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FUBINI-STUDY METRICS AND LEVI-CIVITA CONNECTIONS ON
QUANTUM PROJECTIVE SPACES

MARCO MATASSA

ABSTRACT. We introduce analogues of the Fubini-Study metrics and the corresponding Levi-
Civita connections on quantum projective spaces. We define the quantum metrics as two-
tensors, symmetric in the appropriate sense, in terms of the differential calculi introduced
by Heckenberger and Kolb. We define connections on these calculi and show that they are
torsion free and cotorsion free, where the latter condition uses the quantum metric and is a
weaker notion of metric compatibility. Finally we show that these connections are bimodule
connections and that the metric compatibility also holds in a stronger sense.

INTRODUCTION

Metrics and connections are two of the cornerstones upon which our description of differ-
ential geometry is built, hence it is desirable to extend these notions to the realm of quantum
spaces. By quantum spaces, we mean a class of appropriately defined non-commutative al-
gebras, which we interpret as quantizations of functions on the underlying classical spaces.
There are various possible perspectives on this problem and we recall some of them below.
The goal of this paper is to introduce certain appropriate analogues of the Fubini-Study met-
rics and the corresponding Levi-Civita connections for the quantum projective spaces. This
generalizes certain results of [Maj05] obtained in the case of the quantum two-sphere.

Given a (unital) non-commutative algebra A, one possible approach to introduce a metric
is the theory of compact quantum metric spaces [Rie04], developed by Rieffel following the
ideas of Connes. In this theory one introduces a metric on the state space of A in terms of an
appropriately defined Dirac operator, which should satisfy some properties. Such Dirac oper-
ators are readily available for quantum projective spaces, see [DaDA10|. Roughly speaking,
what is being quantized in this approach is the distance between points, since in the com-
mutative situation the points can be identified with the pure states. Instead we are looking
for a quantization of the metric tensor, since we want to have some notion of compatibility
between a connection and a metric. For this reason we adopt a more algebraic approach,
which is explained for instance in the recent book [BeMa20| by Beggs and Majid.

Let us recall some of the ideas of this approach, which we refer to as quantum Riemannian
geometry. Given an algebra A, we begin by introducing a differential calculus Q°® over A, with
its degree-one part denoted by Q. Then a quantum metric can be defined as an element g €
O @4 O satisfying an appropriate invertibility condition. Using the differential calculus, we
can also define connections in the standard algebraic sense. In particular, given a connection
V on Q! there is a standard notion of torsion as well. To formulate an analogue of the
compatibility of V with the metric g there are two possibilities: 1) a weak version which
uses the notion of cotorsion, due to Majid; 2) a strong version that requires V to be a
bimodule connection. In the classical case the second version coincides with the usual metric
compatibility, while the first version is a weaker property (to be recalled later).

This setup can be applied to the quantum projective spaces, which we regard as a family

within the class of quantum irreducible flag manifolds. It turns out that all the quantum
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spaces in this class admit canonical differential calculi 2°, introduced by Heckenberger and
Kolb in [HeKo04, HeKo06|. We refer to these calculi as canonical since, as soon as some natural
conditions are imposed, they are uniquely defined. These quantum spaces and their differential
calculi admit a uniform description, which we adopt in this paper, making simplifications
relative to the quantum projective spaces only when needed. We expect that the results
obtained in this paper will hold more generally for all quantum irreducible flag manifolds,
with those obtained here providing important steps in this direction.

Having the calculi Q°® at our disposal, we can discuss quantum metrics and connections on
them. We denote by B the algebra of a generic quantum projective space and write 2 = Q1.
Our first main result is the existence of quantum metrics in the sense of Definition 3.5, which
also requires the existence of appropriate inverse metrics.

Theorem (Theorem 6.11). Any quantum projective space B admits a quantum metric g €
Q ®p Q. Moreover, in the classical limit it reduces to the Fubini-Study metric.

Next, we look at connections on the first-order differential calculi €2. We show the exis-
tence of some particular connections and investigate the properties of torsion and cotorsion.
The latter involves the quantum metric g introduced above. In particular, the condition of
cotorsion freeness should be seen as a weaker notion of compatibility with the metric (see
Definition 3.11 and the remarks after that). Our second main result is the following.

Theorem (Theorem 7.7). Any quantum projective space B admits a connection V : 0 —
Q ®p Q2 which is torsion free and cotorsion free. Moreover, in the classical limit it reduces to
the Leuvi-Chivita connection for the Fubini-Study metric on the cotangent bundle.

A connection which is torsion and cotorsion free is called a weak quantum Levi-Civita
connection in [BeMa20], since the ordinary Levi-Civita connection (on the tangent bundle)
can be characterized as the unique connection which is torsion free and compatible with the
metric. It is natural to ask whether V is a bimodule connection and if the condition of metric
compatibility holds in the strong form. Indeed, this turns out to be the case.

Theorem (Theorem 8.4). The connection V : Q — Q ®5 Q is a bimodule connection and is
compatible with the quantum metric, in the sense that Vg = 0.

In this case we say that V is a quantum Levi-Civita connection, in perfect agreement with
the classical description. Hence we find that, in the case of quantum projective spaces, the
classical theory can be lifted to the quantum realm in a fairly satisfactory way.

Our results generalize those of [Maj05| for the quantum two-sphere (the simplest case of a
quantum projective space), with the notable difference that the conditions of being a bimodule
connection and metric compatibility in the strong form were not investigated.

A quantum metric and a connection are the main ingredients needed to study further
aspects of quantum Riemannian geometry, as discussed in [BeMa20|. This program is carried
out further in [Maj05|, where it is shown for instance that the quantum two-sphere satisfies
an analogue of the Einstein condition: this means that the quantum metric is proportional
to an appropriately defined Ricci tensor, defined using the curvature of the connection. We
conjecture that this will hold for all quantum projective spaces, and more generally for all
quantum irreducible flag manifolds. We plan to tackle this problem in future research.

