.2 provides a local model for reduction in the non affine case, as we shall
presently see. Let us first recall the notion of quantum principal bundle as in [1].

Definition 3.4. A quantum ringed space (M,OM ) is a pair consisting of a classical
topological space M and a sheaf over M of noncommutative algebras. We say that a
sheaf of H-comodule algebras F is a quantum principal bundle over (M,OM) if there
exists an open covering {Ui} of M such that:

(1) F(Ui)
coH = OM (Ui),

(2) F(Ui) is a principal H-comodule algebra.

We say that F is a locally cleft quantum principal bundle if F is locally cleft, that is,
F(Ui) is a cleft extension of F(Ui)

coH for each open Ui of the covering.
We say the covering {Ui} is a local trivialization for F if F(Ui) is a trivial extension of

F(Ui)
coH , that is we have the isomorphism of algebras F(Ui) ∼= F(Ui)

coH ⊗H .

Our definition is in agreement with [2] and [10], however more general with respect to
[4] and [28].

Notice that both bundles described in Example 2.1 admit a local trivialization with
respect to the covering {U 1, U2}.

Definition 3.5. Let F and F0 be quantum principal bundles over the quantum ringed
space (M,OM) for Hopf algebras H and H0 = H/J , respectively. We say that F0 is a
reduction (resp. algebraic reduction) of F if there exists an open covering {Ui} of M such
that:

(1) F and F0 satisfy (1) and (2) of Def. 3.4 with respect to such cover,
(2) there exists an H0-comodule (resp. H0-comodule algebra) morphism ϕ : F −→ F0

such that ϕ(F(Ui)
coH) = F(Ui)

coH0 for the induced coaction of H0 = H/J on the
F(Ui).

Notice that F0(Ui) is a quantum reduction of F(Ui) according to Def. 3.2.

Remark 3.6. Assume A is trivial cleft extension, i.e. A ∼= B ⊗ H as H-comodule
algebras, B = Aco(H). Let H0 = H/J as above and assume we can write H = H0#B.
Then A0 := B ⊗H0 is a reduction.

4. Examples of Reductions

In this section we provide examples of quantum reductions starting from the multipa-
rameter family Oq(GL(n)) of deformations of the algebra of coordinate functions on the
general linear group GL(n) introduced in [36, 35], see also [33].

4.1. Multiparametric deformations of GL(n). The coordinate algebra Oq(M(n)),
deformation of the algebra of coordinate functions of n by n complex matrices, is gener-
ated by elements aij , i, j = 1, . . . , n, with commutation relations

aikail = pkl ailaik ; aikajk = qij ajkaik

ailajk =
qij
pkl

ajkail ; aikajl =
pkl
pij

ajlaik + (pkl −
1

qkl
) ailajk , i < j, k < l . (8)

6



The relations depend on the n(n− 1)/2 non-zero parameters qij , i < j and an additional
parameter u with pij := u

qij
. The algebra Oq(M(n)) is a bialgebra with the standard

matrix coalgebra structure:

∆(aij) =
∑

k

aik ⊗ akj , ε(aij) = δij .

The element

Dq :=
∑

σ∈Pn

ǫσ1···σna1σ1 · · · anσn
=

∑

σ∈Pn

ǫσ1···σn
aσ11 · · · aσnn (9)

is called the quantum determinant, where

ǫσ1···σn :=
∏

α<β ; σβ<σα

(−pσβσα
) , ǫσ1···σn

:=
∏

α<β ;σβ<σα

(−qσβσα
)

and ǫσ1···σn = 1, ǫσ1···σn
= 1, when no p, respectively q, appear in the product. In general

Dq is not central, nevertheless it obeys simple commutation relations with the algebra
generators:

aikDq =

k−1∏
α=1

qαk

i−1∏
β=1

qβi

n∏
γ=k+1

pkγ

n∏
δ=i+1

piδ

Dqaik. (10)

The algebra Oq(GL(n)) of the quantum general linear group is then introduced as the
algebra extension of Oq(M(n)) by the element D−1

q , the inverse of the determinant, with
commutation relations deduced from those of Dq in (10) imposing compatibilty with
D−1

q Dq = DqD
−1
q = 1. The quantum determinant and its inverse are group-like,

∆(D±1
q ) = D±1

q ⊗D±1
q , ε(D±1

q ) = 1.

The bialgebra Oq(GL(n)) becomes a Hopf algebra with antipode S defined in terms of
quantum cofactors, see e.g. [35].

Example 4.1. In the lowest dimensional case n = 2, the algebra Oq(GL(2)) is generated
by elements a := a11, b := a12, c := a21, d := a22 and D−1

q that satisfy

ab = p ba , ac = q ca , cd = p dc

bd = q db , bc =
q

p
cb , ad = da+ (p−

1

q
) bc , (11)

for p = uq−1, with a and d commuting with the quantum determinant Dq = ad − p bc
and its inverse D−1

q and

bD±1
q =

(
q

p

)±1

D±1
q b , cD±1

q =

(
q

p

)∓1

D±1
q c .

The antipode is the anti-algebra map given in matrix form as

S

(
a b
c d

)
=

(
d −1

p
b

−pc a

)
D−1

q = D−1
q

(
d −1

q
b

−qc a

)

and S(D±1
q ) = D∓1

q . �

7



4.2. The Takhtajan-Sudbery algebra. We now address our attention to the one-
parameter deformation corresponding to the choice u = 1 and qij = q ∈ C/{0} for all i < j
(and hence pij = q−1 for all i < j). We refer to this algebra as the Takhtajan-Sudbery
algebra. We observe that, for this choice of parameters, the determinant is not central
(and thus the quotient to quantum special linear groups is not defined), while aikajl =
ajlaik hold, for all i < j, k < l. In the following we simply write D±1 for the quantum

determinant and its inverse. We denote this Hopf algebra by Õq(GL(n)), to distinguish
it from the ‘standard’ quantum group Oq(GL(n)) of FRT bialgebras, which corresponds
to the choice u = q2 and qij = q, for all i < j. For this choice of the parameters, indeed,
the quantum determinant is central and one can construct the quotient Hopf algebra
Oq(SL(n)) := Oq(GL(n))/(D−1) whose prototype is the quantum group Oq(SL(2)) [26].

The algebra Õq(GL(n)) is generated by elements aij , i, j = 1, . . . , n, with commutation
relations given in (8) (for qij = q and pij = q−1 for all i < j):

aikail = q−1 ailaik ; aikajk = q ajkaik ; ailajk = q2 ajkail ; aikajl = ajlaik , i < j, k < l
(12)

together with D−1, the inverse of the quantum determinant D, with commutation rela-
tions

aikD = q2(k−i)Daik , aikD
−1 = q−2(k−i)D−1aik . (13)

Observe that we can rewrite the above commutation relations in a condensed form as

aikajl = µijµlk ajlaik , aikD
±1 =

n∏

α=1

(µαkµiα)
±1D±1aik ∀ i, j, k, l (14)

with

µij :=





q if i < j
1 if i = j
q−1 if i > j .

(15)

By definition, µijµji = 1, for all i, j = 1, . . . , n and moreover for each index ℓ fixed

µiℓµℓj = 1 if both i, j < ℓ or i, j > ℓ. (16)

4.3. The Quantum ringed space (Pn−1,OPn). In [9], through the concept of quantum
section, a construction of a quantum deformation of the homogeneous coordinate ring
Oq(G/P ) of the projective variety G/P appears, for G a complex algebraic group and P
a parabolic subgroup. The quantum section is the quantum equivalent of the character
of P encoding the information on the projective embedding of G/P , via the line bundle
on G/P defined through the given character. Such embedding is giving the homogeneous
commutative ringO(G/P ), recovered in the space of the global sections of the line bundle.
For more details see [9, 1].

We recall the key result of [9] that we need here. Let Oq(G) be a Hopf algebra, with
comultiplication ∆ and counit ǫ, which is a quantum deformation of the coordinate ring
O(G) of the algebraic group G.

