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LEVI-CIVITA CONNECTIONS ON QUANTUM SPHERES
JOAKIM ARNLIND, KWALOMBOTA ILWALE AND GIOVANNI LANDI

ABSTRACT. We introduce g-deformed connections on the quantum 2-sphere and 3-sphere,
satisfying a twisted Leibniz rule in analogy with g¢-deformed derivations. We show that
such connections always exist on projective modules. Furthermore, a condition for metric
compatibility is introduced, and an explicit formula is given, parametrizing all metric con-
nections on a free module. On the quantum 3-sphere, a g-deformed torsion freeness condition
is introduced and we derive explicit expressions for the Christoffel symbols of a Levi-Civita
connection for a general class of metrics. We also give metric connections on a class of pro-
jective modules over the quantum 2-sphere. Finally, we outline a generalization to any Hopf
algebra with a (left) covariant calculus and associated quantum tangent space.
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1. INTRODUCTION

In recent years, a lot of progress has been made in understanding Riemannian aspects of non-
commutative geometry. These are not only mathematically interesting, but also important in
physics where noncommutative geometry is expected to play a key role, notably in a theory
of quantum gravity. In Riemannian geometry the Levi-Civita connection and its curvature
have a central role, and it turns out that there are several different ways of approaching these
objects in the noncommutative setting (see e.g. [CEFF93] AC10l,
Ros13, [AW17, BGM19, BGL20]).

From an algebraic perspective, the set of vector fields and the set of differential forms are
(finitely generated projective) modules over the algebra of functions, a viewpoint which is also
adopted in noncommutative geometry. However, considering vector fields as derivations does
not immediately carry over to noncommutative geometry, since the set of derivations of a
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(noncommutative) algebra is in general not a module over the algebra but only a module over
the center of the algebra. Therefore, one is led naturally to focus on differential forms and
define a connection on a general module as taking values in the tensor product of the module
with the module of differential forms. More precisely, let M be a (right) A-module and let
O A) denote a module of differential forms together with a differential d : A — QY(A). A
connection on M is a linear map V : M — M ® Q'(A) satisfying a version of Leibniz rule

(1.1) V(imf)=(Vm)f+m®df

for f € A and m € M. In differential geometry, for a vector field X one obtains a covariant
derivative Vx : M — M, by pairing differential forms with X (as differential forms are dual
to vector fields). In a noncommutative version of the above, there is in general no canonical
way of obtaining a “covariant derivative” Vx : M — M. In a derivation based approach to
noncommutative geometry (see e.g. [DVMMMO96]), one puts emphasis on the choice
of a Lie algebra g of derivations of the algebra A. Given a (right) A-module M one defines
a connection as a map V : g Xx M — M, usually writing V(9,m) = Vaym for 0 € g and
m € M, satisfying

Vao(mf) = (Vom)f +ma(f)

for f € A and m € M, in parallel with (L.

For quantum groups, it turns out that natural analogues of vector fields are not quite
derivations, but rather maps satisfying a twisted Leibniz rule. For instance, as we shall see,
for the quantum 3-sphere S; one defines maps X, : 57 — S3 satisfying

(1.2) Xa(f9) = Xa(f)oa(g) + fXa(g)

for f,g € S}, and o, : S — SJ, for a = 1,2, 3, are algebra morphisms. In this note we explore
the possibility of introducing a corresponding g-affine connection on a (right) Sf;’—module M.
Motivated by (L2)) we introduce a covariant derivative Vx, : M — M such that

Vx.(mf) = (Vx,m)oa(f) +mXa(f)

for f € Sf;’ and m € M. In the following, we make these ideas precise and prove that there
exist g-affine connections on projective modules. Furthermore, we introduce a condition
for metric compatibility, and in the particular case of a left covariant calculus over Sg’, we
investigate a derivation based definition of torsion. Then we explicitly construct a Levi-Civita
connection, that is a torsion free and metric compatible connection. Moreover, we construct
metric connections on a class of projective modules over the quantum 2-sphere. We mention
that the Riemannian geometry of quantum spheres was studied [BM11] from the point of
view of a bimodule connection on differential forms satisfying (ILT]) as well as a right Leibniz
rule twisted by a braiding map. In a final section we sketch a way to generalise (some of)
the constructions of the present paper to any Hopf algebra with a (left) covariant differential
calculus and corresponding quantum tangent space of twisted derivations.

The present paper is an alternative and extended version of the paper [AIL20] where the
left module structure of differential forms was used to construct g-affine connections, rather
than the right module structure considered in the following.
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2. THE QUANTUM 3-SPHERE

In this section we recall a few basic properties of the quantum 3-sphere [Wor87]. The algebra
Sf;’ is a unital *-algebra generated by a,a*, ¢, ¢* fulfilling

ac = qca c'a* =qa’c” ac* = qc'a
ca* = qa*c cc* = c*c ata+c'c=aa* + et =1

for a real parameter q. The identification of Sf;’ with the quantum group SU,(2) is via the
Hopf algebra structure given by

Ala) =a®a—qc"®c Alc)=c®a+a" ®c

Ala") = —qe@c +a" ®a" Alc)=a®c +c®a"
with antipode and counit

S(a) =a” S(c) = —qc €la) =1 €(c) =0

S(a*)=a S(c*) = —q ¢ e(a’) =1 e(c*) =0.