Let us also discuss how our results compare to the existing literature on connections for
quantum projective spaces. A lot of attention has been reserved to the case of line bundles, for
instance we mention [KLvS11, KhMol1] for their focus on complex geometry. More relevant
for us is the paper [OBul2|, where the theory of quantum principal bundles is used to introduce
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a connection on the cotangent bundle, using a non-canonical calculus on the total space (the
quantum special unitary group, in this case). We point out that no further properties of these
connections are explored, and extensive use is made of the explicit algebraic relations, making
it hard to generalize to arbitrary quantum flag manifolds.

We should mention that the connections introduced in [OBul2| turn out to coincide with
those we describe here. This follows from the recent results of [DKO+20], where representation-
theoretic methods are used to prove the following result: there exists a unique covariant
connection on the Heckenberger-Kolb calculus 2 over a quantum irreducible flag manifold.
Moreover they show that this connection is torsion free. It should be possible to extend these
techniques to study some further aspects, a plan which is currently under investigation.

However, one notable drawback of the representation-theoretic approach is that it does not
give explicit formulae for the connections. On the other hand, in this paper we provide explicit
formulae, which for instance allow us to straightforwardly check the classical limit. Another
bonus is that our approach is essentially self-contained, since we only use the relations in the
Heckenberger-Kolb calculus €2, plus general identities of categorical nature.

Finally let us say something about uniqueness of the structures presented in this paper, since
in the classical case the Levi-Civita connection is the unique connection which is torsion free
and compatible with the metric. This is also the case here, as long as we insist that everything
should be covariant, that is compatible with the quantum group (co)action. In this case
uniqueness follows from representation theory, essentially as in the classical case: as already
mentioned, the results from [DKO+20] show that there is a unique covariant connection on €2;
by similar arguments, one shows that coinvariant quantum metrics are unique up to a scalar.
However, what is not clear from this point of view is why the connection and the quantum
metric should be compatible, which is one of the goals we achieve in this paper.

Let us now discuss the organization of this paper. The first four sections contain various
background material, presented in a form suitable for our needs. In Section 1 we recall some
basic facts about compact quantum groups, while in Section 2 we recall various identities
holding in the setting of rigid braided monoidal categories, which we use throughout the text.
In Section 3 we give the precise definitions involving differential calculi, quantum metrics
and connections. In Section 4 we describe the quantum irreducible flag manifolds following
[HeKo06], with some small changes. Section 5 is also largely explanatory, as we recall the
description of the Heckenberger-Kolb calculi for quantum irreducible flag manifolds, but we
also prove various alternative expressions for some of the relations of the calculi.

The next three sections contain the proofs of our main results. In Section 6 we introduce
the quantum metrics, discuss some of their properties and finally prove the existence of
appropriate inverse metrics. In Section 7 we introduce two connections on the holomorphic
and antiholomorphic part of the calculi. Their direct sum gives a connection which we show
to be torsion free and cotorsion free. In Section 8 we show that this is a bimodule connection
and verify the property of metric compatibility in the strong form.

Many technical computations are relegated to the appendices, to make the main text more
readable. In Appendix A we recall various results about projective spaces, to facilitate the
comparison with the quantum case. In Appendix B we prove various properties satisfied by
the maps S and S, which we use to rewrite some of the relations of the Heckenberger-Kolb
calculus. In Appendix C we prove many of the technical identities that are used in the main
text. Finally in Appendix D we introduce various bimodule maps, some used to define the
inverse metrics and some to check the bimodule property of the connections.
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1. QUANTUM GROUPS

In this section we review some background material on compact quantum groups.

1.1. Quantized enveloping algebras. We use the conventions of the book [K1Sc97], since
they are used in our main reference [HeKo06]. Let g be a complex simple Lie algebra. Given
a real number ¢ such that 0 < g < 1, the quantized enveloping algebra U,(g) is a certain Hopf
algebra deformation of the enveloping algebra U(g), defined as follows. It has generators
{K;, E;, F;}/_, with r := rank(g) and relations as in [KISc97, Section 6.1.2]. In particular,
the comultiplication, antipode and counit are given by

S(K;)) =K', S(E)=-EK;', S(F)=-KF,
8<K2) = 1, E(EZ) = O, €<FZ) =0.

Given A = Y | n;a; we write K := K" -+ K. Let p := %E(po « be the half-sum of the
positive roots of g. Then we have S?(X) = KQPXK;[} for any X € U,(g).

We also consider a *-structure on U,(g), which in the classical case corresponds to the
compact real form u of g. We can take for instance

K'=K; FE'=KF, F'=EK"

The precise formulae are not very important here, as any equivalent x-structure works equally
well for our purposes. We write U, (u) := (U,(g), *) when we consider U,(g) endowed with the
x-structure corresponding to the compact real form.

1.2. Quantized coordinate rings. The quantized coordinate ring C,4[G] is defined as a
subspace of the linear dual U,(g)*. We take the span of all the matrix coefficients of the
finite-dimensional irreducible representations V() (see below). It becomes a Hopf algebra by
duality in the following manner: given X,Y € U,(g) and a,b € C,[G] we define

(ab)(X) := (a®@b)A(X), A(@)(X®Y):=a(XY),
S(a)(X) :=a(S(X)), 1(X):=e(X), e(a):=a(l).

Moreover it becomes a Hopf *x-algebra by setting
a*(X) = a(S(X)*).

We write C,[U] := (C,[G], %) for C,|G] endowed with this *-structure.
We have a left action > and a right action < of U,(g) on C,[G] given by

(Xra)Y) =aYX), (a<X)(Y):=a(XY).

Using the action of U,(g) on C,[G] we can define quantum homogeneous spaces.
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1.3. Matrix coefficients. The representation theory of U,(g) is essentially the same as that
of U(g), hence of g. In particular we have analogues of the highest weight modules V() for
any dominant weight A, which we denote by the same symbol. Given a finite-dimensional
representation V', we define its matriz coefficients by

(C}/,v)(X) =f(Xv), feV5veV, XeU,/(g).

These elements span C,[G], according to the description given above.
We say that an inner product (-,-) on V is U, (u)-invariant if it satisfies

(Xv,w) = (v, X"w), Yv,w eV, VX € Uy(u).

