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Abstract

We show that Hermitian-Einstein metrics can be locally constructed by a map from (anti-
)self-dual two-forms on Euclidean R?* to symmetric two-tensors introduced in [I]. This corre-
spondence is valid not only for a commutative space but also for a noncommutative space. We
choose U(1) instantons on a noncommutative C? as the self-dual two-form, from which we derive
a family of Hermitian-Einstein metrics. We also discuss the condition when the metric becomes
Kabhler.

1 Introduction

In this article, a linear map from differential two-forms to symmetric two-tensors in two-
dimensional Hermitian manifolds introduced in [I] is studied. The map reveals another as-
pect of Seiberg-Witten map. The original Seiberg-Witten map is a map from noncommutative
gauge fields to commutative gauge fields with a background B-field [2]. On the other hand, it
has been interpreted in [IL B} [4] as a map from a noncommutative gauge field to a Kéhler metric.

A purpose of this article is to clarify the map in [I [3] 4] which locally maps (anti-)self-dual
two-forms on C? to Hermitian-Einstein metrics of two-dimensional Kihler manifolds. It might
be worth noting that it is enough for these two-forms to be defined as a symplectic structure
on a commutative manifold, although this map was developed in the context of Seiberg-Witten
map in noncommutative gauge theory. But this correspondence between the self-dual two-form
and Hermitian-Einstein metric can be lifted to noncommutative spaces after (canonical or de-
formation) quantization [5].

The second purpose of this article is to construct explicit examples of Hermitian-Finstein
metrics from noncommutative U(1) instantons. U(1) instantons on noncommutative C? were
found by Nekrasov and Schwarz [6]. We will construct the two-form from a multi-instanton
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solution given in [7] where the noncommutative U(1) instanton solutions are written in an oper-
ator form acting on a Fock space. The Fock space is defined by Heisenberg algebra generated by
noncommutative complex coordinates. There is a dictionary between the linear operators acting
on the Fock space and usual functions [§]. The dictionary is applicable for arbitrary noncom-
mutative Kéhler manifold obtained by deformation quantization with separation of variables
[9]. Concrete Hermitian-Einstein metrics are obtained by translating the noncommutative in-
stantons as linear operators into ordinary functions by using the dictionary in [§].

The third purpose is to clarify the Kéahler condition for the metrics derived from noncom-
mutative U(1) instantons. Since a Kéhler manifold is a symplectic manifold too although the
reverse is not necessarily true, one can quantize the Kéhler manifold by quantizing a Poisson
algebra derived from the underlying symplectic structure of the Kéhler geometry, as recently
clarified in [5]. We will show that the metric derived from noncommutative U(1) instantons
becomes a Kéhler metric if the underlying Poisson algebra of U(1) instantons or its quantization
is an associative algebra.

Here we mention some studies related with subjects of this article. It has been conjectured
in [10, I1] that NC U(1) gauge theory is the fundamental description of Kéhler gravity at all
scales including the Planck scale and provides a quantum gravity description such as quantum
gravitational foams. Recently it was shown in [12] [I3], [14] that the electromagnetism in noncom-
mutative spacetime can be realized as a theory of gravity and the symplectization of spacetime
geometry is the origin of gravity. Such picture is called emergent gravity and it proposes a candi-
date of the origin of spacetime. See also related works in Refs. [15] [16} [17] [18], [19] 20} 211, 221 23]
As a bottom-up approach of the emergent gravity formulated in [24], the Eguchi-Hanson met-
ric [25] 20] in four-dimensional Euclidean gravity is used to construct anti-self-dual symplectic
U(1) gauge fields, and U(1) gauge fields corresponding to the Nekrasov-Schwarz instanton [6]
are reproduced by the reverse process [27]. As a top-down approach of emergent gravity, the
U(1) instanton found by Braden and Nekrasov [28] derives a corresponding gravitational metric.

The organization of this paper is as follows. In section Bl some linear algebraic formulas for
self-duality are prepared. In section Bl the correspondence between the self-dual two-forms and
Hermitian-Einstein metrics is studied. In section [, Hermitian-Einstein metrics are explicitly
constructed from noncommutative U(1) instantons. In section [ the gauge theory realization
of the Kéahler condition is studied. In section [6, we discuss an outlook of this subject. Some
technical details are left for the appendices.



2 Self-duality

Definition 1 (Hodge star operator). An automorphism % on the set of 4 x 4 alternative matrices
is defined as

0 wiz w1z wig 0 w34  —wa4 w3
N —wi2 0 W23 Waq | —wsa O w4 —Wwi3
—wiz —wez 0 w3y ' wyy —wig O w2 |’
—wig —waq —w3ze 0 —wz3 w1z —wiz 0

(i.e., W19 < W34, W13 <> W42, Wig < LUQg) .

In other words, *wy; is defined as
4
1
FWEl = 5 Z EklmnWmn
m,n

where €pnn is Levi-Civita symbol. The operator  is called the Hodge star operation in Eu-
clidean R*.

+

Definition 2 (Anti-self-dual matrix). A 4 x4 alternative matrix w™ is an (anti-)self-dual matrix

if
*wE = +w®. (2.1)

An (anti-)self-dual matrix 6F is defined as

0 -6 0 0
re o
0 0 £6 0
where 6 is a real number. Note that w® and #F commute each other:
wieF = oFwE, (2.3)

Definition 3 (Matrix g*). Let £, be the 4 x 4 unit matrix and w® be a 4 x 4 (anti-)self-dual
matrix. Assume that det [Fy — w®0F] # 0, then 4 x 4 matrix g& is defined as

gt =2 (E4 - wi9$)_1 — By
Remark 1. gF is a symmetric matrix because of 23] and it can be inverted to

= (* - B) (o ) (07)
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The Remark [ allows us to regard g= as a metric tensor since it is symmetric and nonde-
generate.

Lemma 2.1. For any 4 x 4 (anti-)self-dual matriz w™,
*wt = £wt = det [gi] =1. (2.4)
This lemma is proved by a direct calculation.

Definition 4. The map tgpeqy : {wc € M,[C] | w(TC = —wc} — My[R] is defined as

0 2iwer i weir —weot  1(wWeiz + weat)
, weil  wWeis _ —2iweqg 0 —i(we1z + weet)  Weiz — Weat
skew _ B - _ - i = - 0 21 5
Weal W2z —weiz Fweer 1 (weiz + weart) 1Weoz
—i(weig +weot)  —wWeiz + Wt —2iwegs 0

Note that we7 and wees are pure imaginary.

If the coordinate transformation on the coordinate neighborhood is z; := x? + ix!, 2y =
% 4+ iz3, then the 1y, is the pull-back of a two-form. This means

4

2 4
1 1
Z weprdze Adz = 3 Z widz® A dat = 3 Z (tskew [we)) g dz® A dat.
k=1 k=1 k=1

The above t4¢ is defined as satisfying this relation.