Furthermore, the quantum enveloping algebra U,(su(2)) is the x-algebra with generators
E,F, K, K~ satisfying

K2 _ K—2
KY'E=¢"EKY  KYF=¢"FK* [EF]=——F.
q9—dq
The corresponding Hopf algebra structure is given by the coproduct,
AB)=E@K+K'®FE AF)=FK+K'9@F AK)=K"oK*
together with antipode and counit
S(Ky=K*' S(E)=-—qE S(F)=—-q'F
((K)=1 €e(E)=0 e(F)=0.
We recall that there is a unique bilinear pairing between U, (su(2)) and S? given by
(K*' ) = V2 (K*' a*) = V2
<E,C>:1 <F,C*>:—q_1,

with the remaining pairings being zero. This induces a U, (su(2))-bimodule structure on SJ:

(2.1) he f = fay(h, fy) and  fah=(h, fu)) f

for h € Uy(su(2)) and f € S}, with Sweedler’s notation A(f) = f1) ® f2) (and implicit sum).
The *-structure on U, (su(2)), denoted here by { (to distinguish it from the *-structure of the
algebra), is given by (K*!)T = K*! and ET = F. The action of U,(su(2)) is compatible with
the x-algebra structures in the following sense

(2.2) he f*=(SR)Tef)" frah=(f<Sh))".



4 JOAKIM ARNLIND, KWALOMBOTA ILWALE AND GIOVANNI LANDI

Let us for convenience list the left and right actions of the generators:

K& pa™ = ¢T3 " Kot =qF2 en
K+ ba*m = g% (a*)" K+ b e ™ = g3 (&)
Epat = —qB¥ /2 [n]a™ 'c* Ect =gt/ [n]c"ta*
Ev(a")"=0 Ev ()" =0.
Fpra" =0 Frc"=0
Fo (@) = ¢ Pfnlea )™ Fo ()" = —q" 2 [ola(ey
and
a" A K = ¢Fzq" ()" a K= = g% (a)"
A KE = gFeen ()" aK* = ¢F2 ()"
a"<aF =q"7 [n]ca™* (@*)"<F =0
"aF =0 ()" <9 F = —¢"7 [n]a*(c*)"!
a"9E =0 (@) <9 E = —¢"7 [n]c*(a*)""
"<FE = q%[n]c”_la ()"<E=0

where [n] = (¢" —¢™")/(a—q¢7").

2.1. The covariant calculus and the quantum tangent space. It is well known [Wor&7]
that there is a left covariant (first order) differential calculus on S?, denoted by Q'(S?),
generated as a left .S, 2—module by

wi =wy =adc—qcda wy = w_ = c'da* — ga*dc* w3 = w, = a*da + c*dc.
In fact, Q'(S7) is a free left module with a basis given by {w;,w_,w.}. Moreover, Q(S?) is
a bimodule with respect to the relations
w.a = ¢ 2aw, w,a* = ¢*a*w, wye = ¢ 2w, w,c* = ¢*cw,

wia = q ‘awy wia® = ga*wy wie = q tewy w4 = g wy,

and, furthermore, Q'(S?) is a *-bimodule with

T —
Wy = —w_ wl = —w,

satisfying (fwg)! = g*w' f* for f,g € S2 and w € Q'(S?).

The differential d : S} — Q'(S?) is computed using a dual basis {X 4, X_, X.} of twisted
derivations (the corresponding quantum tangent space [KS97, §14.1.2]),
(2.3) df = (X4 flug + (Xo > flo- + (Xe» flw., f€ S,

with explicitly,
1 1—- K*
X+:\/§EK X_:7FK Xz: 1 -
q —q

Their twisted derivation properties are easily worked out. For f, g € Sf;’ one has,

Xob fg=f(Xarg) + (Xav f)(oa>g),
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a = =+, z (and similarly for the right action), with

o, =0_=K? and o,= K"
Furthermore, these maps satisfy the following ¢g-deformed commutation relations
(2.4) X X, - X, X_ =X,
(2.5) CX X — X X, = (1+¢)X_
(2.6) XX, =X X = (14 )Xy

As for the s-structures, one checks that X1 = X+ and KT = K. From this, using (Z2) one
computes, for f € S, that

Xi'>f*:—(K_2X¢>f)*:_K2D(X¢>f)*

2 Xeb = (KXo )7 = I (oo )

3. ¢-AFFINE CONNECTIONS

In differential geometry, a connection extends the action of derivatives to vector fields, and
for S3 a natural set of (¢g-deformed) derivations is given by {X,}3_, = {X,, X_ X.}. In
this section, we will introduce a framework extending the action of X, to a connection on
S g’-modules. Let us first define the set of ¢g-deformed derivations we shall be interested in.

Definition 3.1. The quantum tangent space of Sf;’ is defined as
TS;;’ =C(X,X_,X,),
that is the complex vector space generated by X, for a = +, 2.