Theorem 4.2. Let d ∈ Oq(G) be a quantum section i.e. (id⊗ π)∆(d) = d⊗ π(d). Then
8



(1) Oq(G/P ) = ⊕n∈NOq(G/P )n is a graded subalgebra of Oq(G) , where

Oq(G/P )n = {f ∈ Oq(G) | (id⊗ π)∆(f) = f ⊗ π
(
dn
)
}

for π : Oq(G) −→ Oq(P ) := Oq(G)/IP , Oq(P ) a quantum group deformation of
the coordinate ring of the parabolic subgroup P ⊂ G.

(2) Oq(G/P ) is a graded Oq(G)–comodule algebra, via the restriction of the comul-
tiplication ∆ in Oq(G),

∆|Oq(G/P ) : Oq(G/P ) −→ Oq(G)⊗Oq(G/P ) .

In our special setting, we take Oq(G) = Õq(GL(n)) and one can check immediately
that d = a11 is a quantum section, for

π : Oq(G) −→ Oq(P ) :=: Oq(G)/(as 1, s = 2, . . . , n) . (17)

With this choice, by Thm 4.2, we obtain Oq(G/P ) as the graded subalgebra of Oq(G)
generated by the aℓ 1, ℓ = 1, . . . , n. In terms of generators and relations, we can ex-
press Oq

Pn−1(C) := Oq(G/P ) as the graded non commutative algebra generated by generic

variables xi’s, i = 0, . . . , n− 1, subject to the (homogeneous) relations:

xixj = qxjxi, 0 ≤ i < j ≤ n− 1 .

We now construct a sheaf of noncommutative algebras Oq
Pn−1(C). We consider the

classical affine open cover of Pn−1(C), defined as:

Uℓ := {[x̂0, . . . , x̂n−1] | x̂ℓ 6= 0} ⊂ Pn−1(C) (18)

where [x̂0, . . . , x̂n−1] represents a point in Pn−1(C). We then consider the topology gener-
ated by the Uℓ’s; the intersections of an arbitrary number of Uℓ’s form a basis. In analogy
with the classical setting, we define Oq

Pn−1(C)(Uℓ) as the non commutative projective lo-

calization of Oq
Pn−1(C) at the multiplicatively closed set Sℓ = {xn

ℓ , n ∈ N}:

Oq
Pn−1(C)(Uℓ) := [Oq

Pn−1(C)S
−1
ℓ ]proj .

This construction amounts to take the localization at Sℓ and then the subalgebra of degree
zero elements. This construction is standard, see [17, Ch. 4] for more details. We leave
to the reader the checks; notice that all elements of Sℓ are Ore. We have the following
result, that we shall use later.

Proposition 4.3. Let the notation be as above. Then,

(1) we can express Oq
Pn−1(C)(Uℓ) in terms of generators and relations as:

Oq
Pn−1(C)(Uℓ) = C[x(ℓ)

i ]i=1,...,n; i 6=ℓ/(x
(ℓ)

i x(ℓ)

j − µℓiµijµjℓ x
(ℓ)

j x(ℓ)

i ) (19)

(2) for each ℓ = 1, . . . , n, the algebra Oq
Pn−1(C)(Uℓ) is isomorphic to the algebra

Oq
Pn−1(C)(U1) via the map

Oq
Pn−1(C)(U1) → Oq

Pn−1(C)(Uℓ) , x(1)

j 7→





x(ℓ)

j+ℓ−1 if j = 2, . . . , n− ℓ+ 1 ;

x(ℓ)

j+ℓ−1−n if j = n− ℓ+ 2, . . . , n .

Proof. (1). We notice that x(ℓ)

j := xjx
−1
ℓ generate Oq

Pn−1(C)(Uℓ) and satisfy the given

commutation relations. (2). The proof is completely analogous to that of Proposition 4.7

and thus we omit it. �

Let us denote by AS−1 the localization of the algebra A at the multiplicatively closed
subset S (of Ore elements).
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Proposition 4.4. Let the notation be as above. The assignment

Ui1 ∩ · · · ∩ Uir 7→ Oq
Pn−1(C)(Uℓ)S

−1
i1

. . . S−1
ir

defines a sheaf of non commutative algebras Oq
Pn−1(C) on Pn−1, with respect to the topology

defined by the open cover {Uℓ}. Hence (Pn−1(C),Oq
Pn−1(C)) is a quantum ringed space.

Proof. The Ui1 ∩ · · · ∩ Uir form a basis for the topology, restriction maps are naturally
defined via localizations. We leave to the reader all remaining checks. See [2, Observation
4.4]. �

4.4. The Quantum Principal bundle F . We now construct a quantum principal bun-
dle F , which is a deformation of the principal bundle GL(n) −→ GL(n)/P ∼= Pn−1(C).
Classically, it is the same construction as in [1]. However, since here the deformation is
substantially different, we need to take care of the technicalities involved in verifying that
we indeed have a quantum principal bundle. We shall make an essential use of [1, Thm
4.8]. Later on, in §4.5, we will construct a quantum reduction of F .

Let A = Õq(GL(n)). For each ℓ = 1, . . . , n, consider the algebra extension Aℓ := A[a−1
ℓ1 ]

of A by the inverse of aℓ1, a
−1
ℓ1 aℓ1 = 1 = aℓ1a

−1
ℓ1 . In view of our application of [1, Thm

4.8], the aℓ1 here are the dℓ’s there, while the quantum section is a11 ∈ A.
For consistency, the additional generator satisfies commutation relations

ajka
−1
ℓ1 = µk1µℓj a

−1
ℓ1 ajk , j, k = 1, . . . , n. (20)

Proposition 4.5. Let ℓ, m two fixed indices in {1, . . . , n} and Aℓ and Am the corre-
sponding algebra extensions. Then, the map (change of coordinates)

Ψℓm : Aℓ[a
−1
m1]

≃
−→ Am[a

−1
ℓ1 ] (21)

aℓk 7→ aℓ1a
−1
m1amk

a−1
ℓ1 7→ a−1

ℓ1

amk 7→ am1a
−1
ℓ1 aℓk

a−1
m1 7→ a−1

m1

ajk 7→ ajk , ∀ j, k = 1, . . . , n, j 6= ℓ,m

D−1 7→ D−1

is an algebra isomorphism.

Proof. The proof is by direct computation, using the commutation relations given in
concise forms in (14) and (20) and the property µijµji = 1, for all i, j = 1, . . . , n. �

In matrix form, in the algebra Aℓ we write:

(aij) =




a11 u(ℓ)

12 . . . u(ℓ)

1n

a21 u(ℓ)

22 . . . u(ℓ)

2n
...
aℓ1 0 . . . 0
...

an1 u(ℓ)

n2 . . . u(ℓ)
nn







1 n(ℓ)

12 n(ℓ)

13 . . . n(ℓ)

1n

0 1 0 . . . 0
. . .