Here we use the #-structure of U,(u). It is well-known that an U, (u)-invariant inner product
exists on every representation V'(\), and it is unique up to a constant. We typically write
{v;}; for an orthonormal weight basis of V'(\) with respect to (-, -), and write \; for the weight
of v;. We also denote by {f*}; the corresponding dual basis of V' ()\)*.

2. CATEGORICAL PRELIMINARIES

The category of finite-dimensional U,(g)-modules is braided monoidal, that is we have a
tensor product and an analogue of the flip map. We use some of the language of tensor
categories to make our computations more natural, with [EGNO16| as our main reference.

2.1. Braiding. A braiding on a monoidal category is the choice of a natural isomorphism
X®Y 2Y ®X for each pair of objects X and Y, satisfying the hexagon relations [EGNO16,
Definition 8.1.1]. Tt is a generalization of the flip map in the category of vector spaces.

For the category of finite-dimensional U,(g)-modules we write the braiding as

Ruw : VW sWeV.

An important relation satisfied by the braiding is the braid equation, which is

(r?W,Z ® idy ) (idw ® lA?V,Z)(éV,W ®idy) = (idz ® lA?V,W)“A?V,Z ® idw ) (idy ® }A?W,Z)a

acting on V ® W ® Z for any modules V, W, Z. In the following we employ a leg-notation for
the action on tensor products, in terms of which the braid equation reads

A A

(RW,Z)12(RV,Z)23<§V,W)12 = (FAQV,W)23(§V,Z)12(FA{W,Z)23- (2.1)

A braiding on the category of finite-dimensional U,(g)-modules is not quite unique. We
adopt the same choice as [HeKo06], which is described as follows. Consider two simple modules
V(A) and V(u) and choose a highest weight vector vy for the first and a lowest weight vector
Uy for the second. Then the braiding is completely determined by

(A,wou)

FAQV(A),V(AL) (x ® vwou) =dq Vyop & V-

Here (-, -) denotes the usual non-degenerate symmetric bilinear form on the dual of the Cartan
subalgebra of g (rescaled so that (o, o) = 2 for short roots c, for definiteness). Indeed, vA®vy,

is a cyclic vector for V/(\) ® V(u), hence Ifiv( ),V () is completely determined by the action on
this vector and the fact that it is a U,(g)-module map.
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2.2. Duality. The notion of duality in a monoidal category is captured by the existence of
evaluation and coevaluation morphisms. In our setting these are maps

eviy : V'@V - C, coevy :C—> VRV,

evi, :VoV*—=C, coevi,:C—=V*®V,

satisfying certain duality relations to be recalled below. Here V' is a finite-dimensional U,(g)-

module and V* is its linear dual. The maps evy and coevy are related to the existence of

a left dual, while evi, and coev{, to the existence of a right dual. In the case of U,(g), the
property S*(X) = Ky, X K;pl guarantees that the two duals can be identified.

Let us now discuss the explicit formulae for the category of finite-dimensional U,(

)
modules. Take a weight basis {v;}; of V, with )\; the weight of v;, and a dual basis {f'};
of V*. Then the evaluation and coevaluation maps are given by

evv(fi & ’Uj) = 5;, coevy = Zvi & fi,

eVl (v; ® ) = ¢®6], coevl, = g M fr@ ;.

The factor ¢*»*) comes from the action of K5, and is related to the square of the antipode.
In the following we are going to fix a simple module V' and write

E:=evy, E :=ev|, C:=coevy, C :=coevy.
We use the leg-notation for the action of these morphisms on tensor products. We write
Eivi(w1 ® - Qui1 @ fQUQWita ® -+ @ wy)
=E(f@0w ® - @ w1 @ Witg ® - wy,
with v € V and f € V*, while for the coevaluation we write
G @ ®@w,) =w ® Qw1 ®Y 1;®f @D - ®w,
J

Similarly in the case of E' and C'. Using the leg-notation, the duality relations of [EGNO16,

Section 2.10] for the evaluation and coevaluation morphisms can be written as
EosCi=1id, EpC =id,
/ / . / / . (22)

We also have various compatibility relations with the braiding FAQVW, since the latter is a
natural isomorphism in both entries. For the evaluation morphisms we have

Ei = E23(|§v*,w)12(|53v,w)23, Eos = E12(§W,v)23(§W,V*)12,

. . . . (2.3)
Els = Es(Rvw)i2(Rv=w)a2s,  Ess = Elo(Rwv)as(Rwy )12
Similarly, for the coevaluations morphisms we have
G = (FA{W,V*)ZB(@W,V)HC% Cy = (FAQV,W)H(FA{V*,W)%CM (2.4)

C = Rww)as(Rwv)i2Cy, o = Ry w)iz(Rvaw)asCh.
Finally we need the following identity, valid for a simple module V.
Lemma 2.1. Let V = V() be a simple module. Then we have
EoRyy- = ¢ M2E, (2.5)
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Proof. Observe that both E o IA?Vy* and E’ are morphisms from V ® V* to C. Since V is a

simple module, we must have Eo FA{Vy* = cE’ for some ¢ € C. To find the constant we evaluate
both sides at v; ® f!, where v; is a highest weight vector of V' = V(\) and f! is its dual. In

our conventions for the braiding we have Ifivy*(vl ® f1) = ¢~V f1 @ ;. Then
E o Ry (01 ® /1) = OVE(S @ 00) = g O,
On the other hand we have E'(v; ® f!) = ¢?»*) = ¢2»Y_ Hence ¢ = g~ M%), ]

3. DIFFERENTIAL CALCULI, METRIC AND CONNECTIONS
In this section we collect various definitions about differential calculi and connections.

3.1. Differential calculi. In this section A denotes an arbitrary algebra. The definitions
recalled here are fairly standard and one possible reference is [K1Sc97].

Definition 3.1. A differential calculus over A is a differential graded algebra (Q°*,d) such
that Q° = A and which is generated by the elements a,db with a,b € A.

If A is a *-algebra, we say that (Q°,d) is a *-differential calculus if in addition the *-
structure of A extends to an involutive conjugate-linear map on °, such that da* = (da)*
and (w A x)* = (=1)PIx* Aw* for all w € QP and x € Q.

The concrete definition of a differential calculus usually begins with the description of its
degree-one part. This leads to the following definition.