Considering TS;;’ to be the analogue of a (complexified) tangent space of S 2, we would like to
introduce a covariant derivative Vx on a (right) S3-module M, for X € T'S?. Since the basis
elements of TSf;’ act as ¢-deformed derivations, the connection should obey an analogous
g-deformed Leibniz rule. The motivating example is when M = S? and the action of T'S}
is simply Vxf = X > (f) = X(f) for X € T'S? and f € S2. (To lighten notation, in the
following we shall drop the symbol > for the left action when there is no risk of ambiguities.)
In fact, let us be slightly more general and consider the action on a free module of rank n.
Thus, we let M be a free right Sg’—module with basis {e;},, and write an arbitrary element
m € M as m = e;m' for m’ € S7, implicitly assuming a summation over 7 from 1 to n.
Let us define V°: T'S? x M — M by setting

(3.1) VOXa(m) = ;. X,(m")

for m = e;m* € M (and extending it linearly to all of T'S?). Now, it is easy to check that
V. (mf) = (Vi,m)ou(f) + Xa(f)m

for f € Sf;’ and m € M. Let us generalize these concepts to arbitrary right Sg’—modules.

Definition 3.2. Let M be a right Sg—module. A right g-affine connection on M is a map
V :TS2 x M — M such that

(1) VX(Alml + )\2m2) = Aleml + )\QVXTHQ,

(2) V,\1X+,\2ym = Alem -+ )giym,

(3) Vx,(mf) = (Vx,m)ou(f) + mXa(f), (a==%,2),
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for m,my,my € M, f € Sf;’, X e TSE;’ and A\, Ay € C.

Definition 3.3. A hermitian form on a right S;-module M is a map h : M x M — S? such
that

h(ml, m2f) = h(ml, mg)f h(ml, m2>* = h(mg, ml),
h(m1 + mo, mg) = h(ml, mg) + h(mg, mg)
for f € Sf;’ and mqy, mg,mg € M. Moreover, h is said to be invertible if the induced map
h: M — M*, defined by h(my)(ms) = h(my, ms), is bijective.
On a free module with basis {e;}i.,, a hermitian form is given by h;; = hJ; € Sg by setting
h(mi, mp) = (m’i)*hi]—mg

for my = e;mi € (S3)" and my = e;mj € (S;)". Moreover, if h is invertible, then there exist
h' € 5P such that h”hj, = 6, 1. In case the module is projective (but not necessarily free)
and generated by {e;}7,, one can find kY € S such that e;h" hjy. = e, if the hermitian form

is invertible (see e.g. [Arn21]).

Next, we will introduce a notion of compatibility between a g¢-affine connection and a
hermitian form. To motivate Definition [B.4] below, let us study the case of free modules. For
the g-affine connection V? in (B.]), one finds that

X (h(my,ma)) = X ((m])*higm3)
= (m})" Xy (hgmd) + X4 ((mh)*) K*(hyymd)
= (m})"hi X (md) + (m})* Xy (hij) K*(m]) + X1 ((m})*) K*(hiyms).

For the connection V°, a natural requirement for the compatibility with A is to demand that
X (hij) = 0. Then, from @71) X, (f*) = —(K2?X_(f))* = —K*(X_(f))*, and one has,

Xy (h(my,mg)) = (m7)* (m3 +X+(( D) (higms)

= (m}) hy X (m3) — ( X (mq)) K3 (higm3)
D7 hi Xy (md) — K*(X_(mq)*) K*(hiym3)

= (m)"hi; X1 (m3 —KZ(X (m1)*higm3)

= h(m, VX+m2) — K*(h(V%_mqi,my)).

hle-i- m

=(m

T

Corresponding formulas are easily worked out for V& _, V% , and we shall take this as a
motivation for the following definition.

Definition 3.4. A g-affine connection V on a right Sg—module M is compatible with the
hermitian form h : M x M — S3 if

(3.2) X4 (h(my,ma)) = h(my, Vx,ma) — K*(M(Vx_mi,ms))
(33) X_ (h(ml,mg)) = h(ml, fomg) — K2 (h(VXerl, mg))
(34) Xz (h(ml,mg)) = h(ml,Vszg) — K4(h(VX ml,mg)),

for my,mq € M.
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Note that ([3.2) and (B.3]) are equivalent since
(X+ (h(mg, ml)) — h(mg, VXerl) + K2 (h(inmg,ml)))*
= K2 <X_ (h(ml,mg)) + K? (h(VX+m1,m2)) — h(ml, fomg))

In the case of a g-affine connection on a free module, one can derive a convenient parametriza-
tion of all connections that are compatible with a given hermitian form. To this end, let us
introduce some notation. Let (S7)" be a free right S2-module with basis {e;};_,. A g-affine
connection V on (Sf;’)" can be determined by specifying the Christoffel symbols

— J
anei = €jF

with Ff”- € Sg fora=+,zand 1,7 =1,...,n, and setting
Vx, (eim') = (Vx,e)oa(m’) + e X, (m') = ¢;(TL.0,(m") + X, (m?)).

The next result gives the form of the Christoffel symbols for a ¢-affine connection compatible
with an invertible hermitian form on a free module.