0 0 . . . 1 0
0 0 . . . 0 1




that is

n(ℓ)

1j := a−1
ℓ1 aℓj , u(ℓ)

ij := aij − ai1a
−1
ℓ1 aℓj , j > 1 i 6= ℓ . (22)
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Lemma 4.6. For ℓ ∈ {1, . . . , n} fixed,

Aℓ = Cq[ak1, a
−1
ℓ1 , n

(ℓ)

1s , u
(ℓ)

js , D
±1]j,k=1,...,n, j 6=ℓ, s=2,...,n/Iℓ (23)

for Iℓ the ideal giving commutation relations

ak1aj1 = µkjaj1ak1 ak1a
−1
ℓ1 = µℓka

−1
ℓ1 ak1

ak1n
(ℓ)

1s = µs1n
(ℓ)

1sak1 ak1u
(ℓ)

is = µs1µkiu
(ℓ)

is ak1

a−1
ℓ1 n

(ℓ)

1s = µ1s n(ℓ)

1sa
−1
ℓ1 ; a−1

ℓ1 u
(ℓ)

is = µ1sµiℓu
(ℓ)

is a
−1
ℓ1 ;

n(ℓ)

1sn
(ℓ)

1t = µtsn
(ℓ)

1t n
(ℓ)

1s n(ℓ)

1su
(ℓ)

kt = µ1tµtsu
(ℓ)

ktn
(ℓ)

1s

u(ℓ)

jsu
(ℓ)

kt = µjkµtsu
(ℓ)

ktu
(ℓ)

js (24)

and

ak1D
±1 =

n∏

α=1

(
µα1µkα

)±1
D±1ak1 a−1

ℓ1 D
±1 =

n∏

α=1

(
µα1µℓα

)∓1
D±1a−1

ℓ1

n(ℓ)

1sD
±1 =

n∏

α=1

(
µ1αµαs

)±1
D±1n(ℓ)

1s u(ℓ)

ktD
±1 =

n∏

α=1

(
µαtµkα

)±1
D±1u(ℓ)

kt (25)

for all j, k = 1, . . . , n and s, t = 2, . . . , n.

Proof. The commutation relations above are computed directly from (14), (13) and (20).
�

In the identification (23), the algebra isomorphism Ψℓm : Aℓ[a
−1
m1] → Am[a

−1
ℓ1 ] in Propo-

sition 4.5 is given on the algebra generators by

aj1 7→ aj1 , a
−1
ℓ1 7→ a−1

ℓ1 , a−1
m1 7→ a−1

m1 , n
(ℓ)

1j 7→ n(m)

1j , u(ℓ)

mj 7→ am1a
−1
ℓ1 u

(m)

ℓj , u(ℓ)

ij 7→ u(m)

ij (26)

for all i, j = 1, . . . , n, i 6= ℓ,m.

The algebra A = Õq(GL(n)) is an H-comodule algebra for the Hopf algebra H :=

Õq(P ) := Õq(GL(n))/(as1, s 6= 1), with right coaction given by the composition of the
coproduct with the quotient map pr : A → H :

δ := (id⊗ pr) ◦∆ : A → A⊗H , aij 7→
n∑

k=1

aik ⊗ pkj , D−1 7→ D−1 ⊗ D̃−1 . (27)

Here pij, D̃
−1 denote the images of the generators aij , D

−1 of A under the quotient map.

The generators of the Hopf algebra Õq(P ) satisfy

pikpjl = µijµlk pjlpik , pikD̃
±1 =

n∏

α=1

(µαkµiα)
±1D̃±1pik , ∀ i, j, k, l . (28)

Moreover (cf. (9)),

D̃ = p11M11 = M11p11, M11 :=
∑

σ∈Pn−1

ǫσ2···σn
pσ22 · · · pσnn (29)

with ǫσ2···σn
:=

∏
α<β ; σβ<σα

(−qσβσα
) and ǫσ2···σn

= 1, when no q appear in the product.

Thus p11 is an invertible group-like element, with p−1
11 = M11D̃

−1.
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Being δ(aℓ1) = aℓ1 ⊗ p11, the coaction δ in (27) extends as an algebra map in a unique
way to coactions δℓ : Aℓ → Aℓ ⊗H on the algebra extensions Aℓ = A[a−1

ℓ1 ], ℓ = 1, . . . , n:

δℓ(a
−1
ℓ1 ) = a−1

ℓ1 ⊗ p−1
11 . (30)

In the identification Aℓ = Cq[ak1, a
−1
ℓ1 , n

(ℓ)

1s , u
(ℓ)

js , D
±1]/Iℓ in (23),

δℓ(n
(ℓ)

1s) =

n∑

r=2

n(ℓ)

1r ⊗ p−1
11 prs , δℓ(u

(ℓ)

js ) =

n∑

r=2

u(ℓ)

jr ⊗ prs , j 6= ℓ, s > 1. (31)

For each ℓ, the corresponding subalgebra of coinvariants Bℓ := AcoH
ℓ is generated by the

elements

b(ℓ)j := a−1
ℓ1 aj1 , j = 1, . . . , n , (j 6= ℓ). (32)

They satisfy commutation relations

b(ℓ)i b(ℓ)j = µℓiµijµjℓ b
(ℓ)

j b(ℓ)i (33)

In particular, for ℓ = 1, the generators of the algebra B1 satisfy commutation relations

b(1)i b(1)j = µijb
(1)

j b(1)i , (34)

being, from (16), µ1iµj1 = 1 for all i, j = 2, . . . , n.

Proposition 4.7. For each ℓ = 1, . . . , n the algebra Bℓ is isomorphic to the algebra B1

via the map

βℓ : B1 → Bℓ , b(1)j 7→





b(ℓ)j+ℓ−1 if j = 2, . . . , n− ℓ+ 1 ;

b(ℓ)j+ℓ−1−n if j = n− ℓ+ 2, . . . , n .
(35)

Proof. If j, k = 2, . . . , n− ℓ + 1, then

βℓ(b
(1)

j )βℓ(b
(1)

k ) = b(ℓ)j+ℓ−1b
(ℓ)

k+ℓ−1 = µℓ,j+ℓ−1µj+ℓ−1,k+ℓ−1µk+ℓ−1,ℓ b
(ℓ)

k+ℓ−1b
(ℓ)

j+ℓ−1

= µjkb
(ℓ)

k+ℓ−1b
(ℓ)

j+ℓ−1 = µjkβℓ(b
(1)

k )βℓ(b
(1)

j )

where we used that j + ℓ − 1, k + ℓ − 1 > ℓ and thus µℓ,j+ℓ−1µk+ℓ−1,ℓ = 1 because of
(16) and µj+ℓ−1,k+ℓ−1 = µjk. Analogous computation is done for j, k = n − ℓ + 2, . . . , n.
Finally, if j = 2, . . . , n− ℓ+ 1 and k = n− ℓ+ 2, . . . , n,

βℓ(b
(1)

j )βℓ(b
(1)

k ) = b(ℓ)j+ℓ−1b
(ℓ)

k+ℓ−1−n = µℓ,j+ℓ−1µj+ℓ−1,k+ℓ−1−nµk+ℓ−1−n,ℓ b
(ℓ)

k+ℓ−1−nb
(ℓ)

j+ℓ−1

= µjk b(ℓ)k+ℓ−1−nb
(ℓ)

j+ℓ−1 = µjkβℓ(b
(1)

k )βℓ(b
(1)

j )

being here j+ℓ−1 > ℓ > k+ℓ−1−n and thus µjk = µℓ,j+ℓ−1 = µk+ℓ−1−n,ℓ = µ−1
j+ℓ−1,k+ℓ−1−n

because of (15). �

Proposition 4.8. For each ℓ = 1, . . . , n, the algebra extension Bℓ ⊂ Aℓ is a faithfully
flat H-Galois extension.