Remark 2. tgpeq satisfies the following relation
det [Lskew [WCH =16 (det [WC])2 :
Using this result, the following lemma can be deduced.

Lemma 2.2. Suppose that the anti-Hermitian matriz wc satisfies weos = —weygi, i-€. trwe = 0.
Then the two-form tsgew|we] is anti-self-dual, i.e.,

Wcil wWei2 _ Wci1l wWeiz
* 9 Lskew _ 7 = —lskew B ~ .
Weol  We22 Weol  We22

3 Hermitian-Einstein metrics and (anti-)self-dual two-
forms

In this section, we discuss how to make a Hermitian-Einstein metric from an anti-self-dual
two-form. Let us define a u (1)-valued two-form on R* by

4
Z wklda:k A dat.
k=1



where w is an alternative matrix (w),; := wy. If w is an anti-self-dual matrix, then the two-form
is called anti-self-dual two-form.

3.1 Ricci flat metrics and Hermitian-Einstein metrics

Let M be a Hermitian manifold and h be its metric. As a well-known fact, Ricci curvature Ry
for a Hermitian manifold (M, h, V) with the Levi-Civita connection V takes a simple form

R;), = &]ak log (det [h]) . (3.1)

See, for example, [29] 30]. Let A be a cosmological constant. When h satisfies the Einstein’s

equation.
Ry = Ahy

then M is called an Einstein manifold. In this paper we will focus on a Ricci flat manifold (i.e.
Rz; =0 or A =0). We consider M as a real manifold with local coordinates z* (1 = 1,2, 3,4).

Definition 5. The map tgym : {h € Ms[C] | hT = h} — My[R] is defined as

hi1 0 5 (hiz + hot) % (hot — hy3)
Lo [( hit iz >] -, 0 ) hii —g; (ha1 —hyz) g (hag + hop)
Y hot D3 ? (hia + hot)  —2; (hoy — hy3) hay3 0
5 (ha1 — hy3) % (h1a + hot) 0 hos

where h is a matrix and (h); := hyj.

Remark 3. Assume that h is a Hermitian metric. If the coordinate transformation on a co-
ordinate neighborhood is z' := 22 + iz!, 22 := 2* 4 iz?, the Lsym is then the pull-back of the
Hermitian metric given by

2 4
> hygderdz =Y (vaym [1])), dadat.
k=1 k=1

Hence t4ym squares the determinant:
det [Lsym (h)] = (det [h])?.

A Hermitian metric made with Ls_ylm will be used below.

Definition 6. If h € C (U, M,[C]) and At = h, then
h>0inU <= YueU, h(u)>0

where h (u) > 0 means that h is positive definite as a Hermitian matrix.



Lemma 3.1. If h € C* (U, M[C]) is a Hermitian matriz with det[h] = 1 and h is positive
(negative) at *p € U, then h is positive (negative) in U.

Proof. This follows from
{hGMﬂC] | h="h', det[h] :1}
:{(Z Z>GM2[CH(L,dGR,a>O,d>0, ad > 1, |b|:\/ad—_1}
H{(% 2>€M2[C]\a,deR,a<o,d<o, ad > 1, \b\:m}

which means two spaces are disconnected. O

From the above discussions, the following theorem is obtained.
Theorem 3.2. Let w™® be an (anti-)self-dual two-form on an open neighborhood U, i.e. xw™ =
+w*, and

sym

PE = i |2 (Ba = w07) ™ — By (3.2)
Then h* gives a Ricci-flat Hermitian metric on U. So (U,h™) is a local realization of an

Einstein manifold.

Proof. Because of Lemma 21}, if xw™ = +w™, then
det [n*] = 1. (3.3)

Because of Lemma [31 and Remark [, h* is a metric tensor. From equations (31) and ([33),
Rjk = &jak log (det [hi]) =0. U

Local complex coordinates can be arranged in such a way that the Jacobians of the transition
functions on overlapping charts are one on all the overlaps. In that case, det[hi] is a globally
defined function and the Ricci-flat condition reduces to the Monge-Ampére equation [31]

det[h*] = &, (3.4)

where the constant x is related to the volume of a Kahler manifold that depends only on
the Kéhler class. Therefore Theorem implies that the self-duality for the two-form w¥ is
equivalent to the Ricci-flat condition ([B3.4]) of Kihler manifolds defined by the metric h* [32].



4 Hermitian-Einstein metric from noncommutative
instanton on C2

In the previous section we found the way to construct a Hermitian-Einstein metric from an
(anti-)self-dual two-form. To construct the Hermitian-Einstein metric, we will employ the in-
stanton curvature on noncommutative C? as the (anti-)self-dual two-form. There are many
ways to obtain noncommutative C? (see [33] for a review and references therein). We use the
Fock representation of noncommutative C? given in [8], which is based on the Karabegov’s de-
formation quantization [9]. There is a simple dictionary between the Fock representation and
ordinary functions. Using the dictionary, the Hermitian-Einstein metric is expressed in terms
of usual functions.

4.1 Noncommutative C?

Consider a noncommutative algebra (C> (C?)[[A]],*) led by (Ad) in Appendix [Al The star
product induces a Heisenberg algebra

[zk,il]* = —(p0gi, [zk,zl]* =0, [ik,il]* =0, (4.1)

where [z,y], := x * y — y * x. We represent it by creation and annihilation operators given by

Zk k
ap ;= ——, a) = ——
Vi F
then
[ak,azr]* = O, [az, a” = 0, lak, ar], = 0.

In the following (1 = (s = ¢ > 0 is assumed.

Note that the choice of a noncommutative parameter has the freedom associated with a
choice of a background two-form [2]. Here the ¢ in (A is regarded as the only noncommuta-
tive parameter. However, in Section B, we will implicitly assume the identification ¢ := 26 since
we will work in the background-independent prescription, i.e. § = B!,

The algebra F on C is defined as follows. The Fock space H is a linear space spanned by
the bases generated by acting a;f’s on |0,0) :

1 my ma
—— (aD * (CZ;) 0,0) = |my1,ma), (4.2)
mi:mo: * *



m
where my and mgy are positive integers and (a)!" stands for @ * ---* a. The ground state |0, 0)
satisfies a; |0,0) = 0, V I. Here, we define the basis of a dual vector space by acting a;’s on (0, 0|

as
1

\/Tll!ng!

where (0, 0| satisfies (0, 0 a; =0, V [. Then we define a set of linear operators as

(0,0 (@1);* * (a2)y* = (n1,n2l,

F := spanc (|m1,ma) (ny,na|;mi,mo,ny,ng =0,1,2,---) (4.3)

where (|m1, ma) (n1,n2|) [k1, k2) = Opiny Okons |1, meo) and (ki, ka| (|m1, ma) (n1,n2|) = dkym, Okam, (n1, N2|.
The product on F is defined as

(|71, J2) (k1, ka]) © (Jm1,m2) (n1,n2|) := dkymy Okoms 141, J2) (P11, 2|,

so, F is an algebra.

