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Abstract

We define noncommutative gerbes using the language of sidugis. Quan-
tized twisted Poisson structures are discussed as aniexpltization in the sense
of deformation quantization. Our motivation is the noncoutattive description of
D-branes in the presence of topologically non-trivial kgrokind fields.
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1 Introduction

Gerbes[[[L[]2[]3] are the next step up from a line bundle on thengtric ladder in the
following sense: A unitary line bundle is a 1-cocycle@ech cohomology, i.e., it is a
collection of smooth “transition” functiong,s on the intersection&, N Uz of an open
cover{U,} of amanifold}M satisfyingg.s; = —gsa @ndgas gsy gra = L ONU,NUzNU,,.
A gerbe is a 2-cocycle i€ech cohomology, i.e., it is a collection = {Aap,} of maps
Aapy : Ua NUz N U, — U(1), valued in the abelian group(1), satisfying

_y—1 -1 _ -1
Aapy = Agay = Aays = Ayga (1)

and the 2-cocycle condition
ON = Agyo Ac‘wld Aags )\;éy =1 (2)

onU,NUgNU,NUs. The collectiom = {3, } of maps with the stated properties defines
a gerbe in the same sense as a collection of transition mgctiefines a line bundle. In
the special case wheveis aCech 2-coboundary with = 6h, i.e., \opy = hag by hya,

we call the collectiorh = {h,z} of functionsh,.s : U, N Us — U(1) a trivialization of

a gerbe. Taking the “difference” of two trivializatioq#,s}, {h,5} of a gerbe we step
down the geometric ladder again and obtain a line bunglg:= h.s/h,,; satisfies the
1-cocycle conditioy.s ggy gya = 1.

A gerbe has a local trivialization for any particular openiggeof the covering: Defin-
ing hg, = Aog, With 3, # 0 we find from the 2-cocycle condition of a gerbe that
Aapy = hag hgy hyo. This observation leads to an equivalent definition of a gémlderms
of line bundles on the double overlaps of the cover. The oiifgrénce to the definition
of a line bundle from this point of view is that we step up themetric ladder and use
line bundles orU, N U rather than transition functions. A gerbe is then a coltecof
line bundlesL, s for each double overlafg, N U, such that:

G1 There is an isomorphist,; = g;.
G2 There is a trivialization\ s, of L,s ® Lg, ® L, OnNU, N Uz N U,.
G3 The trivialization),s, satisfiesiA =1 onU, N Uz N U, N Us.

Gerbes are interesting in physics for several reasons: tigation is the interpreta-
tion of D-brane charges in terms of K-theory in the preseri@topologically nontrivial
B-field, when the gauge fields living on D-branes become cdiorexon certain non-
commutative algebras rather than on a vector buriflld [4]-[A2umaya algebras appear
to be a natural choice and give the link to gerbes. Gerbdseralhan line bundles, are
the structure that arises in the presence of closed 3-fookgbaunds as, e.g., in WZW
models and Poisson sigma models with WZW tefp{[9,[IB, 14].b&ehelp illuminate
the geometry of mirror symmetry of 3-dimensional Calabu+Yaanifolds [B] and they
provide a language to formulate duality transformationthwigher order antisymmetric



fields [I3]. Our motivation is the noncommutative descaptof D-branes in the presence
of topologically non-trivial background fields.