Proof. Since H = Õq(P ) is cosemisimple and has bijective antipode, the surjectivity of
the canonical map implies bijectivity and faithfully flatness of the extension, [34, Th.
I]. Moreover, even if the canonical map and thus its inverse are not in general algebra
maps, in order to show the surjectivity of the canonical map of an algebra extension B =
AcoH ⊆ A it is enough to show that for each generator h of H the element 1⊗ h is in the
image of χ, [32]. Indeed if 1⊗h = χ(

∑
i ai⊗B a′i) and 1⊗k = χ(

∑
j cj⊗B c′j) for h, k ∈ H

generic, then basic properties of the canonical map give χ(
∑

i,j aicj ⊗B c′ja
′
i) = 1 ⊗ kh,

that is 1⊗ kh is in the image of χ. Being χ left A-linear, this implies its surjectivity.
12



Let χℓ : Aℓ ⊗Bℓ
Aℓ → Aℓ ⊗H be the canonical map of the algebra extension Bℓ ⊂ Aℓ

defined as in (3). We recall from (27) and (30) the expression

δℓ(ai1) = ai1⊗p11 , δℓ(a
−1
ℓ1 ) = a−1

ℓ1 ⊗p−1
11 , δℓ(air) =

n∑

k=1

aik⊗pkr , δℓ(D
−1) = D−1⊗D̃−1

for the coaction δℓ : Aℓ → Aℓ ⊗ H on the algebra generators, for all i = 1, . . . , n and
r = 2, . . . , n. Then, from the left Aℓ-linearity of the canonical map,

χℓ(a
−1
ℓ1 ⊗Bℓ

aℓ1) = 1⊗p11 , χℓ

( n∑

k=1

S(aik)⊗Bℓ
akr

)
= 1⊗pir , χℓ(D⊗Bℓ

D−1) = 1⊗D̃−1 ,

(36)

for S the antipode of the Hopf algebra A = Õq(GL(n)), with A ⊂ Aℓ = A[a−1
ℓ1 ]. This

shows the surjectivity of the canonical map χℓ. �

For ℓ = 1, the algebra extension B1 ⊂ A1 is trivial:

Lemma 4.9. For ℓ = 1, the map γ1 : H → A1 defined on the algebra generators by

γ1 : D̃−1 7→ D−1 , p1j 7→ a1j , prs 7→ u(1)

rs , j = 1, . . . , n, r, s = 2, . . . , n, (37)

and extended to the whole of H as an algebra map is a cleaving map for the algebra
extension B1 ⊂ A1, thus trivial.

Proof. First we show that the map γ1 can be extended consistently to the whole of H as
an algebra map. From (14) and (24)

a1ka1j = µjk a1ja1k , a1ku
(1)

rs = µ1rµsku
(1)

rs a1k , u(1)

rsu
(1)

pt = µrpµtsu
(1)

pt u
(1)

rs (38)

moreover, from (13) and (25)

a1kD
−1 =

n∏

α=1

(µαkµ1α)
−1D−1a1k u(ℓ)

rsD
−1 =

n∏

α=1

(
µαsµrα

)−1
D−1u(ℓ)

rs .

Comparing these commutation relations with those among the generators pik, D̃
−1 of H

in (28), we see that the map γ1 can be extended consistently to the whole of H as an
algebra map.
It is immediate to see, comparing expressions (27) and (31) for the coactions, that the
map γ1 : H → A1 is also an H-comodule morphism. Finally, being an algebra map, it is
convolution invertible with inverse given by γ1 ◦ S, for S the antipode of H . �

We now show that this family ofH-Galois extensions forms a quantum principal bundle
on the quantum ringed space (Pn−1(C),Oq

Pn−1(C)) for the {Uℓ} cover as defined above.

Proposition 4.10. Let the notation be as above. Then

(1) The assignment F : Uℓ 7→ Aℓ, for Aℓ the algebras defined in (23) gives a sheaf F
of H-comodule algebras, for the topology generated by the covering {Uℓ}.

(2) The sheaf F is a quantum principal bundle (in the sense of Definition 3.4) over
the quantum ringed space (Pn−1(C),Oq

Pn−1(C)) with respect to the covering {Uℓ},
ℓ = 1, . . . , n.

Proof. (1). On the intersection of two open sets Uℓ and Um with ℓ < m we set

F(Uℓ ∩ Um) := Aℓ[a
−1
m1] =: Aℓm

and define restriction morphisms

ρℓ,ℓm : Aℓ →֒ Aℓm ρm,ℓm : Am →֒ Am[a
−1
ℓ1 ]

Ψmℓ−→ Aℓ[a
−1
m1] (39)
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given respectively by the algebra inclusion and by the composition of the algebra inclusion

with the isomorphism Ψmℓ : Am[a
−1
ℓ1 ]

≃
→ Aℓ1[a

−1
m1] given in (21). Similarly for multiple

intersections. We leave to the reader the checks involved in showing that these information
define a unique sheaf for the topology generated by {Uℓ} (see [14, Ch. 1] for more details),
together with the checks for the claims regarding the H-comodule structure.

(2). We have to show that F(Uℓ)
coH ≃ Oq

Pn−1(C)(Uℓ), where F(Uℓ)
coH = Bℓ is the

algebra generated by the elements b(ℓ)j in (32). This is a straightforward calculation. The
H-Galois property was shown in Prop. 4.8. �

4.5. Quantum reduction of F . We next construct a reduction of the quantum principal
bundle F . We define the Hopf algebra

H0 := Õq(P )/(p1s, s = 2, . . . , n) = Õq(GL(n))/(as1, a1s, s = 2, . . . , n) ; (40)

we denote pr0 : H → H0 the quotient map and mantain the notation pij for the images of
the generators of H in the quotient Hopf algebra. We define a sheaf F0 of H0-comodule
algebras over the quantum ringed space (Pn−1(C),Oq

Pn−1(C)): on the open sets {Uℓ},
ℓ = 1, . . . , n we set

F0(Uℓ) := Aℓ/(n
(ℓ)

1s , s = 2, . . . , n) =: A0
ℓ , (41)

and on the intersection of two open sets Uℓ and Um with ℓ < m we set

F0(Uℓ ∩ Um) := Aℓm/(n
(m)

1s , s = 2, . . . , n) =: A0
ℓm .

Since Ψmℓ(n
(m)

1s ) = n(ℓ)

1s , see (26), the isomorphism Ψmℓ descends to a well-defined iso-

morphism Ψ0
mℓ : A

0
m[a

−1
ℓ1 ]

≃
→ A0

ℓ [a
−1
m1] = A0

ℓm and we thus have restriction morphisms

ρ0ℓ,ℓm : A0
ℓ →֒ A0

ℓm ρ0m,ℓm : A0
m →֒ A0

m[a
−1
ℓ1 ]

Ψmℓ−→ A0
ℓm.

The sheaf F0 is similarly defined on multiple intersections.
For each ℓ = 1, . . . , n, the H-comodule algebra Aℓ = F(Uℓ) is also an H0-comodule

algebra with respect to the induced right coaction (id⊗ pr0) ◦ δℓ. As from (31), (n(ℓ)

1s , s =
2, . . . , n) is an H0-subcomodule of Aℓ. Then the coaction (id⊗ pr0) ◦ δℓ : F(Uℓ) = Aℓ →
Aℓ ⊗H0 descends to a well-defined coaction on F0(Uℓ) and F0 is a sheaf of H0-comodule
algebras:

Proposition 4.11. The sheaf F0 is a quantum principal bundle (in the sense of Definition
3.4) over the quantum ringed space (Pn−1(C),Oq

Pn−1(C)) with respect to the covering {Uℓ},
ℓ = 1, . . . , n.

Proof. By comparisons of (33) and (19) it is immediate to see that

F0(Uℓ)
coH0 = F(Uℓ)

coH ≃ Oq
Pn−1(C)(Uℓ).

The proof that F0(Uℓ) is a principal H0-comodule algebra is analogue to that of Propo-
sition 4.8 and thus omitted. �

Proposition 4.12. The quantum principal bundle F0 is a quantum algebraic reduction
of F (in the sense of Definition 3.5).

Proof. The surjective H0-comodule maps ϕU : F(Uj) −→ F0(Uj), compatible with the
restriction maps ρ−,− and ρ0−,− are given by the quotient maps ϕU : F(Uj) −→ F0(Uj) =

F(Uj)/(n
(j)

1s , s = 2, . . . , n). Cf. (26). �
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Remark 4.13. The construction we have presented here works more in general for a
quadratic algebra defined by n2 generators which have commutation relations as in (14),
with µij parameters of deformations satisfying the properties µijµji = 1, for all i, j =
1, . . . , n and (16). Indeed the computations only use this latter property of the parameters
and not their explicit expression (15).