There is a one to one correspondence between F and some subalgebra of C'>° ((Cz). For
arbitrary noncommutative Kéhler manifold obtained by deformation quantization with separa-
tion of variables [9], we can find the similar correspondence [8]. The following is the simplest
example of the correspondence.

Definition 7. (Twisted Fock representation). The linear map ¢ : F — C*° (C?) is defined as

11, .2:2

my g — 2B
t(Im1,ma2) (n1,m2l) = €my monyna) = \/% (\/})mfﬁmjﬁnﬁw (4.4)
2lzlys252
especially ¢ (]0,0) (0,0]) = €000 =€ ¢
Proposition 4.1. Let ¢ (F) be defined by
L (F) := spanc (e(m17m2,n17n2); mi,mo,ny,ng =0,1,2, - ) ) (4.5)
Then {¢(F), =} is an algebra where * is in (A.]).
Proof. After a little algebra, one can deduce the following identity
€(ky kol l2) * €(ma,ma,nana) = Olimi Oloma €(ky ks na)- (4.6)
Details are given in [§]. O

The identity ([@6]) derives the following fact.

Proposition 4.2. The algebras (F,o) and {¢(F),*} are isomorphic.



This isomorphism ¢ is a “Fock space - function space” dictionary. From this isomorphism, we
do not distinguish these two algebras and we only use * to represent products in the following.

Here we consider a U(1) gauge theory on noncommutative C2. U(1) gauge connection in
the noncommutative space is defined as follows (see for example [34]).

Definition 8. Rescaled coordinates of C2 are defined as

821 = a

This acts on H as a linear operator.
Using 5zl,§gm, let us introduce covariant derivatives and the gauge curvature as follows.

Definition 9. Covariant derivatives for a scalar field in fundamental representation ¢ € F on
noncommutative C? are defined as

A~

ﬁzl(g:: [ézla(ls}*"i‘fizl *(52 _é*ézl "‘ﬁzl *(Zg

where we define a local gauge field flzl € F and

D, =9, + A,
The gauge curvature is defined as
Pz i =1[Va Vs, | = —% +i[Ds, D] (4.7)
Pz =1 Ve Ve | =102 D, |
Faz, i =1|Va,Vs,| =i[Dz.Ds,]

4.2 Ricci-flat metrics from noncommutative k-instantons

In this section, we make Ricci-flat metrics on a local neighborhood from noncommutative instan-
tons on C2. As we saw in Section [ (anti)-self-dual two-forms satisfying (2.I]) derive Ricci-flat
metrics. Nekrasov and Schwarz found in [6] how to construct noncommutative instantons on C2
by using the ADHM method and the general solutions for the U(1) gauge theory are given in
[34]. We introduce the commutation relation of complex coordinates as (L1]). As (anti)-self-dual
two-forms in Section Bl we employ noncommutative instantons given in [7].



The general instanton solutions (see [7]) satisfy the (anti)-self-dual relation. An instanton
curvature tensor is described by

and satisfies ([2.1]):
x (tskew (FE 1) ) = =topew (B [R)) (4.8)

See Lemma in Section 2l This fact leads to the following result.

Proposition 4.3. If F(c_ is a k-instanton curvature tensor of U(1) gauge theory on noncom-
mutative C?, and

h k] Z:Ls_ylm {2 <E4 — lskew (F(C_ [k:]) 0+)_1 — E4}

_ 1 <_z111§212i 62 —diF; K6 >_ < 10 > o
4 (F(C— [k]‘ 21\ —4iF K0 4iF k6 -2 01

then h[k] is an Einstein (Ricci-flat) metric.

A concrete example of k-instanton curvature tensors is given in [7] and the curvature is
written by using linear operators on a Fock space. It is known from ([£4]) and Proposition
how to translate the operators into functions. (See also Appendix and [8].) Then the
k-instanton curvature tensor is expressed by concrete elementary functions as follows:

Ny — 2121+z222

A i1 = 2% ¢z 2
Fon [k‘]zz—zz : lc 2= (dy (0,m2; k)

no=0

2lzly,252

o= = 2UM2eT T ¢ g
_ZZ Z 1 2n1!n2!Cn1+nzl ) {(dl (m, 2 k))° = (d (n1_17n2;k))2}’

n1=1n2=0

k1 _z121+z222

~ 12]7 20

RN I,

1.1, 2.2
k—1 _ _zTEA2TET
Z’nl-i-k 1226 ¢ 1

- = L s Adi(ny +k —1,15k) d2 (n1,05k) — dy (ng — 1,05k) d2 (n1 — 1,0;k) }

<n1=1 \/(Tll +k— 1)'711' (\/Z)znl—i—

s 0 o0 ni—1_no+1 —2=T22 _ni _no
1 Z1T 29T e ¢ 21 %y

<“1=1 na=1 \/(nl — 1)l (ng + 1)Ing!ny! (\/Z)2n1+2n2
X {dl (nl - 17712 + 1; k’) d2 (n1,n2§ k‘) - dl (nl - 1,n2; k‘) dg (nl — 1,712; k‘)},
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i W) = —Fops )

Z122 2221

where ng # 0 and

& (ma, 0 ) = /7n1+k7—|—\/ n1+k+10)’

ny + k‘,O)
A(ng +1,n2)
d ,nos k) = + = 4.10
1 (n1,n9; k) n1 A1, m2) ( )
[A(ny + K, 1)
d k) =4 ——F 2
2(”1707 ) (nl‘i’k 0)7
A(ni,ng+1)
dz (n1,m23k) = Vg + 1y [ — == (rma) (4.11)
Here H )
W n1, N2
Ak] (n1,n0) = ,
[ ] ( ! 2) Wi [k] (nl,ng) — 2kwk—1 [k] (nl,ng)
and

wy, [k] (n1,n2) =

Eni{zl(nl —ny+k+ D! 20D <n2+<n—”)!}.

| ! (np—ng— k)l (n—1)! ng!

Note that some notations are slightly changed from [7] and imaginary unit factor causes here.
See also Appendix Bl

Using these instanton curvatures, Hermitian-Einstein metrics can be constructed by concrete
elementary functions according to the Theorem

4.3 Einstein metric from finite N

The full noncommutative U (1) instanton solution is very complicated. For simplicity, let us
consider the (-expansion.