The paper is organised as follows: In section 2 we recalldballdescription of non-
commutative line bundles in the framework of deformatioarmfization. Instead of repeat-
ing that construction we shall take the properties that wlereved in [16] 1]7] as a formal
definition of a noncommutative line bundle. In the same spie define noncommutative
gerbes in section 3 using the language of star products amglement this definition
with an explicit realization of noncommutative gerbes aamjizations of twisted Poisson
structures as introduced in ]18] and further discussed3h [1

2 Noncommutative line bundles

Here we collect some facts on noncommutative line bundlgs[I®] that we will need
in the sequefl. Let (M, #) be a general Poisson manifold, anthe corresponding Kont-
sevich’s deformation quantization of the Poisson temisdfurther let us consider a good
covering{U"} of M. For purposes of this paper a noncommutative line bufidéedefined
by a collection of local transition function®? € C>(U'NU’)[[A]], valued in the envelop-
ing algebra of/(1) (see [21L]), and a collection of map¥ : C>°(U*)[[h]] — C>°(U")[[A]],
formal power series ith starting with identity and with coefficients being diffeteh op-
erators such that
G % GIF = g% (3)

onU'NUNU* G% =10onU* and

Ad,GY = D' o (D)) (4)

on U’ N U’ or, equivalently,D'(f) x G¥ = G « Di(f) for all f € C°(U* N U7)[[R]].
Obviously, with this definition the local ma@ can be used to defirgtobally a new star
product+’ (because the inner automorphisi$, G7 do not affecty’)

Di(f+ g)=D'f+Diyg. (5)

We say that two line bundle§, = {G7, D!, «} andL, = {GY, Dj, «} are equivalent if
there exist a collection of invertible local functiof& € C>°(U")[[R]] such that

GY = H'« Gy » (H)™ (6)
and ‘ -
Dj = Ad,H' oD} (7)

1A noncommutative line bundle is a finite projective modutetie present context it can be understood
as a quantization of a line bundle in the sense of deformgti@mtization. Here we shall take the properties
of quantized line bundles as derived E[El, 17] as a formfihdmn of a noncommutative line bundle.




The tensor product of two line bundilgs = {G%, Di, x,} andL, = {GY, Di, x5} is well
defined ifx, = «} (or x; = «,.) Then the corresponding tensor product is a line bundle
Lo® L1 = Lo = {G,, D}, } defined as
Gty = Di(GY) 1 GY = GY % D{(GY) (8)
and 4 4 _
Di, =DioDi . (9)
The order of indices of,; indicates the bimodule structure of the correspondingespac
of sections to be defined later, whereas the first index od-ths andD;,’s indicates the
star product (herex;) by which the objects multiply.
A section? = (') is a collection of function@’ € C*(U")[[h]] satisfying consis-
tency relations _ B _
U =GY x U (10)
on all intersectiong/* N U7. With this definition the space of sectiofiss a right =

(C>(M)[[n]],*) module. We shall use the notatigk for it. The right action of the
function f € 2 is the regular one

U.f = (UFf). (11)

Using the map®’ it is easy to turr€ also into a lef’ = (C>°(M)[[A]], ) moduley E.
The left action of’ is given by

fU = (D'(f)* V). (12)

It is easy to check, using](4), that the left actipn] (12) is patible with (ID). From the
property [b) of the map®’ we find

fg¥)=(f+g)7. (13)

Together we have a bimodule structyréy on the space of sections. There is an obvious
way of tensoring sections. The section

Wiy = Dy (W) =1 ¥y (14)

is a section of the tensor product line bundle (B), (9). Tengoof line bundles naturally
corresponds to tensoring of bimodules.

Using the Hochschild complex we can introduce a naturagckfitial calculus on the
algebra2l.fi The p-cochains, elements 6f? = Homc (AP, 2A), play the role ofp-forms
and the derivatiod : C? — CP*!is given onC € C? as

dc(fl,fm .. -afp-l—l) = fi *C(f% . -vfp-l—l) - C(fl * fa, .. -afp-l—l)
+C(f1. fax faro oo fpr1) — -+ (ZDPC(fr, for oo fo* fos1)
+ (—1)p+10(f1,f2,...,fp)*fp+1 . (15)

20ther choices for the differential calculus are of coursssjigle, e.g., the Lie algebra complex.
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A (contravariant) connectioW : £ ®g C? — £ @9 CPT! can now be defined by a formula
similar to (I5) using the natural extension of the left amghtimodule structure of to
E ®9 CP. Namely, for ad € £ ®q C? we have