In particular it works for the deformation Oθ(GL(n)) of the algebra of coordinates on
GL(n) introduced by Connes and Dubois–Violette in [11], n > 2. This latter has gener-
ators aij, i, j = 1, . . . , n, which satisfy commutation relations that, formally, are written
as in (14), with µij := exp(−2iπθij) for θ an antisymmetric matrix of real deformation
parameters.

θij = −θji = −θi′j , i, j = 1, . . . n. (42)

with j′ := m + j for j ≤ m and n = 2m or n = 2m + 1 and, in this last case, j′ = j

for j = 2m + 1. In this case
n∏

α=1

µαk =
m∏

α=1

µαk

2m∏
α=m+1

µαk =
m∏

α=1

µαkµα′k = 1 and thus

the determinant is central. It is only when requiring the validity of Proposition 4.7, that
one has to impose the further restriction (16) on the parameters, reducing the number of
parameters of deformation to just one. �

4.6. The n = 2 case: quantum reduction from Õq(GL(2)). We detail here the case
n = 2, providing a noncommutative version of the sheaf reduction in Example 2.1. In this
low-dimensional case the ringed base space (P1(C),OP1(C)) is classical and the sheaves
F and F0 give examples of quantum locally cleft principal bundles.

Let A = Õq(GL(2)). Accordingly to (11), it has generators a, b, c, d and D−1 which
satisfy commutation relations

ab = q−1 ba , ac = q ca , cd = q−1 dc , bd = q db , bc = q2 cb , ad = da (43)

together with

aD±1 = D±1a , bD±1 = q±2D±1b , cD±1 = q∓2D±1c , dD±1 = D±1d

for D = ad − q−1bc the quantum determinant and D−1 its inverse. Let H := Õq(P ) :=

Õq(GL(2))/(c) be the Hopf algebra obtained as quotient of A for the Hopf algebra ideal

generated by c. The induced coaction of H on Õq(GL(2)) is given on the generators by

δ :

(
a b
c d

)
7→

(
a b
c d

)
⊗

(
t n
0 s

)
, D−1 7→ D−1 ⊗ D̃−1 (44)

and extended to the whole algebra as an algebra homorphism. Here t, n, s, D̃−1 ∈ Õq(P ),

with t(sD̃−1) = (sD̃−1)t = 1, are respectively the images of the algebra generators

a, b, c,D−1 ∈ Õq(GL(2)) under the quotient map A → H .

We define algebra Ore extensions

A1 := A[a−1]

≃ Cq[a
±1, x := a−1b, c,D±1]/

(
a±1x− q∓1xa±1 , cx− q−1xc , a±1c− q±1ca±1 ,

a∓1a±1 − 1 , aD±1 = D±1a , a−1D±1 = D±1a−1 ,

xD±1 = q±2D±1x , cD±1 = q∓2D±1c
)
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A2 := A[c−1]

≃ Cq[a, y := c−1d, c±1, D±1]/
(
ac±1 − q±1c±1a , c±1y − q∓1yc±1 , ay − q−1ya ,

c∓1c±1 − 1 , aD±1 = D±1a , cD±1 = q∓2D±1c ,

c−1D±1 = q±2D±1c−1 , yD±1 = q±2D±1y)
)

and

A12 := A1[c
−1] ≃ A2[a

−1]

with algebra isomorphism (cf. (2))

Ψ : A1[c
−1]

≃
−→ A2[a

−1] , a±1 7→ a±1 , c±1 7→ c±1 , x 7→ y , D±1 7→ D±1 . (45)

The coaction (44) extends, uniquely as an algebra map, to coactions δi : Ai −→ Ai⊗Õq(P )
with

δ1(a
−1) = a−1 ⊗ t−1 , δ2(c

−1) = c−1 ⊗ t−1 ,

for t−1 := sD̃−1, or

δ1(x) = 1⊗ t−1n + x⊗ t−1s , δ2(y) = 1⊗ t−1n + y ⊗ t−1s . (46)

The corresponding subalgebras Bi := A
co Õq(P )
i of coinvariant elements are

B1 = Cq[a
−1c] ≃ C[z], B2 = Cq[ac

−1] ≃ C[w]

and B12 = Cq[ac
−1, ca−1] ≃ C[z±1]. In the algebras A1, respectively A2, we have

(
a b
c d

)
=

(
1 0

ca−1 1

)(
a b
0 a−1D

)
=

(
1 0

ca−1 1

)(
a 0
0 a−1D

)(
1 x
0 1

)
(47)

(
a b
c d

)
=

(
ac−1 1
1 0

)(
c d
0 −q−1c−1D

)
=

(
ac−1 1
1 0

)(
c 0
0 −q−1c−1D

)(
1 y
0 1

)
. (48)

The algebras Ai are alsoH0-comodule algebras for the induced right coactions (id⊗pr0)◦δi
of the Hopf algebra H0 := H/(n), the quotient of H by the Hopf algebra ideal generated
by n, with pr0 : H → H0 the projection map. Notice that the algebra H0 is commutative
with all elements which are group-like. We keep denoting t±1, D±1 the images of the
generators in H0.

We consider the topology U induced by the base {U1, U2, U12 := U1 ∩ U2} with U1 and

U2 being the subsets defined in the Example 2.1. We obtain a sheaf F of Õq(P )-comodule
algebras on the ringed space (P1(C),OP1(C)) by setting

F(P1(C)) = A , F(U1) = A1 , F(U2) = A2 , F(U12) = A12 , (49)

and F(∅) := {0} (the one element algebra). The restriction morphisms ρU,V : F(U) →
F(V ), for V ⊆ U ∈ U , are all given by algebra inclusions ı, except for ρU2,U12 := i ◦ Ψ
given by the composition with the H-comodule algebra isomorphism Ψ in (45).

Proposition 4.14. The sheaf F is a quantum locally cleft principal bundle (in the sense
of Definition 3.4) over the ringed space (P1(C),OP1(C)) with respect to the covering
{U1, U2}.
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Proof. We show that F is locally cleft. The algebra extension B1 ⊂ A1 is a trivial

Õq(P )-Galois extension with (unital) cleaving map which is given on the generators by

γ1 : Õq(P ) → A1 , D̃±1 7→ D±1 , t±1 7→ a±1 , n 7→ ax = b (50)

or (cf. (47)) in matrix form by γ1 :

(
t n

0 t−1D̃

)
7→

(
a b
0 a−1D

)
. Indeed, an easy compu-

tation on the generators shows that γ1 can consistently be extended as an algebra map
to the whole of Õq(P ). It is a convolution invertible Õq(P )-comodule map with inverse

γ̄1 : Õq(P ) → A1 given by the algebra map γ̄1 := γ1 ◦ S for S the antipode of P .
As for the other chart, the computation is more involved since the cleaving map is not

an algebra map. The extension B2 ⊂ A2 is cleft with (unital) cleaving map which is given

on the vector space basis {D̃ptmnr, m, p ∈ Z, r ∈ N} of Õq(P ) by

γ2 : Õq(P ) → A2 , D̃ptmnr 7→ (−1)pqpDpcmdr (51)

and on the algebra generators reads

γ2 :

(
t n

0 t−1D̃

)
7→

(
c d
0 −q−1c−1D

)
(52)

(cf. (48)). We postpone to Appendix A the proof that γ2 is a convolution invertible

Õq(P )-comodule map. �

We define another sheaf F0 over P1(C) by setting

F0(U1) := Cq[a, c, a
−1, D±1] ⊂ F(U1) , F0(U2) := Cq[a, c, c

−1, D±1] ⊂ F(U2) ,

F0(U12) := Cq[a, c, a
−1, c−1, D±1] ⊂ F(U12) , F0(P

1(C)) = Õq(GL(2)) (53)

with restriction morphisms ρ0U,V given by algebra inclusions. Observe that

F0(U1) ≃ F(U1)/(x) , F0(U2) ≃ F(U2)/(y)

with (x), respectively (y), H0-subcomodules of F(U1), respectively F(U2). Indeed, from
(46), one has (id ⊗ pr0) ◦ δi(x) = x ⊗ t−1s and (id ⊗ pr0) ◦ δi(y) = y ⊗ t−1s. Then, the
maps (ϕi ⊗ id) ◦ (id⊗ pr0) ◦ δi, for

ϕ1 : F(U1) −→ F0(U1) ≃ F(U1)/(x) , ϕ2 : F(U2) −→ F0(U2) ≃ F(U2)/(y) (54)

the quotient maps, descend to well-defined coactions δ0i : F0(Ui) → F0(Ui)⊗H0 and F0

is a sheaf of H0-comodule algebras. Analogously for U12, with

ϕ12 : F(U12) −→ F0(U12) ≃ F(U12)/(x) . (55)

Proposition 4.15. The sheaf F0 is a locally cleft quantum principal bundle (in the
sense of Definition 3.4) over the ringed space (P1(C),OP1(C)) with respect to the cov-
ering {U1, U2}.