In the previous subsection, F~is represented by an infinite series

. © 1\ 2 .
F = - F7,.. 4.12
et (C ) (%) (4.12)
The anti-self-dual condition '~ = —F~ implies

(4.13)



for each n/2. Therefore it is possible to employ an arbitrary partial sum of (£I2]) determined
1
by a subset S C §Z>o
R 1\2 .
Fg = - F/, 4.14
5 nZ: (4 > (3) (4.14)
S€S
for the anti-self-dual two-form to construct a Hermitian-Einstein metric h without losing rigor-
ousnessEI In the following we consider

N/2 n
A o l 2 .
F{%} = n;ﬂ <<> F(%). (4.15)

Example 1. First let us make the Ricci-flat metric h k], from F [k]{l} The curvature

£ 0
tensor in this case is F [k‘]{l} = < ¢ ; ), and its determinant is det [ [k‘]{l}} %
¢
So the metric h[k]g,y is given by
hklgy = ! ( —AiFyz R0 =2 A, (K]0 ) _ ( Lo >
4 det [ [k]{l}} 02 -1 41Fzzz1 [k]{1}6 41F1z1z1 [k]{l}e -2 01
N 1 1—4¢710 + 4¢7207 0 _ 11372:3 0
1 —4¢—262 0 1+4¢710 + 4¢7262 0 ﬁggjg ‘

This corresponds to the Euclidean metric essentially.

Example 2. Let us make a Ricci-flat metric h [k, from o [k:]{z} From (B.I10),(B.19),

Eg Ky = % {1 2252 (d (0,15 k)% — 221 {(@ (1L,0:1)) = (@ (O,O;k))Q}] < (1) _01 )

idy (k —1,1;k) dy (0,0; k) 0 2F
_ NI k=12 0 .

Then its determinant is
_ 2
et [F Wlgy) = 22 1= 22 (@ 0,10 = 22 {1,002 - (@1 0,0:00)* )
{dy (k —1,1;k)}* {do (0,0; k) }* 2812215,
+ C2+k( 1). :

1One may choose even more loose condition than (ZI4). One can choose a different subset S for each le1,Fz_1Z2
to obtain a Hermitian-Einstein metric.

2171 Z1

12



So the metric h[k](, is given by

1 —AiF s (K]0 — 2 —4iFL s, (K]

(K] = ( (29 >_<1 o)
O et [y Mgy ] 02 -1\ P Miyf 4P Ky -2 0 1)

which can be calculated concretely though its expression becomes complex. To simplify this we
assume k > 3, then

kg = 2 1 <1 0 > + 45 10 (1 0 >
B 1~ ddet (B [H gy | 07 0 L)1 adet [z (K| 62\ O 71

= 2 . ( 10 >
1—402C2 [1 = 22 (dy (0,138))° = 22 { (a1 (1,0:))° — (ds (0,0 k:))2}]2 01

11— 22 (dy (0,1 0)) - 22 {(d1 (1,0:K))° — (d1 (0,0:K))° }] ( Lo )
11— 462C2 |1 = 22 (dy (0, 15K))% = 242 {(d1 (1,0;))” — (d (0,0; k-))2H2 0 -1/

In next subsection, we discuss a Hermitian-Einstein metric obtained from 1-instanton solu-
tion.

4.4 Hermitian-Einstein metric from a 1-instanton

For the simplest example of the Hermitian-Einstein metric given in the previous discussion, we
describe a Hermitian-Einstein metric obtained from a single noncommutative U(1) instanton.
Now we pay attention to low order terms.

13



For k = 1,F(E [1] is

Fros [ = 7 = 252 (01 01:))° = 22 {(@ (1,0:1))° = (s 0,051} + O (¢)

_ % _ %Zz_? _ izéfl {g _ g Lo = % _ é (4227 + Tey 1) + O (¢

Po )= —% < - % - %) dy (0,1;1) d3 (0,0;1) + O (C2)

RE

P ] = _% <1 S ZQ—CQ> d1 (0,1;1) d5 (0,0;1) + O (¢9)
() o

from (BI8),(EI8). Then
det [Pz [Ny | = 4;%? (€ — 2151 — 295)° — ngzx (6C — 72151 — 4205)°  (4.16)

From this 1-instaoton curvature, the Hermitian-Einstein metric is given as

1 —4115;1;1 [1]49y 0 —2 —fliﬁz_@ 0 ) < 1 0 >
4 det [FC‘ [1]} 2 1 —AiF, s oy 0 AF 5 [y 0 — 2 0 1

2271

h [1] {2} =
{2}
4

1—4 { 222 (C— 2121 — 20%2)” — 357 (6¢ — T2121 — 42222)2} o

1 1 0 0 1 0 20 0 2o 0 —4z29Z0 — T2121 0
X{2<0 1>+<<0 —1>+3<3/2<22 0>+6C2< 0 dz97Z9 + 72121

" 20 0 —Z9 (2121 + ZQZQ) B 1 0
3C5/2 —2Z92 (2121 + 2222) 0 01 '

5 Kahler structure and Bianchi identity

In this section we discuss the Kéhler condition on the metric derived from (anti-)self-dual two-
forms of noncommutative U(1) instantons. We will clarify this issue by illuminating the duality
between the Kéhler geometry and U (1) gauge theory claimed in [10].

14



5.1 Kahler geometry and U(1) gauge theory
Let M be a two-dimensional complex manifold with a Kéhler metric
ds® = h;;(z,%)dz"d? | (5.1)

where local complex coordinates are given by z* = 2% +i 221, (i = 1,2). A Kihler manifold
is described by a single function K(z,%), so-called Kahler potential, defined by

. 0’K(z,%)
hij(z,%2) = WrT R (5.2)
The Kéahler potential is not unique but admits a Kéahler transformation given by
K(272) = K(52) + f(2) + T(2) (5.3)

where f(z) and f(Z) are arbitrary holomorphic and anti-holomorphic functions. Two Kihler
potentials related by the Kéhler gauge transformation (5.3]) give rise to the same Kéhler metric

G2).

Definition 10 (Kahler form [30]). Given a Kéhler metric (5.1), the Ké&hler form is a funda-
mental closed two-form defined by

Q=i hg(z,2)dz" NdZ. (5.4)

Note that the Kéahler form (5.4]) can be written as

Q—dA  and A:%@—mK@j) (5.5)

where the exterior differential operator is given by d = 9 + 0 with 0 = dz* aazi and 0 = dEi%.
Then the above Kéhler transformation (0.3]) corresponds to a gauge transformation for the
one-form A given by

A= A+ dx (5.6)

where A = %(7(2) — f(2)). This implies that the one-form A corresponds to U(1) gauge fields
or a connection of holomorphic line bundle. Note that the Kéhler form € on a K&hler manifold
M is a nondegenerate, closed two-form. Therefore the Kahler form €2 is a symplectic two-form.
This fact leads to the following proposition:

Proposition 5.1. A Kdhler manifold (M, Q) is a symplectic manifold too although the reverse
18 not necessarily true.

The Kéhler condition enforces a specific analytic characterization of Kéhler metrics:
Lemma 5.2. ds? is Kdihler if and only if it osculates to order 2 to the Euclidean metric every-

where.
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The proof of this lemma can be found in [35] (Griffiths-Harris, p. 107). It means that the
existence of normal holomorphic coordinates around each point of M is equivalent to that of
Kahler metrics.