Vo (fl,fz, .. '7fp+1) = f1~(1>(f2> .. '7fp+1) - (I’(fl * fa, .. -7fp+1)
+O(f1, fox far ooy for1) — o+ (Z1)PR(f1, for - fp o for1)

+(_1)p+1(1>(f17f27'"7fp)'fp+l . (16)
We also have the cup product U C; of two cochaing”; € C? andC; € CY,
(Cl U CQ)(fla e fp—i—q) = Cl(f17 e fp) *02<fp+17 e fq) : (17)

The cup product extends to a map frdth®y CP) R C? 10 € @y CP14. The connection
V satisfies the graded Leibniz rule with respect to the cupymband thus defines a bona
fide connection on the modul®,. On the sections the connecti®introduced here is
simply the difference between the two actiong’6f (M)[[A]] on &:

VU (f)=fU—U.f=(VU(f)=(Df)»¥ —¥xf) . (18)

As in [[[1] we define the gauge potentid = (A’), where theA’ : C*°(U")[[h]] —
C>(U")[[n]] are local 1-cochains, by

A'=D' —id. (19)
Then we have for a sectioh = (¥*), where thel’ € C°(U*)[[h]] are local0-cochains,
VI (f) =AU (f) + AY(f)» T, (20)
and more generallfv'® = d®’ + A'U P’ with & = (%) € £ @y CP. In the intersections
U' N U’ we have the gauge transformation (¢f. (4))
AP = Ad,GY o A + G % d(GT)" . (21)

The curvatureky = V? : £ @9 O? — £ ®y CP*? corresponding to the connectidn,
measures the difference between the two star produatsdx. On a sectiony, it is given

by

(Kv¥)(f,9) = (D(f+ g—frg) ') . (22)
The connection for the tensor product line bunde (8) isgive sections as
ViUl = Di(VaWUh) % UL+ Di(Wy) 5 VUL (23)
Symbolically,
vlg - V1 + Dl(VQ) (24)

Let us note that the space of sectighas a righ-module is projective of finite type. Of
course, the same holdséfis considered as a left’ module. Also let us note that the two
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Figure 1:Double intersectio/, N U equipped with a NC line bundl@ifﬁ *a Ggfﬁ = Gg’fﬁ.

algebra®( and?l’ are Morita equivalent. Up to a global isomorphism they mestdtated

by an action of the Picard group Pid) =~ H?(M,Z) as follows. LetL € Pic(M) be a
(complex) line bundle o/ and F' its Chern class. Consider the formal Poisson structure
0’ given by the geometric series

0 =0(1+hFo)" (25)

In this formulad and F’ are understood as maps 7*M — T M, F : TM — T*M andd’

is the result of the indicated map compositions. THenust (up to a global isomorphism)
be the deformation quantization éfcorresponding to somg € H?*(M,Z). If F = da
then the corresponding quantum line bundle is trivial, i.e.

GY = (H) '« H’ (26)

and the linear map
D =Ad,H oD’ (27)

defines a global equivalence (a stronger notion than Mogitéavalence) ok and«x’.

3 Noncommutative gerbes

Now let us consider any coverind/, } (not necessarily a good one) of a manifdifl
Here we switch from upper Latin to lower Greek indices to ldbe local patches. The rea-
son for the different notation will become clear soon. Cdaskeach local patch equipped
with its own star product,, the deformation quantization of a local Poisson strucyre
We assume that on each double intersectign = U, N Uz the local Poisson structures
6, andf; are related similarly as in the previous section via sormegirat closed two form
Fjs,, which is the curvature of a line bundle;, € Pic(U,z)

O = 05(1 + hFga04) " (28)

Let us now consider a good coverifg, of each double intersectidit, N U with a
noncommutative line bundl&g, = {Gifﬁ, DQB,*Q}, see Figuré|1,