Definition 3.2. A first order differential calculus (FODC) over A is an A-bimodule © with
a linear map d : A —  which obeys the Leibniz rule

d(ab) = dab + adb, a,be€ A,
and such that € is generated as a left A-module by the elements da with a € A.

Given any FODC (€2, d), there exists a universal differential calculus such that its degree-one
part is €2. The universal property in this case is the following.

Definition 3.3. The universal differential calculus associated to a FODC (€2, d) over A is
the unique differential calculus (2%, d,) over A with Q) = Q, d,|a = d and such that the
following property is satisfied: for any differential calculus (I'*,d’) with ' = Q and d’|4 = d,
there exists a map of differential graded algebras ¢ : Qf — I'® such that ¢|agq = id.

The universal differential calculus can be constructed as a quotient of the tensor algebra
of the A-bimodule Q' with differential d,(apda; A --- A da,) = dagday A --+ A da,. Any
differential calculus can be obtained as a quotient of the universal differential calculus.

Finally we recall the notion of induced calculus over a subalgebra.

Definition 3.4. Let B C A be a subalgebra and (£2,d) a FODC over A. Then the induced
FODC over B is defined by €|g = span{b;db, : by, by € B} and with differential d|g.

3.2. Metrics. We now recall the notion of quantum metric as stated in [BeMa20, Definition
1.15]. Notice that invertibility is part of the definition.

Definition 3.5. A (generalized) quantum metric is an element g € Q! ®4 Q! which is invert-
ible, in the sense that there exists a bimodule map (-,-) : Q' ®4 Q' — A such that

(w,9")g? = w =gV (g®,w)
for all w € QF, where we write ¢ = g™ @ ¢.
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Remark 3.6. From the categorical point of view, a quantum metric makes Q! into a self-dual
object in the monoidal category of A-bimodules.

Notice that the definition of a quantum metric only uses !, the degree-one part of Q°. To
impose an analogue of the symmetry condition we also use 2.

Definition 3.7. A quantum metric g € Q! ®4 Q! is symmetric if we have A(g) = 0, where
A Qe O — O? denotes the wedge product of one-forms.

Finally, in the case when A is a x-algebra and 2° is a x-differential calculus, we can require
the metric to be real in the following sense.

Definition 3.8. A quantum metric ¢ € Q' ®4 Q! is real if we have g' = g, where 1 :=
flip o (* ® ) is given by the *-structure composed with the flip map.

3.3. Connections. The notion of connection on a module is quite standard. We are only
going to consider left connections, so we omit "left" after the definition.

Definition 3.9. A (left) connection on a (left) A-module F is a linear map Vg : E — Q'®@4 E
which obeys the (left) Leibniz rule, that is
Vie(ae) =da®e+aVg(e), ac€ A, ec k.
For the left A-module E = Q! we can define additional properties.

Definition 3.10. The torsion of a connection V : Q' — Q! @4 Q! is the left A-module map
Ty : Q' — Q2 defined by
TV =AoV —d.
A connection is called torsion free if Ty = 0.
Now suppose that Q! admits a quantum metric g € Q! ®4 Q! as in Definition 3.5. Then

we can consider the cotorsion of the connection V with respect to g, a notion introduced by
Majid in [Maj99| as a weaker version of metric compatibility.

Definition 3.11. The cotorsion of a connection V : Q' — Q! @4 Q! with quantum metric
g € QU @40 is the element coTy € Q2 ®4 Q! defined by

coTy = (d®id — (A®id) o (id ® V))g.
A connection is called cotorsion free if coTy = 0.
Remark 3.12. Let M be a smooth manifold with metric g. Consider a connection V on M,
defined in the usual sense as acting on vector fields. Define a connection V* by

X(g(Y,2)) = 9(VxY, Z) + g(Y,VxZ).
Here XY, Z are vector fields on M. As discussed in [BeMa20, Corollary 5.70], the cotorsion

of the connection V can be identified with the torsion of the connection V* defined above. In
particular, if V is torsion free then the cotorsion free condition gives

(Vxg)(Y, Z) = (Vyg)(X, Z)
for all vector fields XY, Z. This is a weaker condition than (Vxg)(Y,Z) = 0, which is the

standard metric compatibility condition with respect to the metric g.

In the classical case, the Levi-Civita connection is the unique connection on the tangent
bundle of a smooth manifold which is torsion free and compatible with the metric. This
motivates the following definition, see [BeMa20, Definition 8.2|.
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Definition 3.13. A weak quantum Levi-Civita connection is a connection V : Q' — Q'@ 4O}
which is torsion free and cotorsion free.

To introduce a strong version we need bimodule connections, which we now recall.

3.4. Bimodule connections. Classically a connection on Q! naturally extends to a connec-
tion on the tensor product Q! ®4 Q. In the quantum case this lifting requires the connection
to be a bimodule connection, defined as in [BeMa20, Definition 3.66].

Definition 3.14. A (left) bimodule connection on an A-bimodule F is a (left) connection
Ve: E— Q' ®,4 E together with an A-bimodule map og : E ®4 QF — Q! ®4 E such that

Vi(ea) =op(e ®da) + Vg(e)a, e€ E, a€ A.

The bimodule map o, called the generalized braiding, is not additional data for the con-
nection. Indeed, if it exists it is uniquely determined by the condition above.

A bimodule connection V : Q! — Q! ®4 Q' can be extended to a connection on Q' ®4 O!
by the Leibniz rule and the generalized braiding, see [BeMa20, Theorem 3.78]. In particular,
given a quantum metric g € Q' ® 4 Q! we can consider

Vg=(V®id)g+ (e ®id)(id ® V)g.
This naturally leads to the following definition.

Definition 3.15. Let V be a bimodule connection on Q'. We say that it is quantum metric
compatible with a quantum metric g € Q' ®4 Q! if Vg = 0.

Remark 3.16. As discussed before, in the classical case cotorsion freeness is a weaker property
than metric compatibility. In the quantum case we need an extra assumption to compare the
two notions, namely the condition A o (o + id) = 0 for the generalized braiding. Under this
condition and torsion freeness of V we obtain coly = (A ®1d)Vg, see [BeMa20, Section 8.1].
This shows that cotorsion freeness is a weaker property, in this case.