Proof. It is easy to see that

F0(U1)
coH0 = Cq[a

−1c] ≃ C[z], F0(U2)
coH0 = Cq[ac

−1] ≃ C[w]

are the subalgebras of coinvariant elements. The algebra extension F0(U1)
coH0 ⊂ F0(U1)

is trivial with (unital) cleaving map which is given by the algebra map

γ0
1 : H0 → F0(U1) , D̃±1 7→ D±1 , t±1 7→ a±1

or in matrix form (cf. (47))

γ0
1 :

(
t n

0 t−1D̃

)
7→

(
a 0
0 a−1D

)
(56)
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Recalling that the algebra H0 is commutative with all elements which are group-like, it
is immediate to see that γ0

1 is a convolution invertible H0-comodule map.
The algebra extension F0(U2)

coH0 ⊂ F0(U2) is cleft with (unital) cleaving map which

is given on the vector space basis {D̃ptm, m, p ∈ Z} of H0 by

γ0
2 : H0 → F0(U2) , D̃ptm 7→ (−q)pDpcm (57)

and reading (cf. (48))

γ0
2 :

(
t n

0 t−1D̃

)
7→

(
c 0
0 −q−1c−1D

)
(58)

on the algebra generators. It is an H0-comodule map

(γ0
2 ⊗ id)∆(D̃ptm) = (−q)pDpcm ⊗ D̃ptm = (−q)pδ02(D

pcm) = δ02
(
γ0
2(D̃

ptm)
)

with convolution inverse γ̄0
2 : D̃ptm 7→ (−q)−pc−mD−p. �

Proposition 4.16. The quantum principal bundle F0 is a quantum algebraic reduction
of F (in the sense of Definition 3.5).

Proof. We show there exist surjective Õq(T )-comodule maps ϕU : F(U) −→ F0(U), for
all U ∈ U , that are compatible with the restriction maps ρ−,− and ρ0−,− of the sheaves F
and F0, respectively. That is,

ϕV ◦ ρU,V = ρ0U,V ◦ ϕU

for all V ⊆ U ∈ U , for Ψ the H-comodule algebra isomorphism in (45).
For U = P1(C) we take the identity map id : F(P1(C)) → F0(P

1(C)). By construction,
the quotient maps ϕ1, ϕ2 in (54) and ϕ12 in (55) are surjective H0-comodule algebra maps,
(ϕi ⊗ id) ◦ (id⊗ pr0) ◦ δ = δ0 ◦ ϕi and make the following diagrams commutative

F(U1)

ρU1,U12

��

ϕ1
// // F0(U1)

ρ0U1,U12
��

F(U12)
ϕ12

// // F0(U12)

F(U2)

ρU2,U12=i◦Ψ

��

ϕ2
// // F0(U2)

ρ0U2,U12
��

F(U12)
ϕ12

// // F0(U12)

.

Moreover, ϕi(F(Ui)
coH) = F(Ui)

coH0 for the two open sets U1, U2. �

5. Quantum sheaf algebraic Reductions

In this section we provide a sufficient condition for the existence of reductions of quan-
tum principal bundles, yielding them directly, based on a sheaf theoretic reinterpretation
of the result in [19].

5.1. Quantum affine algebraic Reductions. We recall some results about affine re-
ductions, in particular the Hopf-Galois reduction Theorem 64. The main reference is [19],
see also [7, 21].

As before, let H be a Hopf algebra with bijective antipode and H0 := H/J its quotient
by a Hopf ideal J , with pr0 : H −→ H0 = H/J denoting the quotient map. Let

coH0H = {k ∈ H | pr0(k(1))⊗ k(2) = 1⊗ k ∈ H0 ⊗H}

be the subalgebra of coinvariants of H with respect to the left coaction (pr0 ⊗ id) ◦∆ of
H0. We assume coH0H ⊂ H to be a principal H0-Galois extension (and hence H is coflat
as H0–comodule).

The Hopf-Galois Reduction Theorem is a noncommutative algebraic counterpart of
Prop. 2.3. It was proven in [19, Thm. 4], as a generalization of [31, Thm. 3.2] for
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Galois objects. It gives a correspondence between algebraic H0-reductions of a H–Galois
extension B := AcoH ⊂ A (in the sense of Def. 3.2) and certain algebra maps from the
subalgebra of coinvariants coH0H to the centralizer subalgebra of B in A. In order to
state the result, let us introduce some notation and preliminary results.

Recall that, for any H–Galois extension B ⊂ A, the centralizer subalgebra of B in A,

ZA(B) := {x ∈ A | xb = bx, ∀b ∈ B} (59)

is a right H-module algebra and H-comodule algebra. The action is given by the so-called
Miyashita–Ulbrich action (see [13, §3]):

⊳MU : ZA(B)⊗H → ZA(B) , x⊗ h 7→ x ⊳MU h := h<1>xh<2> (60)

where h<1> and h<2> denote the components of the translation map τ of the extension
B ⊂ A, τ(h) := h<1> ⊗B h<2> ∈ A ⊗B A (see §3, (4)). Being τ valued on the balanced
tensor product, the action (60) is indeed well-defined only on the centralizer subalgebra
ZA(B) ⊆ A. The right coaction is given by the restriction to ZA(B) of the principal
H-coaction on A,

δ : x 7→ x(0) ⊗ x(1). (61)

The subalgebra coH0H of coinvariants of H with respect to the left coaction of H0 is a
right H module and comodule algebra too. It has right adjoint action

⊳ : coH0H ⊗H → coH0H , k ⊗ h 7→ k ⊳ h := S(h(1))kh(2)

and coaction given by the restriction of the coproduct of H to its subalgebra coH0H ,
indeed valued in coH0H ⊗H .

Observation 5.1. We recall that both ZA(B) and coH0H are Yetter–Drinfeld module
algebras over H . The H-module (60) and H-comodule (61) structures on ZA(B) are
shown to satisfy the Yetter–Drinfeld condition

δ(x ⊳MU h) = x(0) ⊳MU h(2) ⊗ S(h(1))x(1)h(3)

by using the property h<1>
(1)⊗h<1>

(0)⊗Bh
<2>

(0)⊗h<2>
(1) = S(h(1))⊗h(2)

<1>⊗Bh(2)
<2>⊗h(3)

of the translation map, obtained by combining properties (5) and (6). The Yetter–
Drinfeld compatibility condition for the subalgebra coH0H is an easy check.