Proposition 3.5. Let (S2)" be a free right S;-module with a basis {e;}}—, and let V be a
q-affine connection on (Sf;’)" giwen by the Christoffel symbols V,e; = ejl“f”-. Furthermore,
assume that h is an invertible hermitian form on (SP)" and set hy; = h(e;,e;). Then V is
compatible with h if and only if there exist v;j, pij € Sg’ such that p; = pji and

(3.5) I = W™ (53X (hig) + K (7))
(3.6) I = h™* (53X (hiy) + K(7))
(3.7) % = WP (53X (hiy) + K2 (piy)-

Proof. From the compatibility condition ([B:2) one obtains
X+(h'ij) = hikrlj—j B Kz((rﬁi)*hkj) = hikrij - K? ((hjkrlii)*) =Ty — K* (F*—Ji)’
with 'y = hikf";j, which can be solved by
Py = Xy (hig) + K*(TZ ;).
Writing
_i;=3X_(hij)+K(y;;) = I

5 F =KX (hy) + K (),
for 7;; € S, gives

Uy = 5 X4 (hij) + K (i)
providing the general solution to (3.2) and (3.3]). Similarly, the Ansatz

I =2 X.(hij) + K*(pij)

solves B.4) if and only if p; = pj;;. Using I'};; = h¥* 'y x; one arrives at (B3)- B.1). O
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3.1. ¢g-affine connections on projective modules. As expected, one can construct ¢-
affine connections on projective modules. More precisely, one proves the following result.

Proposition 3.6. Let M be a right Sg’—module and let V be a q-affine connection on M.
Given a projection on M, i.e. an endomorphism p: M — M such that p*> = p, then po V is
a q-affine connection on the right S;-module p(M).

Proof. Since V is a g-affine connection and p is an endomorphism, it is immediate that
V = po V satisfies properties (Il) and (2) in Definition B2 Moreover, for m € p(M)

Vi (mf) = p(Vx, (mf)) = p((Vx,m) 0a(£)) + p(mXa(f))
= (Vx,m) ou(f) +mXa(f),
since p(m) = m when m € p(M). We conclude that V is a g-affine connection on p(M). [

Since we have shown in the previous section that g-affine connections exist on free modules,
Proposition implies that every projective Sg-module can be equipped with a g¢-affine

connection. Moreover, let V and V be g-affine connections on a Sf;’—module M and define
a(X,m) = Vxm — Vxm.

Then o : T'S; x M — M satisfies

(3.8) a(AX 4+ pY,my) = Aa(X,my) + pa(Y, my)

(3.9) a(X,mif +maeg) = a(X,my)f + a(X,ms)g

for my,my € M, X|Y € TSf;’, fig€ Sg’ and A\, u € C. Conversely, every g-affine connection
on a projective module M can be written as

Vxm = p(Vim) + a(X,m).

where VY is the connection defined in (31) and o : T Sf;’ x M — M is an arbitrary map
satisfying ([B.8) and (3.9). Next, let us show that a connection on a projective module is
compatible with the restricted metric if the projection is orthogonal.

Proposition 3.7. Let V be a q-affine connection on the Sg’—module M and assume further-
more that ¥V is compatible with a hermitian form h on M. If p : M — M 1is an orthogonal
projection, i.e. p is a projection such that, for all my, mq € M,

h(p(my), ms) = h(my, p(ms))
then V = poV is a q-affine connection on p(M) that is compatible with h restricted to p(M).

Proof. First of all, it follows from Proposition that V = poV is a g-affine connection on
p(M). Since p is an orthogonal projection, one finds that for my, my € p(M)

h(mb %)@mz) - Kz(h(ﬁx,ml, m2)) = h(mlap(VX+m2)) - Kz(h(p(foml),mg))
= h(p(m1), VXﬂnz) ~- K? (h(foml,p(mg)))
= h(ml, VX+m2) - K? (h(foml, mg)) =X, (h(ml, mg))
by using that V is compatible with h. A similar computation shows that
X.(h(mi,ma)) = h(ma, %szg) — K* (h(%xzml,mg)),
from which we conclude that V is compatible with h restricted to p(M). O
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4. A ¢-AFFINE LEVI-CIVITA CONNECTION ON Q'(S?)

In this section we shall construct a g-affine connection on Ql(Sg’), compatible with an invert-
ible hermitian form A and satisfying a certain torsion freeness condition. The module Ql(Sg’)
is a free Sg’—module of rank 3 with basis wy,w_,w, which implies that the results of Propo-
sition may be used. Although Ql(Sf;’) has a bimodule structure, we shall only consider
the right module structure of Q'(S?) in what follows. In the case of a g-affine connection on
Q'(S52), there is a natural definition of torsion freeness, suggested by the relations (2.4) (2]

Definition 4.1. A g-affine connection V on Q'(S?) is torsion free if

(4.1) V_w; — ¢#Viw_ =w,
(4.2) V. —q V. w, =1+ ¢)w_
(4.3) *Viw, — ¢ Vw, = (14 ¢Hwy.