Finally we can formulate the notion of Levi-Civita connection, as in the classical case.

Definition 3.17. Let V : Q! — Q! ®4 Q! be a bimodule connection and let g € Q! ®4 Q! be
a quantum metric. Then we say that V is a quantum Levi-Civita connection if it is torsion
free and quantum metric compatible with g.

4. QUANTUM FLAG MANIFOLDS

The quantum projective spaces can be regarded as the easiest family to describe within
the class of quantum (irreducible) flag manifolds. All these quantum spaces admit a uniform
description, which we recall here. Even though the focus of this paper is on the projective
spaces, many of our computations also work for general irreducible flag manifolds. We take
some care in explaining the index-free notation we are going to employ in the following, as it
simplifies the computations tremendously (once one gets the hang of it).

4.1. Geometrical description. We start by quickly recalling the definition of a flag manifold
in the classical case, for precise definitions see for instance [CaSl09]. Let G be a complex simple
Lie group, with compact real form U. Corresponding to any subset of simple roots, denoted by
S, we can define a parabolic subgroup Ps C G and a Levi subgroup Lg C Ps. A (generalized)
flag manifold is a homogeneous space of the form G/Ps. In terms of the compact real form,
we have the subgroup Kg:= PsNU = Lg N U and the isomorphism G/Ps = U/ K.
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In the quantum case, we begin by introducing an analogue of the Levi factor [g (the Lie
algebra of Lg), following [StDi99]. The quantized Levi factor U,(ls) is defined by

Here (-) denotes the subalgebra generated by the given elements in U,(g). It is easily verified
that U,(ls) is a Hopf subalgebra. Moreover it is a Hopf *-subalgebra with * corresponding
to the compact real form. Taking the *-structure into account we write U, (ts) := (U,(ls), *).
The quantum flag manifold C,[U/Kg] is then defined as

C,lU/Ks] := C,[U])Y¢) = {a € C,[U]: X ba=e(X)a, VX € U, (ts)}.

In the following we restrict to the case of irreducible flag manifolds. At the Lie algebra
level these can be characterized as follows: the set S consists of all the simple roots except
for ai, where ay is a simple root appearing with multiplicity one in the highest root of g.

4.2. Generators and relations. The quantum flag manifolds C,[U/Ks] admit a uniform
description in terms of generators and relations. We follow the presentation in [HeKo06].
Consider the simple U,(g)-module V := V(w;), where w; is the fundamental weight corre-
sponding to the simple root «a, described above, and write N := dim V.
We define the algebra A with generators {v?, f}¥ | and relations

f'f=q W”Z Sl 1 v"vf‘:q*ws’%)Z(ﬁv v iet

P = e 2 Ruv- Bt 3 v et

k.l

(4.1)

These generators should be interpreted as follows: after fixing a weight basis {v;}¥, of V =
V(ws), we have the dual basis { [}, of V* = V(—ww;) and the double dual basis {v'}Y of
V** = V(w;) (defined by v*(f7) = d;;). One can check that this identification makes A into a
U,(g)-module algebra. Then we have the following result.

Lemma 4.1. The U,(g)-module algebra A is isomorphic to the U,(g)-module subalgebra of

C,[G] generated by the matriz coefficients sz and ¢ f}(’fs, where vy is a fized highest weight

vector of V(ws). The isomorphism is given by

f »—>0va , Ve
The algebra A is Z-graded by deg f* := 1 and degv® := —1. We write B := A" for its

degree-zero subalgebra, which is generated by the elements p¥ := fiv7.

Proposition 4.2. The algebra B is isomorphic to the quantum irreducible flag manifold
C,lU/Ks] as a U,(g)-module under the isomorphism above.

The relations for the generators p/ of B are given in [HeKo06, Section 3.1.3]. Write

(w2s09). (s 5).

Pvv == Ryy —¢ Py« v« == Ry« y« —¢q

Then the relations can be written as

Z (PV,V)%(R;,IV*)QSPMPC[I 0, Z (Pys v )ab(R )igpwpdb 0,
a,b,c,d a,b,c,d
Z q(2p,)\i)pii _ q(ws,Qp).

i

(4.2)
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Remark 4.3. The last relation appears as q@sws) Zi7j7k(lflv7v*)ffpij = 1 in [HeKo06]. We
rewrite it using the identity E o Ryy- = g~ @swst20)E from Lemma 2.1, which leads to
> op(Ruye )ik = g (wowst20) (oA 5,5 Using this we obtain ), ¢ )pit = g2,

As shown in [Mat19, Proposition 3.3|, the algebras A and B can be made into *-algebras
as follows. Choosing an orthonormal basis for V' = V(ws) with respect to a U,(u)-invariant
inner product, the x-structure is given by (f%)* = v’. In this case, the isomorphism from
Lemma 4.1 becomes a *-isomorphism. For the generators p¥ of B we have (p¥)* = p’.

4.3. Index-free notation. In the following we adopt an index-free notation, as done in
[HeKo06], since it makes computations significantly clearer. The basic idea is very simple: for
instance, with {v;}; the basis of V' (note the lower index) we write

A

Z(ﬁv,v)?zvivavbvl < (Ryy)2svvvv.
a,b

We want to use a similar notation for the generators {f%,v'}%, of A. What complicates
matters here is that we want to consider f* as a linear functional on V and v’ as a linear
functional on V*, since this is how we have defined the U,(g)-module structure on A (and
the reason why we use upper indices for the generators). The bottom line is that we need to
consider the action of U,(g)-module maps on these elements via the transpose.

To give a concrete example, in this notation the first relation of (4.1) becomes

P =q =) Ryy)Gff f «— ff=a“*)Ryy)aff

k.l

To give a different example, the last relation Y, v"f* =1 of (4.1) becomes Ejpvf = 1, since
the LHS is Zw E;;v' f7 and we have Eij'-': d;j. As a final example, the expression C; f carries
three indices and corresponds to (Cy f)“* = §;; f*.