Guls*a Gl =Guz . Gag=1, (29)
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Dep(f) *a Gag = Gig *a Dag(f) (30)
and

Déﬁ(f x5 ) = %(f) *a éﬁ(g) . (31)
The opposite order of indices labelling the line bundles #rgdcorresponding transition
functions and equivalences simply reflects a choice of caime. As in the previous
section the order of indices df,; indicates the bimodule structure of the corresponding
space of sections, whereas the order of Greek indices’'@mand D’s indicates the star
product in which the objects multiply. The product alwayggwith the first index of the

multiplied objects.
A noncommutative gerbe is characterised by the followingras:

Axiom 1 Los = {GY,, Db, x5} andLs, = {GZ;, Di 4, %, } are related as follows
{GHo Dhas kst = {(DLs) H(Gh), (Diys) ™t %} (32)
i.e. Lo5 = L. (Notice also thatD’ ;)1 (G%,) = (Dis) "' (G%y) )

Axiom 2 On the triple intersectioti,"UzNU, the tensor produdt, s ® L, is equivalent
to the line bundleC,,, . Explicitly

Ggﬁ *a DiB(Gzﬁj’y) = Afxﬁ’y *a Gg’Y ' (Aj);ﬁl'y ! (33)
Do D), = Ad Ny 0, @)

Axiom 3 On the quadruple intersectidn, N Uz N U, N Us

Atpy *a Dos = Dop(Ays) %a Mogs (35)

With slight abuse of notation we have used Latin indi¢eg, ..} to label both the good
coverings of the intersection of the local patchgsand the corresponding transition func-
tions of the consistent restrictions of line bundi&s; to these intersections. A short com-
ment on the consistency of Axiom 3 is in order. Let us define

Dly, =DigoDy oD, . (37)
Then it is easy to see that
,Dizﬁw © D(imé © ,Diz(SB = ,Dizﬁ © ,Défycg © ,Dga . (38)

In view of (34) this implies that

Alaﬁwé = ,Déz[?( Zﬁfyc;) *a AZ{B(S *a Alac%/ *a A?mﬁ



is central. Using this and the associativity-Qf together with [33) applied to the triple
tensor product;, ® L5 ® L3, transition functions
GY

afy = Ggﬁ *a Dig(ngjfy) *a Diﬁ(DéW(Gi,{s)) (39)
reveals that\) ;s is independent of. It is therefore consistent to séf,, ; equal tol.
A similar consistency check works also f¢r](36). If we reglatl noncommutative line
bundlesl,s in Axioms 1-3 by equivalent ones, we get by definition an egjamt non-
commutative gerbe.

There is a natural (contravariant) connection on a quanteriey It is defined using
the (contravariant) connectiond,; = (Vi) (cf. ([@8), (I8)) on quantum line bundles
Ls.. Let us denote by s, the contravariant connection formed on the triple tensor
productL,.s = Lo, ® L3 ® L, With mapsD;, ;. and transition functiong (B9) according
to the rule [24). Axiom 2 states thag, ;. is a trivialization of£. s and that
Ay =0. (40)

aﬁw afy T

Using Axiom 2 one can show that the product bundle
Losys = Lapy @ Lays @ Lasg @ Lag @ Lasy @ Laa (41)

is trivial: it has transition functlonél” s = Land mapD, ;. ; = id. The constant unit
section is thus well defined on this bundle Ops,s We also have the sectidm ;. s).
Axiom 3 impIies(Ang) to be the unit section. If two of the indices 53, v, ¢ are equal,
triviality of the bundlel,s,s implies (3§). Using for example the first relation [n}(36) one
can show t_haﬂ'_f[;S) written in the form;, (A} 5) xa Al gs %a Mis, *a M,z = 1 IS invariant
under cyclic permutations of any three of the four factonseaping on the |.h.s..