In the following, we will construct a torsion free g-affine connection on Q'(S?) that is com-
patible with a hermitian form. We call a connection satisfying these conditions a g¢-affine
Levi-Civita connection. As it turns out, for such connections to exist, the hermitian form
needs to satisfy a compatibility condition.

Proposition 4.2. Let h be an invertible hermitian form on the (right) S3-module Q'(S?)
and write hq, = h(w,, wp). A q-affine Levi-Clivita connection on Ql(Sg’) exists if and only if

(4.4) Xo(hiy =¢*h ) = K*X_(hoy) = ¢* X (h—.) = @ K* Xy (hoo) + Xy (hy).
Proof. Assume that h is an invertible hermitian form on Q'(S?) and write hq, = h(w,, wy)
with inverse h%. Furthermore, we write V, = V x, and

Vawp = wel'sy

for a,b ==, z. In terms of I'y p. = hy, L', the torsion free equations (L.I)- (A.3]) become

(4.5) I i — Ty o = ha.
(4.6) qQFz,a_ — q_2F_7az =(1+ q2)ha_
(47) q2r+,az - q_2rz,a+ = (1 + q2)ha+~

Since Q'(S7) is a free (right) module, one can apply the results of Proposition .5 to obtain
Ly = 5 X1 (hay) + K (Yab)
I = %X— (hav) + K (V4a)
I = %Xz(hab) + K (pab),

for “parameters” (vVap, pap = pi,) I Sf;’ , giving all g-affine connections compatible with h.
Inserting the above expressions into ([EH)— ([E7) gives

Viw = ae = K (has) = AKX (hoy) + 22K 71X (B, ) = A,
CK(pas) —q 27 = K [(1 + ¢V ha- — 36° X (ha-) + %q‘QX_(haz)} = B,

00: = 0K (pos) = K7 (14 ¢Dhar = 262X (her) + 307X, (o) = o
Note that the right hand sides A,, B, and C, only depend on the metric components hg.
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The above 9 equations can be grouped into three independent sets:

Group 1

(GL.1) Vie — v = Ay
(G1.2) ’7_*|__ — q2fy__ = A
Group 2

(G2.1) ¢y —q 7 = By
(G2.2) Cp.- —q v, = B,
(G2.3) Y-z —q oy = C_
(G2.4) Ve — q 2Py = C,
Group 3

(G3.1) V= e = A,
(G3.2) ¢p———q v =B
(G3.3) 6127+z - q_2f5++ =4,

where, for notational convenience we denoted pp = K (pap)-
The equations in Group 1 can be solved as

(4.8) Yo+ = AL+ P

(4.9) Ve =qT L P AL

and the equations in Group 2 can be solved as

(4.10) Yor =405 — B}

(4.11) pe = q K N(B.) +q 'K (1)
(4.12) V.=q 20 +q

(4.13) pey = 'K (7:2) — P K (C).

Note that the condition p}, = ps, Will not pose a problem here, since neither p_, nor p, .
appear in any other equation, and may simply be defined as p_., = p;_ and p,. = pl, .

For the equations in Group 3, the fact that we require p | = p1y and p__ = p* _ gives a
non-trivial condition for solutions to exist. From (G3.2)) and (G3.3)) one obtains

(4.14) You = 'K (p--) — ¢’ B
(4.15) Vi =q 2Cr +q Py,
and inserted into (G3.)) this gives
¢ pry —°p— = K(A) —¢"K(B2) —q’K(C}) &
(4.16) Py =q"p—— +q¢'K(A.) - ¢*K(B*) = ¢°K(C7}).
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A necessary (and sufficient) condition for solutions to exist, is that the right hand side of the
above equation is hermitian. From

A, =K [hn — X (ho) + %q2X+(hz_)]

Bo= K (14 ¢)h = 3¢ X.(h ) + 3q7X (b))

Cy =K' [(1 + )iy — 57X (hy2) + %q_zXz(thJr)]
one obtains

K(A.) = h.. — 3X_(hoy) + 17 X5 (hao)

K(B*) =1+ ¢)K*(h__) + KX, (h-_) — 3¢ X4 (h._)
= sl (K2 (ho) + K2(h0)) = 125 K2(h ) — 3¢ 2 X (h.-)
K(C7)=(1+ ) K?(hay) + %qu—(thr) - %q_2K_2Xz(h++)

= — sy (K2 () + K2 (h)) + 2 K23 () + 362X (hay)

by using that X, = (1 — K*)/(1 — ¢7?).

Since p__ and h,., as well as K*(h__)+ K *(h__) and K?(h, )+ K~%(hy), are hermitian,
the non-hermitian terms of (4I6]), which we denote by .S, become

4

e K ().