We denote by AlgHH(
coH0H,ZA(B)) the space of maps f : coH0H → ZA(B) that are

H-module and comodule algebra maps. The H-module map condition reads

f(S(h(1))kh(2)) = h<1>f(k)h<2> , ∀h ∈ H, k ∈ coH0H (62)

where as before h<1> ⊗B h<2> = τ(h) is the translation map τ of the extension B ⊂ A,
while the H-comodule map condition is simply

f(h)
(0)

⊗ f(h)
(1)

= f(h(1))⊗ h(2) . (63)

For the Hopf-Galois Reduction Theorem [19, Thm 4], functions in AlgHH(
coH0H,ZA(B))

are in correspondence with elements in the set BRed
H0(A) of algebraic H0-reductions of

the H–Galois extension B ⊂ A. In particular, given a function f ∈ AlgHH(
coH0H,ZB(A)),

the set I+ := Af(coH0H ∩ ker(ε)) is an ideal in A, by condition (62), and an H-
subcomodule. Moreover A/I+ is an H0-Galois extension of B and a reduction of B ⊂ A.
This gives the map

AlgHH(
coH0H,ZB(A)) −→ BRed

H0(A)

f 7−→ A/Af(coH0H ∩ ker(ε)). (64)

We conclude this section with a technical lemma we shall need in the sequel.
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Lemma 5.2. Let f : coH0H → ZA(B) a linear map. Suppose condition (62) holds for
two elements h, h′ in H, for all k ∈ coH0H. Then condition (62) is also satisfied by the
element hh′, for all k ∈ coH0H.

Proof. For the element hh′, we compute

f
(
S((hh′)

(1)
)k(hh′)

(2)

)
= f

(
S(h′

(1))
(
S(h(1))kh(2)

)
h′

(2)

)

= h′<1>
f
(
S(h(1))kh(2)

)
h′<2>

= h′<1>
h<1>f(k)h<2>h′<2>

= (hh′)
<1>

f(k)(hh′)
<2>

thus proving (62). The last equality holds by property (7) of τ . �

5.2. Quantum sheaf algebraic reductions. Next, we want to take advantage of the
above correspondence for the affine setting to obtain a result for the sheaf theoretic defi-
nition of reduction. This will allow us to consider examples where the global coordinate
rings of the geometric objects are not available.

Let F be a quantum H-principal bundle over the quantum ringed space (M,OM) with
respect to an open covering {Ui} as in Definition 3.4. For each i, let ZF(Ui)

(
OM(Ui)

)
be the

centralizer of F(Ui)
coH = OM (Ui) in F(Ui) with right action defined as in (60) and right

H-coaction given by the restriction of that on F(Ui). Assume, by eventually restricting
F , the topology to be generated by the open covering {Ui}, so that {UI := ∩i∈IUi} is a
base (see also [2, §4] ) and I is a multindex, I = (i1, . . . , ir), 1 ≤ i1 < · · · < ir ≤ n. In
the following we will denote for simplicity by ρK,I the restriction map from UK to UI .

Theorem 5.3. Let F be a quantum H-principal bundle over the quantum ringed space
(M,OM) with respect to a finite open covering {Ui}, as above. Let H0 = H/J as above.
Assume {fi : coH0H −→ ZF(Ui)

(
OM(Ui)

)
} is a family of H-module and H-comodule

algebra maps such that the following diagram commutes

coH0H

fj
��

fi
// ZF(Ui)

(
OM(Ui)

)
⊆ F(Ui)

ρi,ij

��

ZF(Uj)

(
OM (Uj)

)
⊆ F(Uj)

ρj,ij
// F(Ui ∩ Uj)

(65)

Then F admits an algebraic reduction to H0.

Proof. Suppose we have a family of maps fi as above. We want to define a reduction of
F as a quotient F0 := F/I, where I is an ideal sheaf. We define I by using locally the
correspondence (64) of the Hopf–Galois reduction Theorem. For each open set UI of the
base, we set

I(UI) := F(UI)(ρi,I ◦ fi)
(
coH0H ∩ ker εH

)
.

This is well-defined, that is it does not depend on the choice of the index i. In fact since

ρi,I = ρij,I ◦ ρi,ij

and by hypothesis (65) holds, ρi,ij ◦ fi = ρj,ij ◦ fj , we have that:

ρi,I ◦ fi = ρij,I ◦ ρi,ij ◦ fi = ρj,I ◦ fj .

The restriction maps ρK,I of the sheaf F ensure that I has the presheaf property on the
base {UI}. By [18, Ch.0, §3.2.1], we can extend the presheaf on the base to a presheaf on
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all open sets and then, as usual, via sheafification, get an ideal sheaf, that we still denote
by I. Hence we obtain a sheaf F0 := F/I. By applying the Hopf-Galois Reduction
Theorem to F(Ui)/I(Ui), we see this latter is a faithfully flat H0-Galois extension of
OM(Ui) and so is F0(Ui) obtained via sheafification (it is a finite inverse limit). We leave
to the readers all the checks of the properties involving the restriction maps ρ0K,I of F0

on the base and then extended naturally to all open sets. �

5.3. Example. We return to the examples in §4 and show here the existence of the
quantum reduction by constructing maps fj as in Thm 5.3. We keep the same notation
used there.

LetH = Õq(P ) := Õq(GL(n))/(as1, s 6= 1) and let J be the ideal generated by {p1s, s =

2, . . . , n}. It is a Hopf algebra ideal of H and H0 = Õq(P )/J is the Hopf algebra in (40).
By standard arguments, H is a left H0-comodule algebra with coaction ρ : H → H0⊗H ,
h 7→ π(h(1))⊗ h(2), for π : H → H0 the quotient map, pij := π(pij).

We notice that H is a trivial H0-Galois extension of coH0H , by writing directly the
cleaving map  : H0 −→ H and its convolution inverse ̄:

(pij) = pij, ̄(p11) = p−1
11 , ̄(pij) = S(pij).

The subalgebra coH0H of coinvariants is generated by the elements

βs := p−1
11 p1s , s = 2, . . . , n

with commutation relations

βsβr = µrsβrβs , r, s = 2, . . . , n. (66)

As in §4, we consider the quantum ringed space (Pn−1(C),Oq
Pn−1(C)) with open cover

given by the sets Uℓ in (18), for ℓ = 1, . . . , n, that we assume to generate the topology.
Thus the intersections of an arbitrary number of Uℓ’s form a basis.

In Propositon 4.10 we proved that the assignment F : Uℓ 7→ Aℓ = A[a−1
ℓ1 ], for Aℓ

the algebras defined in (23), gives a sheaf F of H-comodule algebras for the topology
generated by the {Uℓ} and moreover that it is a quantum principal bundle (in the sense of
Definition 3.4) with respect to the covering {Uℓ}. We are now going to show the existence
of a reduction of F to a quantum principal H0-bundle by showing the existence of algebra
morphisms fℓ :

coH0H → ZBℓ
(Aℓ), ℓ = 1, . . . , n, which satisfy the hypothesis of Thm 5.3.

For ℓ = 1, . . . , n, we define the map fℓ :
coH0H → Aℓ on the algebra generators βk as

fℓ : βs 7→ n(ℓ)

1s = a−1
ℓ1 aℓs , s = 2, . . . , n. (67)

By comparing the commutation relations of the βs in (66) with those of the elements n(ℓ)

1s

in (24), we see that the map fℓ can be extended to the whole algebra coH0H by requiring
it to be an algebra morphism.

Proposition 5.4. The algebra maps fℓ in (67) are valued in the centralizer ZBℓ
(Aℓ) of

Bℓ in Aℓ, for Bℓ the subalgebra of coinvariants of Aℓ with respect to the H-coaction.
Moreover fℓ :

coH0H → ZBℓ
(Aℓ) are H-module, comodule algebra maps and they satisfy

(65), that is

ρℓ,ℓm ◦ fℓ = ρm,ℓm ◦ fm (68)

for ρℓ,ℓm the restriction morphisms in (39).
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Proof. By using the commutation relations in (24), we see that the elements n(ℓ)

1s commute
with the generators b(ℓ)r = a−1

ℓ1 ar1 in (32) of the subalgebra of coinvariants Bℓ:

n(ℓ)

1sb
(ℓ)

r = n(ℓ)

1sa
−1
ℓ1 ar1 = µs1a

−1
ℓ1 n

(ℓ)

1sar1 = µs1µ1sa
−1
ℓ1 ar1n

(ℓ)

1s = b(ℓ)r n(ℓ)

1s

where we use property (16). Thus, the image of fℓ is contained in the centralizer ZBℓ
(Aℓ).