If we now assume thak,s = da,s for eachU, N Uz then all line bundle< s, are
trivial '

Glly = (Hiy)™ %o H,

Doy = Ad, Hig0 Dl .

It then easily follows that

(42)

defines a global function on the triple intersectiann U m U,. Ay Is just the quotient
of the two section$H}, ; x D}, 3(H}.,) *a DDy, (H,, N~ andAgB,y of the triple tensor
product’,,®L,s®Ls,. Onthe quadruple overldﬂ]mUﬁ NU,NUs it satisfies conditions

analogous tg(35) an¢l (36)
Aaﬁfy *a Aa*y& = ,Da[?(AB'ycS) *a Aa55 ) (43)

Aaﬁ'y = (Aawﬁ)_l and Daﬁ (Aﬁva) = Aaﬁ'y . (44)



Also
Daﬁ o Dﬁfy o nya = Ad*aAaB'y . (45)

So we can take formulaf (43)-{45) as a definition of a gerbledrtase of a good covering
{U.}. The collection of local equivalencéds,; satisfying [4p) withA, s, fulfilling (43),
(@4) defines on\/ a stack of algebrag [P2].

From now on we shall consider only good coverings. A noncotatiue gerbe defined
by A.s, and D,z is said to be trivial if there exist a global star produobn A/ and a
collection of “twisted” transition functions,s defined on each overldg, N Uz and a
collectionD,, of local equivalences between the global produand the local products,

Do(f) * Dalg) = Dalf *a g)

satisfying the following two conditions:
Gaﬁ * Gﬁfy = DQ(AQBV) * Gory (46)

and
Ad*Gag o Dﬁ = Da o Dag . (47)

Locally, every noncommutative gerbe is trivial as is easégn from[(43),[(44) and (¥#5)
by fixing the indexx. Defining as in[(19).4, = D, — id, A,3 = D.s — id we obtain the
“twisted” gauge transformations

.Aa = Ad*Gag o Aﬁ + Gag * d(Gag)_l — Da o) Aag . (48)

4 Quantization of twisted Poisson structures

Let H € H3(M,Z) be a closed integral three form on M. Such a form is known taneefi
a gerbe on M. We can find a good coverifig, } and local potential#, with H = dB,
for H. OnU, N Uj; the difference of the two local potentials, — B is closed and hence
exact: B, — Bg = da.g. On atriple intersectioty, N Ug N U, we have

Aaf + Apy + Qo = —Z')\agfyd)\_l (49

afy:

The collection of local functions, s, defines the gerbe.
Let us also assume the existence of a formal antisymmetractar fieldd = 6 +
rO™M + ... on M such that
0,0 = h0"H , (50)

where| | ] is the Schouten-Nijenhuis bracket aftd denotes the natural map sending
n-forms ton-vector fields by “using to raise indices”. Explicitly, in local coordinates,
o Hiik = gimpinrgke . We callf a Poisson structure twisted % [[[g, @,[I8]. On each
U, we can introduce a local formal Poisson structiyye= 6(1 — hB,0)™", [0, 0.] = 0.
The Poisson structurds andé; are related on the intersectiéh N U as in (28)

00 = 05(1 + hFpa05)"" (51)
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with an exactFjs, = dag,. Now we can use Formality [P3] to obtain local star produgts
and to construct for each intersectibp N Uz the corresponding equivalence mapss.
See [17[ 6] for an explicit formula for the equivalence majscording to our discussion
in the previous section thede, 3, supplemented by trivial transition functions, define a
collection of trivial line bundle<s,. On each triple intersection we then have

Daﬁ e} ,DB’Y 0] D’Yc‘f = Ad*aAaﬁw . (52)

It follows from the discussion after formul@ {36) that s, defines a quantum gerbe (a
deformation quantization of the classical geiag, ) if each of the central function$, g.s
introduced there can be chosen to be equal t8ee [[IP, section 5] an J24] that this is
really the case.
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