With this notation, the relations of A can be rewritten in the condensed form

ff= q_(ws’%)(ﬁv,v)uff, vy = q_(ws’%)(ﬁvnv*)mvw

. (4.3)
vf = ¢““)(Ryy)iafv, Epvf=1.

The situation is similar for the flag manifold B C A. In this case we have the generators
p¥ = fivJ, which carry two indices, and the relations can be written as

(Pv,v)12(|53(/,1v*)23pp =0, (PV*,V*)34(§\;,1\/*)23PP =0, Ejp=q“?. (4.4)

5. HECKENBERGER-KOLB CALCULUS

In this section we describe the Heckenberger-Kolb calculus associated to an irreducible
quantum flag manifold, as introduced in [HeKo06]. We also give a slightly different presenta-
tion of some of the relations, which turns out to be more convenient for our purposes. Finally
we focus on a particular situation, which we refer to as the quadratic case, which geometrically
corresponds to the quantum projective spaces.
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5.1. Definitions. We start by describing the FODC (€2, d) associated to the Heckenberger-
Kolb calculus. We have  := Q, ® Q_ and d := 9 + 9, where the two FODCs €, and €_
are generated as left B-modules by dp and Jp respectively (we use the index-free notation
from now on). To describe the relations we need some additional notation. Recall that

Pyvyv = Ifivy — g@s#s) and Pyeys = Ifiv*,v* — gwsws) . We also write
Quv = Ryy + ¢ 7(@0%) - Quu o 1= Ry + gl&s) (0000
Then €2, is generated by Op, as a left B-module, with relations
(PV,V)12(QV,V)12(FA{\7}V*)23293P =0, (PV*,V*)34(|A?‘?,1V*)23Z732? =0, Edp=0. (5.1)
Similarly, Q_ is generated by dp with relations
(PV*,V*)34(@\/*,\/*)34(&‘_/,1‘/*)23]951? =0, (Pv,v)12(|53‘_/71v*)23p5p =0, Eop=0. (5.2)

To define the right B-module structure, let us introduce the notation

Tiogs == (FAQV,V*)23(|§V,v)12(|53‘_/1,v*)34(|§x_/,1v*)23- (5.3)
Then the right B-module structure of 2, and €2_ is defined by
Opp = ¢ T1a34pdp,  Opp = ¢~ T1534p0p. (54)

Finally, the Heckenberger-Kolb calculus (2°,d) is the universal differential calculus associ-
ated to (€2,d). It turns out that we have the decomposition d = & + 0 also in higher degrees.
In particular, this implies that 0> = 9> = 0 and 99 = —d0. Moreover, as shown in [Mat19,
Theorem 4.2], the calculus (Q°,d) becomes a x-calculus upon setting (9p”)* = dp’’.

5.2. Induced calculi. In [HeKo06] the FODCs 2 and Q_ over B are constructed as induced
calculi from some auxiliary FODCs I'y and I'_ over the larger algebra A. This description is
also useful for us, so we recall the details below.

Consider the algebra A introduced before, generated by f and v. We define the left A-
modules I'; and I'_, generated respectively by df and Ov, with relations

(PV,V)12(QV,V)12faf =0, (PV*,V*)12(QV*,V*)12061) =0,

- (5.5)
Eipvdf =0, Ej,fov=0.
The last two relations come from Ejpvf =1 and B, fv = q(“’S’QF’).
The right A-module relations are as follows. For I'y we have
Of f = gl )= @ )Ry )1 fOf,  Ofv=q ““I)(Ry}.)1200f. (5.6)
The relations for I'_ are
of = q(“’s’“’s)(lflvy*)mfév, oy = q(“’s’“’s)f(as’as)(|A:3‘717V*)121)5v. (5.7)

The differentials of the two FODCs are specified by requiring that dv = 0 and 0f = 0.

The FODCs €2, and €2_ are the induced calculi over B obtained from I'; and I'_. This
description, together with the relation Eiovf = 1 and p = fv, leads to the relations

Easpdp =0,  Ex3dpp = Op, (58)

Easpdp = Op,  Exsdpp = 0. '

For more details see for instance [Mat19, Lemma 5.2] (with different notation).



METRICS AND CONNECTIONS ON QUANTUM PROJECTIVE SPACES 13

5.3. Different presentation. It is convenient to work with the relations of the FODC 2 in
a slightly different form, which we now derive. We begin by defining the maps

Sizz = (FAQV,V*)23(§V,v)12(§\7}v*)23, (5.9)
Saza 1= (ﬁv,v*)23(|f3‘_/1y*)34(|§x_/,1‘/*)23-

Observe that Tiozs = 5123§234, where T is the map defined in (5.3) and related to the right
B-module structure. The proof of the following result is given in Proposition B.1.

Proposition 5.1. The maps S and S satisfy the following properties.

(1) We have the commutation relations

S1235231 = S2345123,  S234S345 = S3455234- (5.10)
(2) We have the "braid equations”
S12353155123 = S34551235315, 523454565234 = Su565234S56- (5.11)

In particular, observe that we can also write T34 = §2345123.
We now use the maps S and S to rewrite some of the relations of the FODC €. We begin
with the relations that involve Py and Py« y-.

Lemma 5.2. The relations

A

(Pv*,v*)34(§‘?,lv*)23pap =0, (Pyv)i2(Ryy+)23pdp = 0,
of the FODC §2 are equivalent to

(Sa3a — ¢ @ N)pdp =0, (Sizs — ¢“*))pdp = 0. (5.12)
Using the right B-module structure, they are also equivalent to
(Sass —q~“N)opp = 0, (Sizs — ¢“**))Ipp = 0. (5.13)

Proof. We consider the second relation (Py.y)ia( ‘jlv )23pOp = 0, the other one is treated in
a similar way. Applying (FA{V7V*)23 and using Pyy = IA?VV — qWsws) we get

~

(F\QV,V*)23(|§v,v)12(R\_/,1v*)23p5p — q“*)pdp = 0.