Let us consider an atlas {(Uy, ¢a)|a € I} on the Kéhler manifold M and denote the Kéhler
form Q restricted on a chart (Uy, pa) as we = Q|p,. According to the Lemma [5.2] it is possible
to write the local Kéahler form as

wo = B+ F,, (5.7)
where B is the K#hler form of C?. Since the two-form F, must be closed due to the Kihler
condition, it can be represented by F,, = dA,. Using Eq. (&3) and F, = w, — B, the one-form
A, on U, can be written as the form

Ao = 50~ 0)9a(=7) (5.8)

where ¢4 (2,%Z) = Ko(2,Z) — Ko(2,%Z) and K,(z,%) is the Kéhler potential on a local chart U,
and Ko(z,%Z) = 2'z' is the Kihler potential of C2. On an overlap U, (U, two one-forms A,
and Ag can be glued using the freedom (G5.6) such that

Aﬁ = A, + d)\aﬁ (59)

where \,3(2,%) is a smooth function on the overlap U, (\Us. The gluing (53) on U, (Us is
equal to the Kéhler transformation

Kp(2,%) = Ko(2,2) + fap(2) + fop(Z) (5.10)

if )\aﬁ(zvz) = %(?aﬁ(z) - faﬁ(z))'
Remark 4. The Kéhler transformation (5.10) implies the relation

efs = \ef“ﬁFeKo‘.

So ef(22) ig a section of a nontrivial line bundle over M.

According to the proposition (G5.1), the Kéhler manifold (M, h) is also a symplectic manifold
(M, ). Therefore one can find a coordinate transformation ¢, € Diff (U,) on a local coordinate
patch U, such that % (B + F') = B according to the famous Darboux theorem or Moser lemma
in symplectic geometry [36]. In other words, the electromagnetic fields in the local Kéhler
form (B.7) can always be eliminated by a local coordinate transformation. To be specific, the
Darboux theorem ensures the existence of the local coordinate transformation ¢, : y* — z® =

2%(y), p,a=1,--- 4, obeying [37, [38]
dr b

(Bab + Fab(ﬂf)) I A (5.11)

Note that B, and B, are constant since they are coming from the Kahler form of C? =2 R*
according to (0.7 (see also the Lemma [5.2)).
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Remark 5. So far the coordinates x* have been commonly used for both gravity and field theory
descriptions since it does not cause any confusion. However it is convenient to distinguish two
kinds of coordinates (z%, y*) appearing in the Darboux transformation (5.IT). The so-called
Darboux coordinates y* will be used for field theory description while the so-called covariant
coordinates x® will be used for gravity description.

Definition 11 (Poisson bracket [36]). Let § :== B! = %9“”% A 88V € I'(A2TR?) be a Poisson
Y Y
bivector. Then the Poisson bracket { - , - }: C®(R*) x C®(R*) — C*(R*) is defined by

{f,g} = 0(df,dg) for any smooth functions f,g € C°(R*).

Since both sides of Eq. (B.11)) are invertible, one can take its inverse and derive the following
relation

ab 70 xb
o) = (grrm) = G — o) (5.12)

or

~(1578) @ = (o) .13

where ¢,(y) := Bapr®(y). Recall that we have started with a Kéhler manifold with the metric
(5I0) and applied the Darboux transformation to the local Kéhler form (57). Now, in the
description (B.12]) or (BI3]), the curving of the Kéhler manifold is described by local fluctuations
of U(1) gauge fields on the line bundle L — R*. This becomes more manifest by taking the
coordinate transformation in Eq. (5I1]) as the form

Gu(y) = pu + au(y) (5.14)

and by calculating the Poisson bracket

{0u(y), 00 (y)} = =B + uaw(y) — dvan(y) +{au(y),aw(y)} = —Buw + fu(y)- (5.15)

The functions a,(y) in the Darboux transformation (5.14]) will be regarded as gauge fields whose
field strength is given by f,..(y) = Ouau(y) — Ovau(y) + {au(y), a,,(y)}H Since they respect the
non-Abelian structure due to the underlying Poisson structure, they are different from ordinary
U(1) gauge fields A,(x) in ([B.8), so they will be called “symplectic” U(1) gauge fields. Then
Eq. (5.13]) leads to the exact Seiberg-Witten map between commutative U(1) gauge fields and

symplectic U(1) gauge fields [2] 37, [38]:

)= (75") @ o Bl = (T5f) o (5,10

Thus the following Lemma is conferred [12, [39] [40]:

“Here a,, is a gauge field of a new U(1) gauge symmetry with the Poisson structure rather than the original U(1)
gauge symmetry. From the original U(1) gauge theory point of view, they are local sections of the line bundle L — R*.
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Lemma 5.3. The Darbouz transformation ¢, € Diff(U,) on a local coordinate patch U, obeying
©r(B+ F) = B is equivalent to the Seiberg- Witten map between commutative U(1) gauge fields
and symplectic U(1) gauge fields.

The gauge theory description of Kéahler gravity is realized by viewing a K&hler manifold
as a phase space and its Kéhler form as the symplectic two-form on the phase space [10].
This viewpoint naturally leads to a Poisson algebra 8 = {C°°(R%),6} associated with the
Kahler geometry we have started with. The underlying Poisson structure is inherited from the
symplectic structure, i.e. § = B~! € I'(A2TR*), which is a bivector field called the Poisson
tensor.

5.2 Kahler metric and Bianchi identity

Recall that the Seiberg-Witten map (5.16]) has been derived from the local Kéahler form (5.7).
With the identification w® = f* and using the map (5.I8]), the metric g* in the Definition
can be written as

gt =2F*0T + By (5.17)

which can be inverted to yield
1
P = §(Qi — Eq)(07)7" (5.18)

Now we will prove the following proposition [27].

Proposition 5.4. Let F' be a two-form in {518). Then the Kdhler condition for the metric g
in (5.17) is equivalent to the Bianchi identity for the U(1) curvature f.

Proof. First note that the Kdhler condition for the metric g in [5.17) is the closedness of the
fundamental two-form w = B + I, which is equal to dFF = 0. Consider the Jacobi identity

{x@ {2z} + {ab, {2€, 29} + {2¢, {z%, 2b}} = 0 (5.19)
that is equivalent to the Bianchi identity of symplectic U(1) gauge fields

Dafbc + Dbfca + Dcfab = 07 (520)
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where D foe = Oafoe + {a, foc}- Using Eq. {(512), let us rewrite the Jacobi identity (5.19) as

0 = {%0"()}y+ {z",0“(x)}g + {2, 0 () }y

_ g <8a:“ 00 (z) 8_3:178@“”(3:) 0x° 8@“b(x)>

oyt Oy” oyt JyY oyr Oy

_ g 0z 0z 06 (z) 8_a:b 0x? 00 (x)  0x¢ Oz 00 (z)

N oyt Oyv  Oxd oyt Oy¥ Oz oyt Oyv Oz
00 (z)
a ..d
= {.’L’ y L }9 8$d
00 (z)

Oz

— _@ud@b@@fc <

00 (x)