1—¢q

K2 (h__) —

1—¢q

S=¢"X,(h.)—q¢"X_(h.y)+
Thus, a necessary and sufficient condition for p,, to be hermitian is that

0=85—-95"= q6X+(hz_) + q6K_2X—(h—z> - q4X—(h'2+> - q4K_2X+(h+z>
+ 1_q;72K2(h__) _ l_q;zK‘2(h__) B 1_q;72K2(h'++> n 1_‘1?—’(_2(h++)

= q6X+(hz—) + QGK_zX—(h—Z) - q4X—(hz+) - q4K_2X+(h+Z)
_'_ K_zXZ (q4h++ — q6h__)

4

which is equivalent to (£4]). Hence, assuming the above relation to hold true, a solution to
the torsion free equations, which is also compatible with h, is given by (£.8)-(416). The free
parameters in this solution are vy, y_y, 7.z, p4— and p* _ = p__, pt, = pyq. O

Although the general g-affine Levi-Civita connection on Ql(Sg’) may be written down, the
expressions are rather lengthy and not particularly illuminating. However, let us explicitly
write down a Levi-Civita connection in the particular case of a diagonal metric of the form

ho_=h, hyr=q*h, ho=h,, hgy=0ifa#b,

with h and h, invertible elements of Sf;’; note that the above choice clearly satisfies ([{.4]) in
Proposition €2l Using the solution given by (£8])-([ZI0]) in the proof of Proposition 4] one
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finds that
VX+wa - wbhbc(%X—i-(hca) + K(’yca))
Vx_w, = thbc(%X—(hca) + K(’y;c))
szwa - wbhbc(%Xz(hca) + K2(pca)
with
Ter = 3K T X (h) + ¢
Vo= s KX (W) + ¢
Viz =1+ K (h) + 3¢ K ' X.(h)
Ve = 'K (p_y)
Vo =q 'K(p-4)
Voo = 'K (p—2) = (L + ¢*) K (h) — 3" K X.(h)
and
Pz = q4K_1(’}/zz) + q4K_2X+(hz)
pr== iy = ¢'K(%) — ¢" X _(h.)
poe = 5q KX _(h.) + ¢ KT (72
p—=pi = —3q " Xy(h.) + ¢ K(7:2)
pir =q"p—— 4+ q'h. — 5" (1 + ) (1 + ¢") (K*(h) + K*(h)).
Furthermore, setting v, = p_. = ,, = p__ = 0 one obtains

V+W+ = W+h_1X+(h)

Viw_ =w b ((1 —1 4)K2(h) _1 4K—2(h))
T TR g2 24 54
Vo, = wiq h (K20 + = ((0° = 30°)h = 3¢ K1) ) + w302 X ()
h_l
Vo =t (0 - 300 KO0 - 3P K )

V_w. =w_h'X_(h)

ht i
V_w, = w_ (1= 340 = Lg' KA () +w.3h 71X (h.)

h—l

V.ws = w,2¢'h X (h,) + wi®h ' K (h,) + Wiy =

-1

(1= L*)n = 1P K ()

Vow- =w.th; ¢ X_(h.) + w_

1 — q—2 (%h - %K4(h))
V.w, = wzéhz_le(hz) — w+%q2h_lK2X_(hz) — w_%q_‘lh_leXJr(hz)

giving a g-affine Levi-Civita connection on Q'(S?) with respect to the hermitian form h.
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5. THE QUANTUM 2-SPHERE

The noncommutative (standard) Podles sphere Sq2 [Pod87] can be considered as a subalgebra
of S2 by identifying the generators By, By, B_ of S? as

By = cc* B, =ca” B_ =ac" = B,
satisfying then the relations
B_ By = ¢’ ByB_ By By=q By B,
B_.B,=¢By(1-¢"By) ByB_=DB(1-B,).
These elements generate the fix-point algebra of the right U(1)-action
(5.1) a,(a) =az a,(a*) =a*z a,(c) =cz a,(c’)=c"z

for z € U(1) and a € S}, related to the U(1)-Hopf-fibration S < S7. Equivalently, the
sphere S? is the invariant subalgebra of S} for the left action of K: S2 = {f € 53, K> f = f}.
Then, the left action of the X, does not preserve the algebra Sg (since their left action does
not commute with that of K): one readily computes,

X, > By=qa*c X_>By=—q¢ 'ca X.>By=0
X,>By=q(a*)? X_vBy=¢ X.>B, =0
X,>pB_=¢(c")? X_»>B.=—-q¢'a)?* X.>B_=0.

On the other hand, the right action of X, does preserve the algebra Sg (since their right

action does commute with the left one of K). Let us denote Y, = X, for the right action.
Then, it is easy to check that

By<Y,=q¢'B_ By<Y_ = —q 'By By<dY, =0
ByaYy=ql —q(1+¢")By ByaY. =0 ByaY,=—¢(1+¢*)By
B_<aY,=0 B_aY_.=—q¢ 1 +q¢'(1+¢)B, B_<aY,=(1+¢?2B_.

Note that when restricted to Sg the Y, are not independent. A long but straightforward
computation shows that they are indeed related as

(f<aY)Byq+ (faY)Boqg ) (1+¢*) + (f<Y2) (1 - 21 i ZZBO)

o (1-d
— 7 9¥Da? (1 a4+ 1B - (1 57)
+(f<KY ¢+ ¢*)((¢" = 1)Bo + (1 - ¢°)B7),
forfe S 3. This can be checked on a vector space basis for the algebra S, 3, a basis which can be
taken as X (m)(By)" for m € Z, n € N with X(m) = (B,)™ for m > 0 and X(m) = (B_)™™
for m < 0 (cf. [MNWOI]).