Next we show that fℓ is an H-module and comodule map. Being an algebra map, it is
enough to show the properties on the algebra generators. The H-comodule map condition
(63) is easily verified: using the expression for the coaction δℓ : Aℓ → Aℓ ⊗H in (31), we
compute

δℓ(fℓ(βs)) = δℓ(n
(ℓ)

1s) =

n∑

r=2

n(ℓ)

1r ⊗ p−1
11 prs =

n∑

r=2

fℓ(βr)⊗ p−1
11 prs = fℓ((βs)(1))⊗ (βs)(2)

where we used ∆(βs) = ∆(p−1
11 p1s) =

∑n
r=2 p

−1
11 p1r ⊗ p−1

11 prs =
∑n

r=2 βr ⊗ p−1
11 prs for the

last equality.
In order to show that the map fℓ is also an H-module map, that is (62) is satisfied,

fℓ
(
S(h(1))βsh(2)

)
= h<1>fℓ(βs)h

<2> , ∀h ∈ H, s = 2, . . . , n,

we need the explicit expression of the translation map of the H–Galois extension Bℓ ⊂ Aℓ

that was given in (36). For h = pir, r > 1, a generator of H , we have

fℓ
( n∑

k=2

S(pik)βspkr
)
= fℓ

(
µ1rµrs

n∑

k=2

S(pik)pkrβs)
)
= µ1rµrsδirfℓ(βs)

which coincides with

pir
<1>fℓ(βs) pir

<2> =

n∑

k=1

S(aik)fℓ(βs)akr = µ1rµrsS(aik)akrfℓ(βs) = µ1rµrsδirfℓ(βs) .

For h = p11 we have

fℓ
(
S(p11)βsp11)

)
= fℓ

(
µ1sS(p11)p11βs)

)
= µ1sfℓ(βs)

equal to

p11
<1>fℓ(βs) p11

<2> = a−1
ℓ1 fℓ(βs)aℓ1 = µ1sa

−1
ℓ1 aℓ1fℓ(βs) = µ1sfℓ(βs)

and similarly, condition (62) is shown to hold for h = D̃−1 by using that βsD̃
−1 =

q−2(s−1)D̃−1βs as well as n(ℓ)

1sD
−1 = q−2(s−1)D−1n(ℓ)

1s . It is clear from the proof, that the
above identities hold valid if we replace βs by a generic element k ∈ coH0H , being this just
a polynomial on the βs. Thanks to Lemma 5.2 we conclude that (62) holds in general,
that is the map fℓ is an H-module map as claimed.

Now we go to the proof of (68). Using the restriction morphisms ρℓ,ℓm in (39), ℓ < m,

ρℓ,ℓm
(
fℓ(βs)

)
= ρℓ,ℓm(n

(ℓ)

1s) = n(ℓ)

1s = Ψmℓ(n
(m)

1s ) = ρm,ℓm(n
(m)

1s ) = ρm,ℓm

(
fm(βs)

)

where we used the isomorphisms Ψmℓ of Proposition 4.5 in (26). �

Corollary 5.5. Let the notation be as above. Then F admits a reduction to an H0

quantum principal bundle F0.

By Proposition 5.3, on the opens of the covering one has F0(Uℓ) = Aℓ/I(Uℓ) where
I(Uℓ) = F(Uℓ)fℓ

(
coH0H ∩ ker εH

)
. Since εH(p1s) = 0, we have here coH0H ∩ ker εH =

coH0H . Moreover, being fℓ an algebra map, its image is the subalgebra of Aℓ generated
by the elements n(ℓ)

1s . Then
F0(Uℓ) = Aℓ/I(Uℓ) = A0

ℓ

for A0
ℓ the H0-comodule algebras in (41) defining the reduction sheaf F0 of §4.5.

22



Appendix A. Proof of Proposition 4.14

In this Appendix, we conclude the proof of Proposition 4.14 showing that the map

γ2 : Õq(P ) → A2 , D̃ptmnr 7→ (−1)pqpDpcmdr

defined in (51) is indeed a cleaving map for the algebra extension B2 ⊂ A2, which is thus

cleft as claimed. First we show γ2 is an Õq(P )-comodule map: (γ2 ⊗ id) ◦ ∆ = δ2 ◦ γ2.
For that we first compute

∆(D̃p) = D̃p ⊗ D̃p , ∆(tm) = tm ⊗ tm , ∆(nr) =
r∑

j=0

(
r

j

)
qj(r−j)tjnr−j ⊗ D̃r−jtj−rnj ,

where the last formula is proven by induction and the symbol
(
r
j

)
denotes the (classical)

binomial coefficient. Moreover, for m, p ∈ Z and r ∈ N, we compute

δ2(D
p) = Dp ⊗ D̃p , δ2(c

m) = cm ⊗ tm , δ2(d
r) =

r∑

j=0

(
r

j

)
qj(r−j)cjdr−j ⊗ D̃r−jtj−rnj ,

using again induction. Then,

(γ2 ⊗ id) ◦∆(D̃ptmnr) =

r∑

j=0

(
r

j

)
qj(r−j)γ2

(
D̃ptm+jnr−j

)
⊗ D̃p+r−jtm+j−rnj

= (−q)p
r∑

j=0

(
r

j

)
qj(r−j)Dpcm+jdr−j ⊗ D̃p+r−jtm+j−rnj

= (−q)pδ2(D
pcmdr) = δ2 ◦ γ2(D̃

ptmnr) ,

showing that γ2 is a comodule map, as claimed. Next we show that γ2 is convolution

invertible. Its inverse γ̄2 : Õq(P ) → A2 is given by

γ̄2(D̃
ptmnr) := (−1)pq−p+r(r−1)drc−mD−r−p . (69)

It is indeed immediate to verify that

(γ2 ∗ γ̄2)(D̃
ptm) = γ2

(
D̃ptm

)
γ̄2(D̃

ptm) = Dpcmc−mD−p = 1 = ε(D̃ptm)

and similarly (γ̄2 ∗ γ2)(D̃
ptm) = 1. While for r 6= 0,

(γ2 ∗ γ̄2)(D̃
ptmnr) =

r∑

j=0

(
r

j

)
qj(r−j)γ2

(
D̃ptm+jnr−j

)
γ̄2(D̃

p+r−jtm+j−rnj)

=

r∑

j=0

(
r

j

)
(−1)r−jqj(r−j)qpq−p−r+j+j(j−1)Dpcm+jdr−jdjc−m−j+rD−p−r

= (−1)r
r∑

j=0

(
r

j

)
(−1)jqjr−rq−r(m+j−2p)drcrD−r

= (−1)rq−r(m−2p+1)drcrD−r

r∑

j=0

(
r

j

)
(−1)j = 0
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together with

(γ̄2 ∗ γ2)(D̃
ptmnr)

=
r∑

j=0

(
r

j

)
qj(r−j)γ̄2

(
D̃ptm+jnr−j

)
γ2(D̃

p+r−jtm+j−rnj)

=

r∑

j=0

(
r

j

)
(−1)r−jqj(r−j)q−p+(r−j)(r−j−1)qp+r−jdr−jc−m−jD−p−r+jDp+r−jcm+j−rdj

= (−1)r
r∑

j=0

(
r

j

)
(−1)jqr(r−j)q−r(r−j)c−rdr

= (−1)rc−rdr
r∑

j=0

(
r

j

)
(−1)j = 0.

This concludes the proof that γ2 in (51) is a cleaving map for the extension.
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FaBiT, via S. Donato 15, 40126 Bologna, Italy

Istituto Nazionale di Fisica Nucleare, Sezione di Bologna, 40126 Bologna, Italy.

Email address : rita.fioresi@unibo.it

Emanuele Latini

Alma Mater Studiorum Università di Bologna,
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