Since 5123 = (FAQV,V*)23(FA{V,V)12(FAQ\_/}V*)23 we obtain (5123 —(q (ws,s) )p@p = 0. -
Next, using the right B-module structure from (5.4), we have pOp = q'*%) T 55,0pp. Then
the identity (Sizs — ¢“**))pdp = 0 can be rewritten in the form
(S12s — ¢“**)) TigsaOpp = 0.
As S;93 commutes with Tl_2134, the identity (5123—(] Ws ’“5))5pp = 0 follows by applying Ti934. O

Note that the previous identities also hold with pp instead of pdp or pdp, since we have the
relations (4.4). Next, we rewrite the right B-module relations.

Lemma 5.3. The right B-module relations (5.4) of Q are equivalent to

(0437055) UJS7

dpp = q “2)S10ap0p,  Opp = ¢ @)@ pap. (5.14)
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Proof. By Lemma 5.2, the relation (Py- V*)34(R(/1V*)23p8p = 0 is equivalent to So3updp =
g~ @==)pdp. Using this and Tiass = S123S234 we compute

Opp = q & S)T1234p8p = C]( sots 51235234]9617 = q(as’as) (a0 5)5123106]?
Similarly, using S193p0p = ¢“**“*)pdp we obtain
Opp = q~ @) T 193,p0p = ¢~ @9)S03,S193pdp = ql“+=*) = (@=2)S00 AP, O

Finally, we rewrite the relations involving PyyQy.y and Py« v+ Qy+ v+ in terms of S and S.
Lemma 5.4. The relations
(Pv,v)m(Qv,v)m(ﬁ‘ZIV*)23]96}9 =0,
(Pv*,v*)34(Qv*,v*)34(|§‘7}v*)23205]9 =0,
of the FODC §2 are equivalent to
(Sizs — =) (Sias + ¢ )7 @)y pap = 0,
(Saan — q“))(Sgay + ¢l (@) )pap = 0.
Proof. First, as in Lemma 5.2, we observe the following easily proven identities
(Rv,v*)23(Pv,v)12(R‘_/7v*)23 = Sia3 — g,
(ﬁv,v*)23(QV,V)12(|A?\;71\/*)23 = Sigg 4 o)),

Next, we note that (va)m(va)lg(r?(,’lv*)%p@p = 0 is equivalent to

(ﬁv,v*hs(Pv,v)lz(@le*)23(|§v,v*)23(Qv,v)12(§(/,1v*)23]7327 =0,
which leads to the first identity.
For the second identity, using S;3, = (

pok

V,V*)23(FA{V*,V*)34(|?Q(/71V*)23 we obtain

(wsws)

(Rv,v+)23(Pvev+)3a Ry )2s = Sqah — @ ,
(Rvv+)as(Que v+)aa(Ry e )as = Sagly + g0 70e0),
The result then easily follows. U

5.4. The quadratic case. In this paper we consider the situation when éuv satisfies a
quadratic relation, and refer to this as the quadratic case. When V' = V' (wy), this corresponds
to a tensor product decomposition with only two simple factors, that is

Viws) @ V(ws) 2V (2ws) @&V (2w, — ay).

The eigenvalues of the braiding in this case are ¢(“s*s) and —q@s*s)=(@s%)  corresponding to
V(2w,) and V(2w — a;) respectively. The quadratic relation satisfied by the braiding Ry.v,
also known as the Hecke relation in this context, is given by

PVJ/QVJ/ — (QVJ/ _ q(wsw.)s))(ﬁv’v + q(wS7UJs)—(Oés,as)) — 0

The situation is completely analogous for IA?V*,V*. Geometrically, the quadratic case of the
Heckenberger-Kolb calculus corresponds to the quantum projective spaces. Indeed this holds
for U,(g) = U,(sl,11) and the choice wy = wy or wy = w,, corresponding to the fundamental
representation or its dual, which satisfies the quadratic decomposition above.

In the quadratic case the relations for €2, and €2_ can be simplified. Indeed, the first
relation of (5.1) is automatically satisfied, due to the quadratic relation for FAEV,V. Similarly
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for the first relation of (5.2), due to the quadratic relation for F\{V*’V*. Taking into account

the presentation in terms of S and S discussed above, we obtain the following description.
In the quadratic case, €, is generated as a left B-module by dp with relations

(Sa3s — q~“)pdp = 0, E},0p =0. (5.15)
Similarly, Q_ is generated by dp with relations
(Sizs — ¢“=**))pdp =0, E},0p = 0. (5.16)

Let us also consider the FODCs I', and I"_ over the larger algebra A in the quadratic case.
The first two relations in (5.5) are identically satisfied and we are left with

Evdf =0, Ej,fov=0. (5.17)

Finally, as a consequence of the quadratic relation for the braiding, we have the following
relations for the maps S and S, as shown in Lemma B.2.

Lemma 5.5. In the quadratic case we have the relations

Sigg = P IS L 4 gles) (1 — g (e, (5.18)

Sozq = q(as,as)72(ws,ws)§;314 + qf(ws,ws)u _ q(as,as))_ (5.19)

Let us also record that, due to the quadratic condition, we have the identities
(S12s — ¢"“=)(pdp + 3pp) = 0, (Sasa — ¢~ =) (pIp + Ipp) = 0. (5.20)
To see this, we use the right B-module relations from Lemma 5.3 to write
pdp + dpp = (14 ¢'* )72 00)pdp,  pdp + Ipp = (1+ ¢+ 72505 )pdp,

from which (5.20) follows upon applying the identities (5.18) and (5.19).

6. QUANTUM METRICS

In this section we define quantum metrics for the quantum projective spaces, reducing to
the Fubini-Study metrics in the classical case. Our main result here is Theorem 6.11, which
shows that these are quantum metrics according to Definition 3.5, that is they are invertible
in a suitable sense. We also discuss various properties they satisfy.

6.1. Definition and properties. For this first part there is no particular need to restrict
to the case of quantum projective spaces, hence 2 denotes the Heckenberger-Kolb FODC
corresponding to a generic quantum irreducible flag manifold.

We define g := g, + g_, where we write
gs =E,Ex0p @ dp € QL @50, 6.1)
g—y = E'12E235p ® 8p e XB Q+. )

Remark 6.1. For the quantum projective spaces, g reduces to the Fubini-Study metric in the
classical limit. This can be seen from the formula (A.1) in terms of the projection p.