8@ab
+ {xb7xd}9 o (517)

+ {-’L’C, xd}g axd
00 (x) 00 ()
bd cd
+ 0%(x) 5 + 0% (x) 5

OF¢¢(x) N OFfq(x) N E?Fde(a:)> '

= 0%(x)

oxd Oz oxf (5.21)

Since ©% is invertible, we get from ([5.21) the Bianchi identity for the U(1) curvature F, i.e.,

anc(x) aFca(x) + aFab(:E)
Ox? dxb dx¢

=0 = dF = 0. (5.22)

The same argument shows that the reverse is also true, i.e., if dFF = 0, the Bianchi identity
(5.20) is deduced. This completes the proof. O

If one introduces a new bivector © = %@ab(x)a%a A % € I'(A’TR*) using the Poisson tensor
in (512), Eq. (5:2I) shows that the Schouten-Nijenhuis bracket of the bivector © € I'(A2T'N)
identically vanishes, i.e., [0,0]sy = 0 [4I]. This means that the bivector © defines a new
Poisson structure on R* = C2. We thus see that the Bianchi identity for symplectic U(1) gauge
fields leads to the Bianchi identity of commutative U(1) gauge fields and vice versa. Since the
Bianchi identity (5:22]) can be understood as the Kéhler condition for the local Ké&hler form
(1), the Hermitian-Einstein metrics defined by g = w - J must be Kéahler.

Let us quantize the Poisson algebra B to get a noncommutative algebra and a corresponding
noncommutative U(1) gauge theory. We apply the deformation quantization Q in Appendix A
and define the quantization map for symplectic U(1) gauge fields [5]:

Qdy) = duly) = Put E;i(y), -
Q({¢ua ¢V}) = _i[¢u(y)7 ¢V(y)] = _i( - B;w + Ful/(y))v (523)

where Q(f.) = ﬁw(y) = Gugy(y) — 8,,gu(y) — z[gu(y),gy(y)] is the field strength of non-
commutative U(1) gauge fields gu(y) = Q(ay). After quantization, the symplectic U(1) gauge
fields map to noncommutative U(1) gauge fields which contain infinitely many derivative cor-
rections controlled by the noncommutative parameter 0#”. For example, the Seiberg-Witten
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map (B.I6]) receives noncommutative corrections and takes a non-local form whose exact form
was conjectured in [37]:

Ew%%z/d%L*bH—ﬂﬁ< ! iﬁ (W (y,C)
v

ek, (5.24)

1- F#

where W (z, () is a straight open Wilson line, the determinant and rational function of F should
be understood as a power series expansion, and L, denotes the integrations together with the
path ordering procedure. The conjectured form (£.24]) was immediately proved in [58 59]. In a
commutative limit where the derivatives of the field strength can be ignored, the map (5.24]) is
reduced to the second form in (5.I6I).

An immediate question arises about the status of Proposition [5.4] after (deformation) quan-
tization. Let us state the result with the following proposition.

Proposition 5.5. Let F' be a two-form in (5.27)). Then the closedness condition for the commu-
tative U(1) curvature F', dF =0, is equivalent to the Bianchi identity for the noncommutative
U(1) curvature F.

This proposition was proved in [58] by proving the conjecture by H. Liu. Theorem B.2limplies
that the Hermitian metric h* in ([32)) constructed by the identification w® = F= still generates
a Ricci-flat metric. Therefore Proposition [5.4] may be lifted to noncommutative spaces although
we do not have a rigorous proof yet.

6 Discussion

We have shown that the Kdhler geometry can be described by a U(1) gauge theory on a sym-
plectic manifold leading to a natural Poisson algebra associated with the Kéhler geometry we
have started with. Since the Poisson algebra B defined by the Poisson bracket {f, g} = 6(df, dg)
is mathematically the same as the one in Hamiltonian dynamics of particles, one can quantize
the Poisson algebra in the exactly same way as quantum mechanics. Hence we have applied the
deformation quantization to the Poisson algebra 8 = (C*°(R*),{—,—}). The quantization of
the underlying Poisson algebra leads to a noncommutative U(1) gauge theory which arguably
describes a quantized Kéhler geometry, as claimed in [10] and illuminated in [5]. Then we get
a remarkable duality between Kéhler gravity and noncommutative U(1) gauge theory depicted
by the following flow chart [5]:
—1
Kahler gravity I, Symplectic U(1) gauge theory
Q| 19 (6.1)

Quantized Kahler gravity 2% Noncommutative U(1) gauge theory
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Here Q : C®°(R*) — Ay means the quantization and J means an isomorphism between two
theories. In some sense J corresponds to the gauge-gravity duality. It turns out [5] that it can
be interpreted as the large N duality too. Since symplectic U(1) gauge theory is a commutative
limit of noncommutative U(1) gauge theory, we understand the classical isomorphism in (6.1]) as
Je = Jglo=jg|—»0- The duality in (G.I) implies that a quantized Kahler gravity is isomorphically
described by a noncommutative U(1) gauge theory. Actually this relation was already observed
in [I0] in the context of topological strings probing Kéhler manifolds where several nontrivial
evidences have been analyzed to support the picture. In particular, the authors in [I0] argue
that noncommutative U(1) gauge theory is the fundamental description of Kéhler gravity at all
scales including the Planck scale and provides a quantum gravity description such as quantum
gravitational foams. The duality in [I0] has been further clarified in [42] by showing that it
follows from the S-duality of the type IIB superstring.

This duality, if any, suggests an important clue about how to quantize the Kéhler gravity.
Surprisingly, the correct variables for quantization are not metric fields but dynamical coor-
dinates z%(y) and their quantization is defined in terms of « rather than h. So far, there is
no well-established clue to quantize metric fields directly in terms of % in spite of impressive
developments in loop quantum gravity. However, the picture in (6.1]) suggests a completely new
quantization scheme where quantum gravity is defined by quantizing spacetime itself in terms
of o, leading to a dynamical noncommutative spacetime described by a noncommutative U (1)
gauge theory [5].

The duality relation in (6.1]) may be more accessible with the corresponding relation for
solutions of the self-duality equation, i.e., U(1) instantons. Indeed it was shown in [II, Bl 4]
that the commutative limit of noncommutative U(1) instantons are equivalent to Calabi-Yau
manifolds.
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A Deformation quantizations with separation of vari-
ables

We summarize deformation quantization for Poisson manifolds and K&hler manifolds in Ap-
pendix [Al

Definition 12 (Deformation quantization of Poisson manifolds). Let M be a Poisson manifold
and C> (M) [[¢]] be a set of formal power series: C*° (M) [[¢]] := {f ‘ =3 fuck, fre o (M)} :
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A star product *x : C*° (M) [[C]] x C (M) [[C]] = C* (M) [[(]] is defined as

frg=>_ Cilf )"
k

such that the product satisfies the following (i)~(iv) conditions. (i) (C° (M) [[(]],+,*) is a
(noncommutative) algebra. (ii) Cj (-,-) is a bidifferential operator. (iii) Cp and C; are defined
as

OO(fvg):fgv Cl(fvg)_cl(gvf):{fvg}7 (Al)

where {f, g} is the Poisson bracket of M. (iv)f*x1=1x*f = f.
(C>° (M) [[¢]], +, *) is called a deformation quantization of the Poisson manifold M.