5.1. A left covariant calculus on S;. Since the element K acts (on the left) as the identity
on S7, the differential ([2.3) when restricted to f € S7 becomes

(5.3) df = (Xov flo- + (X fws.

(5.2)
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In particular one finds
dB; = q(a*)*w, +Fw_,
dB_ = —¢* (¢ wy — ¢ dPw_,
dBy = c*a*wy —q tcaw_
which can be inverted to yield
wy =q ta*dB, — ¢**dB_ + (14 ¢*)acdB
w_ = (¢)?*dBy — q(a*)*dB_ — (1 + ¢*)c*a* dBy,
implying that the differential in (5.3]) can be expressed as
df = (¢ (X > f)a® + (X_ > f) (¢")?)dBy
(5.4) (X £+ (X f) (@))dB
+ (14 ) (X fac— (X_v f) ca*)dBy.
Note that X_ > f ¢ Sg. However, from the commutation relations KX, = ¢7 X+ K one infer
that all coefficients are in S2. For instance: K> ((Xy v f)a®) = (KX, > f) K> a?) =
(qXi> )¢ v a® = (X, > f)a? and similarly for the other terms.
The form (5.3)) of the differential that uses left invariant vector fields and forms can be seen
as identifying the cotangent bundle of S? with the direct sum of the line bundles of ‘charge’

+2, that is Q'(S?) ~ L sw_ @ L, ow,. This identification can be used also for the quantum
sphere S? with the line bundles defined as in (B.7) below.

One the other hand, from the expression in (G.4) one writes the differential d on S? in terms
of the right acting operators Y.

Lemma 5.1. For f € S, the differential in (53) can be written as

(5.5) df = (f<Vy)dBy + (f<V.) dB_ + (f < Vy) dBy
where
V=Y. (1-q 21+ @B)gt —v. B ULy
=Y. (1-¢*(1+¢%)Bo)q 1+ T4+ (1+¢Y)
(1+¢°) 1-¢
Vo= Y. (1-¢(1+¢)B)g+Y. B, L "1 _y2
(1 =¢*(1+¢*)Bo)g T+ T+ )1+ gY

- 1—q¢")(1+¢% 1—¢?
Vo= (Y. B.g ' —Y_ B_q)(1+¢* YZB( -Y? B .
o= (Y} Byg q)(1+¢°) + 0 1+ 4 = Boy

Proof. By acting on the vector space basis X (m)(By)™ (as introduced previously), one explic-
itly checks the equality of (5.3]) and (5.0) via a tedious but straightforward computation. [

Remark 5.2. When g = 1 the derivative (B.5]) reduces to
df =2((f<Yy) By — (f<Y-) B-)dB,
(5.6) + ((f<aYy) 1—2By) — (f«Y.) B_)dB,
+ (= (f<Y.) (1 —2By) + (f<Y.) By)dB_.
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Classically, the vector field X, are the left invariant vector fields on S = SU(2) with dual
left invariant forms w,. Thus they do not project to vector fields on the base space S?
with commuting coordinates (By, B_, By) and relation By B_ = By(1 — By): X, > f is not
a function on S? even when f is. On the other hand, the vector fields Y, are the right
invariant vector fields on SU(2) and thus they project to vector fields on S?%, where they are
not independent any longer and are related by

2(B.Y, + B_Y.)+ (1 —2By)Y. = 0,

which is just the relation to which (5.2]) reduces when ¢ = 1.
By changing coordinates By = %(1 — z) so that the radius condition for S? is written as
r? = 4B, B_ + 22, the exterior derivative operator in (5.6) becomes

df = 0,f dv + 0, f dBy + 0_f dB_ — (Af) (wdx + 2B_ dB. + 2B, dB_)

where A = 20, + B, 04 + B_ 0_ is the Euler (dilatation) vector field. One then computes
dr? = 2(1—r*)(x dv+2B_ dB,+2B, dB_), which vanishes when restricting to $: r—1 = 0.

5.2. Connections on projective modules over Sg. In this section, we construct g-affine
connections on a class of projective modules over Sg. The definition of ¢-affine connections
applies equally well to the subalgebra Sg, and since a<Y € Sg for a € Sg and Y € U, (su(2)),
we will in the following consider the right action of ¢, (su(2)) on SZ.

The quantum Peter—Weyl theorem for Sf;’ results into an explicit (vector space) decompo-
sition of the algebra SJ, that is S} = ®pezLy, with

(5.7) Lo={f €St a(f) =2},

for the U(1) action a in (EI). Equivalently, £, = {f € S3, K> f = ¢ 2 f}. It follows
that £y = Sq2, as well as £,L,, C L, 1, Clearly, the right action of U, (su(2)) leaves each L,
invariant. Moreover, it is easy to see that L, is a Sg—bimodule. For f,g € Sg and i, € L,,,

a:(fPng) = cz(f)az(¥n)az(g) = 2" (fing),

which implies that £, is a S2-bimodule.
As a right (or equivalently left) module, each £, can be realised as a finitely generated

projective Sg-module as we now briefly recall (cf. [BM98|, [HM99, Lan1§]).
Forn > 0and = 0,1,...,n, let (¥,),, (Pn), € S; be given as