Karabegov introduced a method to obtain a deformation quantization of a Ké&hler manifold
in [9][43]. His deformation quantization is called deformation quantizations with separation of
variables.

Definition 13 (A star product with separation of variables). Let * be a star product on a Kéhler
manifold as a Poisson manifold. The = is called a star product with separation of variables on
a Kéhler manifold when

ax f=af (A.2)
for an arbitrary holomorphic function a and

fxb=fb (A.3)
for an arbitrary anti-holomorphic function b.

The star product on C? constructed by Karabegov’s deformation quantization is given as

X rn
f*g= Z %yﬂll e S (O - O, f) (O - O1,9) - (A.4)
n=0

In this article we made Ricci-flat metrics from (anti-)self-dual two-forms on a noncommu-
tative manifold. A formal power series of symmetric two-form is not defined as a metric in
ordinary sense. For this reason we made Ricci-flat metrics from instantons on F instead of the
noncommutative C? described as a formal power series, in this article. Here F is a noncom-
mutative algebra constructed in Section (] following the method in [§][44]. The product of the
algebra F is given by the star product (A4). Then we obtain some Ricci flat metrics on C2.
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B Noncommutative U (1) instanton in the Fock space

In Appendix [Bl we make a short review of the method to make a U(1) instanton solution in
[34] and multi instanton solutions in [7].

In noncommutative R*, Nekrasov and Schwarz found how to construct instanton gauge
fields [6] by using the ADHM construction [45]. Their work has encouraged studies of non-
commutative ADHM instantons. (See, for example, [7, 46, [47].) Another method to construct
noncommutative instantons as smooth deformations of commutative instantons was provided
in [48, 49 50]. The correspondence between the smooth deformation and the ADHM con-
struction are discussed in [51I]. On the other hand, there exist instanton solutions which are not
smoothly connected to commutative instantons. The commutative limit of the noncommutative
instantons are discussed in [52], [53].

Noncommutative instantons are labeled by topological charge called instanton number. The
topological number of the noncommutative instanton is studied in [46], 54l (5] B6, B7]. It is
shown that the topological number coincides with the dimension of a vector space appearing in
the ADHM construction. In [55], this identification is shown when the noncommutative param-
eter is self-dual for a U(N) gauge theory. In [56], the equivalence is shown with no restrictions
on the noncommutative parameters, but a noncommutative version of the Osborn’s identity
(Corrigan’s identity) is assumed. In [53] final version of the proof was announced.

In Definition [0 a covariant derivative and gauge curvature are given as follows. Covariant

A~ A~

derivatives for scalar field ¢ € F on noncommutative C? are defined as @21(5 = [82“ ¢] —i—flzl({ﬁ =
—(5521 + lA?zlqAﬁ where we define a local gauge field Azl € F and ﬁzl = 321 + flzl. The gauge
curvature is defined as legm =1 [@Z“ @gm} = —% +1 [.Dzl,ng] .

Using this notation, we introduce the ADHM construction in the following.
B.1 Noncommutative ADHM construction
Definition 14. Let By, By € C**F, [ € C**N | J € CNV*F be matrices satisfying
e = [BI,B;} Y1 =0, ugp:i= [Bl,BI] n [32,13;] P It = T = (G G) B (BA)

These equations are called the deformed ADHM equations. Here (i, (5 are noncommutative
parameter in (I]).

Let Ej, € CF*F be a unit matrix. We put £y, B € CH*k 7 e Ch*Ck+1) 5 ¢ CRHDxE 9 ¢

23



CE+1)x2k 4

B.
Bj:=—L, 7:=(By—2FE B — 21E,I), o:=(—Bi+2z1Ey, By — zE;, 1)’

VG
:DT — T _ B2 — Z9 Bl — 21 I .
of —Bl+z Bi-z Ji
The first step of the ADHM construction is solving the deformed ADHM equations (B.I)).
The second step of the ADHM construction is solving the equation D ¥ =0, Ui s ¥ = 1.
The third step of the ADHM construction is constructing gauge field A as A, = Ut s
0,V Az = UT 0z ¥ where V is a solution of the equations in the second step. .
Then the curvature tensor F} s, constructed from A, Az  is self-dual that means F} s is

an instanton curvature tensor.
For the U(1) case, this construction process can be expressed more explicitly.

Assume
C 52 —az|v
N& Bl —ay)v (B.2)
3
= (1 51 - al) (ﬁl - al) + (2 (52 - CL2> (ﬁz - CL2> (B’3)

where £ € F, v € CF® F. F is defined in {@3J), and <5IT —al> v = <ﬁ;®id—Ek®al> v
where id is an identity mapping.
A vector space H is defined using ([£.2]) as

H := spanc (]0,0) ,|1,0),]0,1) ,|1,1),]2,2) ---).

Definition 15. A linear operators P on H is defined as

pP=T (epoﬁLaL) 10,0) G~ (0,0] <exp§jﬁaaa> I,
where

G :=(0,0| (eXpZﬁaaa> IIf <exp25];ajl> 10,0) .

Fact B.1. This linear operator is a projection operator, i.e., PP = P.

A proposition below is true.
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Proposition B.2. Let U, Av, & be ones given above in (B2). Then,
D=0, ¥TsU =1 Av+I¢=0, v Av+¢le=1.
Lemma B.3. The operator S which satisfies SST = id,S1S = id — P exists. Let A be id +
ITA=YI. If we put
E=A"1281 v = A1 (B.4)
then
Av+I¢=0, vl Av+¢fe =1, (B.5)

This lemma means, if we find A=%/2 and A=, then we can find a solution.

We define operators 3zl and ﬁzl on H in Section [ as
A~ gl A~ N ~
0., = a, D, =0, +A,,.
Noncommutative U (1) instanton curvature in the Fock space is also defined as
legm =1 |:35m, Azl] —1i |:ézl s AZ77L:| + i |:Al, Am:| .
* *

*

Using D.,, F'is rewritten as

- A i0
Fazn =1 Dy D, |+ 725 (B.6)

Assume flzl = Ul « 0¥, Azl = Pt « 0z ¥ then
. 1 A 1
D, =—-=0'5¥, Dy =--Uly0
G G
Direct calculations derive the following results.
Theorem B.4. If A :=id + ITA=11,& = A=1/28T v = —A~1I¢ then

A 1 N 1
D, = ———8SAV2q,\/25T D, = ——SAY24T A28t
G l Ve

Theorem B.5. If F. L.z 15 given by (B.4) and D.,, Dz, are defined in Theorem [BF}, then

~z121 [k] = é - ESA 2a1/\%STSA%(LIA_%SJr + CLSA%(LIA_%STSA_%QIA%ST,

Fiz, (k] = é —551\ ZapA7STSATalA~ zsuC SAzalA"2STSA 2ayAZ ST,

Fz_z k| = SA za;AzSTSAZAlA~ 2ST_|_ SAZalA"3STSA 34 A2ST
N Tl : m : 1

~Z—251 [k]_ \/TSA 2a2A25T5’A2aJ{A QST_|_ SA2CLJ{A ZSTSA 2a2A25T

\/ClC
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This curvature is an instanton curvature.

B.2 U(1) k-instanton in the noncommutative C?

In this section we summarize U (1) multi-instanton solutions on C? in [7]. For simplicity, let us
assume (1 = (3 =: (.

Definition 16. Noncommutative instanton curvature in the noncommutative C2 is defined as

fn— _ Fz_lzl (K] Az_lig k] o t (Fz_lfl [k]) L <Fz_122 [H)
= ( Sty feh )= (P ) (P )

where ¢ is defined in Definition [7]

We choose -
By =Y \/2iCere],,, By =0 ,1=/2kCe, J =0
=1
as a solution of the deformed ADHM equations (B.I)). Here

e;f = ( 01 027 -+ Ok—11 Ony )

In this case, the operator ST in Lemma [B.3]is given by

ST=">"|n1 +k,0) (n1,0[+ > D |n1,n2) (n1,m0] . (B.7)
n1=0 n1=0n2=1

From Theorem and ([B), a U(1) k-instanton curvature in the noncommutative C? is
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obtained as follows.

P (K] :é : Z 10,79 (0, | (ds (0, mg: k)2

n2=0
Z Z |’I’L1,’I’L2 7”L1,7”Lg| {(dl (nl,ng, )) — (dl (n1 — 1,712; k‘))z} s (B.8)
n1 1n2=0
Fz_géz [k] - Fz_lil [k] (Bg)
P K] = - % e — 1,1) (0,0] di (k — 1,13 ) da (0, 0 k) (B.10)

i k—
Z Ing +k—1,1) (n,0[{dy (n1 + k — 1,1;k) dy (n1,0; k) —dy (ny — 1,0;k) dy (ng — 1,0;k)}

Z Z In1 — 1,n2 + 1) (n1,n)

n1 1 no=1
X {dl (n1 — 1,712 + 1; k‘) d2 (’I’Ll,’I’LQ; k’) — d1 (n1 — 1,712; k‘) d2 (’I’Ll — 1,712; k’)}
Fo. [k =F _ [K], (B.11)

2221 Z1%22

where d; (n1,n9; k) and ds (ny, no; k) are given by (EI0)-(EII).
Next we change these curvature operators into functions on C? using the isomorphism (Z4).

Fz_lil [k] =t <Fz_121 [k]> (B.12)
i s ane_WETQ
2 2 2
—— = dy (0,n2; k
¢ Cfg:o na!("2 (d1 (0,nz; k)
__Z1Z1t22%2

Z Z S = {(dl (n1,n2; %)) = (i (01 — 1,ma; k))2} '

Inol(¢ni+n2
n1 =1n2=0 n: n2C

Foo K] ;:L< - [k]> = . [K] (B.13)

2222 2222
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~

P, ) = (P, K)

i Zk 1226 AT

1 di (k —1,1;k) ds (0,05 k) (B.14)
Cw/ E— D! ()"
P A mehel — s P

C ni=1 \/ nl + k — 1)!77,1! (\/Z)2n1+k
X {dl (n1 + k-1, 1’]€) do (nl,O'k) —d (n1 — 1,0;k) dy (nl —1,0; k)}

Z1Z1+22%9

iz V(- 1 (n2 + 1)'711'712' (V)™
X {dl (n1 — 1,77,2 + 1;k) d2 (nl,ng; k) — dl (n1 — 1,n2;k) d2 (n1 — 1,77,2; k)},
Py K] = (o, K]) = — oy, K] (B.15)

where @ is a complex conjugate of a.

In order to obtain Ricci-flat metrics in Subsection and Subsection L4 we need the first

three terms of the expansion for FC_ [k] in % .

Fron ] = = 222 (0,130 = 25 {(a (1,0:00)° (s 0,0:8))?)
Z1721722% R a%)’
, 12322 (dy (0,1 k)% + 1 2{32) (d1 (0,1;k))* + % {(d (1,08)) = (a1 (0,0, 1)) }
FIEEE (G (L0 = (i (0,00} 0 (7). (B.16)
PN (RS INUES ) oy (B2 Ak +2,0) ) = A1
d; (0,0; k) —\/ Ak, 0) ydy (1,0,]{7)—\/ INCESO) ,di (0,1k) = A(0,1)
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. k1 _ _
in = e = (1- 22224 0(c) )@ (k- 1150 2 (0.058)
RN S Gy (1 A ) (C‘2)> (B.17)
¢(VO)* iz V=Dl ¢ < |

X {d1 (nl +k—1,1;k) d2 (n1,0; k) —dy (n1 — 1,03 k) dg (n1 — 1,0;k) }

ni—1 _no+1 TL1 —no

C Z Z nl —1).(7124-1)!711!712!("14-712 <1 ¢ ¢ +O(< )>

ni=1no=1

x {di (n1 — 1,ng + 1;k) dy (n1,n2; k) — di (n1 — 1,ng; k) da (ny — 1,ng3 k) } .

It is useful to distinguish the cases for k =1 and k£ > 1.

k=1=F [1]:—55—/22< —%—%) dy (0,131) dy (0,0;1) + O (¢3) . (B.18)
. k=1 _ _
k>1= F . [k =— W (1—@_@>d k—1,1:k) do (0,0; k
LRI dy (L0:R) — dy (0,0:K) dy (0,0:K)}
1 ) Ly 2 1 s YUy 2 s Yy
fc?(ff
1222122

{d1 (0,2;k) d (1,13 k) — dy (0,1;k) d2 (0, 1;k)} + O (¢1) .
(B.19)

\/_3

Functions A, dy,ds for k = 1 are useful for Subsection [4.4] :

Wi (n17n2) 24+n1+no
A 1 n 7n e _
[ ] ( 1 2) w1 (Tll,nZ) - 2w0 (n17n2) ny + N9

dy (n1,n2;1) = \/711—+\/ (n1+1, nz):\/(n1+1)(3+n1—|—n2)(n1+n2)7

nl,ng) (1—|—n1—|—n2) (2+n1+n2)

da (n1,0;1) :{

A[l](n1+1,1)}2_ (n1+4)(n1+1)
A[1] (ny1 +1,0) N (n1 +2)(ny+3)°

dy (ny.ng;1) = | L2 T DA (ane + 1) [(n2 + 1) (71 4 np) B+ m1 + o)
T A[1] (n1,n2) B (n1+ng+1)(2+n1+ng)
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