((I)”>M = \/Oé—wcn_“a“ (\I]n>,u — M(C*>M(a*)n_u

with
n—p—1 2(n—k) p—1 —2(n—k)
l1—q wTT 4
Qnp = H 1= @20+ Pon = 4 H 1= ¢20+0) "
k=0 k=0

It is straight-forward to check that
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implying that

(pn)", = (T =/ Bap B () (@) Ha" " ¢
(p_n)ﬂy = ((I) ) ( ) \/mc" MCLM( ) ( *)n—u

satisfy p2 = p, and p?, = p_,. Moreover, it is easy to see that the entries (p,)*, and
(p_n)*, € Sg, which implies that one has finitely generated projective Sg—modules

M= pn(Sg)"Jrl ifn>0
" p_‘n|(52)|n‘+1 ifn<0.

These modules M,, are isomorphic as right 52 modules to £,, for each n € Z.
Now, let {e,}"_, be a basis of (S7)"*". leen an invertible hermitian form h on (S7)"*,

Proposition gives a g-affine connection on (57 2yl compatible with h as
6)@6# = eVF’_’W = eyh”p(%hw AY, +ap,, < K)
%Xfeu = eVF’iu = eyh”p(%hw Y. + a;p N K)
Vx.en =%, = e, (3hy, aY, +b,, < K?).

for arbitrary a,., b, € Sg such that b7, = b,

If n > 0 then &, = e,(pn)

that V =p, o Visa g-affine connection on M, with
Vi, e = (V. en(pn)’) = pa(Vi, ) ((pa)”, < K2) + 6, ((pn)", 9 X4)
= & WP ) (Shyy < Xy + a4, < K) (pn)”, + ey((pn)vﬂ q X+)
Vx_éy = 0P (hy, < X_+a}, < K)(p,)", + 6,,((pn)yu -)

széﬂ = é“/hfypq4(“_y) (%h’pu < Xz + bpl/ < K2) (pn> m + eu((pn> )

are generators of M, = p,(S7)"*! and Proposition implies

using that (p,)*, < K = ¢""*(pn)*,. Moreover, if p, is orthogonal with respect to h, then V
is compatible with the restriction of h to M,,. A similar construction goes for n < 0.

6. FURTHER COMMENTS: SKETCHING A GENERALIZATION

As final section of comments we sketch a way to generalise (some of) the constructions above
for any Hopf algebra with a left covariant differential calculus and corresponding quantum
tangent space [Wor89]. While referring to [KS97), 14.1] for details, we recall that a first order
differential calculus (I, d) over the Hopf algebra (H, A, S, ¢) is called left-covariant if there is
a linear map Ar : I' = H ® I' such that, for all a,b € H it holds that

Ar(fdg) = A(f)(id ® d))A(g).

An element p € T is called left-invariant if Ap(p) =1 ® p and we let ;,,I" denote the vector
space of invariant elements. There is then a corresponding quantum tangent space Tt C H°
(the dual Hopf algebra) with a unique bilinear form (-,-) : Tr X I' — C such that 71

(X, fdg) =<(f)X(9),
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for g, f € H, and X € Tr. The vector spaces i,,I' and Tt form a non-degenerate dual pair
with respect to this bilinear form. Also, the pairing can be written as a left action as in (2.1]),

X f=fay(h f)
for X € Tr and f € H. Furthermore, one has dual bases {X,, a = 1,2,...,n} of Tt and
{wa, a =1,2,...,n} of i, I and a family of functionals {oy, a,b =1,2,...,n} such that
df =3 (Xa> f)wa

(6.1) Xov (f9) = fXa> (9) + X > (f) 052 (9).
In H° we have

Aoy =0t @y,  S(Xa)=—X5(0y).
With compatible x-structures, using the second relation and (Z2) one readily computes:
(6.2) Xob ff=—olv (X[ )"

By way of illustration let us consider the trivial right module M = H with hermitian form
h(my, mg) = mims. The analogue of the condition (B]) in Definition B2l is read from (G.1]) as

(6.3) Vx, > (mf) =mX,> (f) + (Vx, > (m)) ol e (f).

In turn, the compatibility with the hermitian form reads:

(6.4) Xa(h(ml,m2)) = h(ml, VX+m2) — ol (h(VXgml,m2)).
Indeed, using (6.1)) and ([6.2]), we compute

Xa(h(ml,mg)) X l>(
= X, > (m]

= X, > (m]
(

my)
2) = miXo > (m2) + X, > (my) 0 > (M)

2) = miX, > (my) — op > (X omy)* ol > (my)
) = i X5 () = o8> (X] b my)* (ms)

from which ([64]) follows.

Equations (€3] and (64]) can be the starting point for a theory of affine connections
on a quantum group with a quantum tangent space. For a torsion freeness condition one
would need (twisted) commutation relations among the elements of 7p. In general these
commutation relations could be involved; in particular they do not need to be quadratic as
in the classical case or in the example in (2.6)—(2.4]). Details should await a different time.
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