Before tackling the issue of invertibility, we show some properties satisfied by g. We begin
by showing that ¢ is symmetric (Definition 3.7) and real (Definition 3.8).

Proposition 6.2. We have that g s symmetric and real.
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Proof. To show that g is symmetric consider the identity (C.8), that is
00p = Ea30p A Op + Ea30p A Op.
Applying E/, and using E},dp = 0 from (5.2) we obtain
0 = E},E230p A Op + E}E930p A Op.

Now observe that the right-hand side is equal to A(g) = A(g+—) + A(g_+), where here we
consider the wedge product as a map A : Q' ®z Q! — Q2.

To show that g is real it is convenient to employ the usual index notation. We have
g+- = Zu qPPMopT @ 9p* and gy = Zz] ¢ 9pi @ dp7'. Using (9p)* = dp’* and
(Op7)* = Op’* we easily check that g _ = g_, and hence gt = g. O

Remark 6.3. It is also possible to show that g is left C,[G]-coinvariant, which amounts to a
computation similar to that of [Mat19, Lemma 5.4].

The next property we want to discuss is related to Kéahler metrics. First, we need the
following technical result on the vanishing of certain terms of degree 3. This is essentialy
proven in [Mat19, Lemma 5.3], but we revisit it here using the index-free notation.

From now on all tensor products are over B (omitted), except where specified.

Lemma 6.4. We have B
E/12E23E23ap & ap ® ap = 0,

E'12E23E235p X 8p X 5]? = 0.

Proof. Write A = E|,E3E230p ® Op ® Op for the first term. Using the identity dp = E30pp
from (5.8) and the right B-module relations (5.4) we compute

A = E},Ex3Ex3Es0p @ Op ® Opp
= C](as’as) E/12 E23E23E67 Ts678 T 3456 T1234p0p ® 5,’0 ® dp
= q(as’as) E112 Eo3E45T3456E23 T 3456 T1234p0p @ 527 ® Op.

In the last step we have used Es3Eg7 Ts67s = Es5T3456E23, as E is an evaluation. Now consider
the 1dent1ty E23T3456T1234 = T1234E45 from (Cl) Using it twice we get

A = ¢ *)E},E93E45 T 3456 T1234E45p0p ® Ip ® Ip
= ¢'**)E},Es3E03 T3456 T1234E45p0p ® Op @ Op
= ¢}, E23 T1231E45E5p0p ® 9p ® Op.

Next, using E,E23T1934 = E}5Ea3 from (C.3) we have
A = ¢\ B}, Eg3E45E45p0p @ Op @ Op.
Finally using Eo3E45E45 = EozEa3Eos and Eggpdp = 0 we obtain
A = ¢ B} B3 E93E03p0p @ Op @ Op = 0.

 The second identity is similar. Write B = E/,E23E230p ® Op ® Op. Using the identity
Op = Eg3p0p from (5.8) and the right B-module relations (5.4) we compute

B = E,Ea3Ex3E3p0p @ 0p @ Op
= ¢} EsE23E s T 5 Taug ToorsOp © Op © Opp
= ¢\ B}, Ea3E 3B T 1534 Taass Tso7sOp © Op © Ipp.
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We have Eys5T o5, Taiss = T1o54E23, again from (C.1). Then
B = ¢ )E},En3Eas T 154 Eas T1g750p © Op @ Opp

= ¢ B, Eas a3 Ty TaisE230p © Op @ Ipp

= ¢\ B ,EasEas T 1oy TasseE230p ® p @ Opp

= q\**)E|,Ea3 T 1554 Ea3E230p ® Op @ Opp.
Using E/|yEa3T1osy = EjyEas from (C.3) we rewrite

B = q\**)E},E3E03E230p ® Op @ dpp.

Finally using Ea3Ea3E03 = Eo3Ea3Eg7 and Ex3dpp = 0 we obtain

B = q\**)E|,Eg3Ea3Es0p ® Op @ Opp = 0. O

We are now ready to prove the Kéahler property of the metric.
Proposition 6.5. The metric g satisfies
(d®id)g = (id®d)g = 0.
Proof. The metric can be written in the form
g=0g++9—1 = E,Ex5(0p ® Op + Op ® Op).

We apply d to the first leg. Using d = 0 + 0 and 0?> = 9> = 0 we obtain

(d ®id)g = E|4Ea3(00p @ Op + 00p @ Ip).
We have 99p = Ey3(dp A Op + Op A Op) by (C.8). Using this and 90 = —90 we get

(d®@id)g = —E},E23Ea3(dp A dp © Op + dp A Op @ Ip)
+ E}3E23E23(0p A Op @ Op + Op A Op @ Op).

The second and third term of the previous expression vanish by Lemma 6.4. The other two
terms also vanish, since we have the relations Eo30p ® Op = E30p ® Op = 0, which can be
easily proven using (5.8) and keeping in mind that the tensor product is over .

Similarly, applying d to the second leg we get

(id ® d)g = E},E23(9p ® 00p + Op @ d0p).
Using again the expression for 99p we obtain
(id ® d)g = E},Ea3E45(dp ® Op A 9p + Op @ 9p A Op)
— E4,Eg3E45(Op @ Op A Op + Op @ Op A Op).
This is easily seen to vanish as in the previous case. O

Remark 6.6. The definition of the metric g and its properties discussed above are valid for
any quantum irreducible flag manifold, not just in the quadratic case (we never used this in
the proofs). This is completely analogous to the definition of the Kéhler forms discussed in
[Mat19]. See also [Mat20] for a discussion of general quantum flag manifolds, not necessarily
irreducibles, from the point of view of (twisted) Hochschild homology.
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6.2. Inverse metric. From now on we focus on the case of quantum projective spaces. This
means that we take U,(g) = U,(sl,;1) and choose either ws, = w; or wy = w,, in such a way
that the quadratic condition discussed in Section 5.4 is satisfied.

Our goal is to prove that g is a quantum metric according to Definition 3.5. To show this,
we need an "inverse metric", which is an appropriate B-bimodule map (-,-) : Q @z Q — B.
We begin by defining a certain B-bimodule map on _ ®z €2,.

Lemma 6.7. We have a B-bimodule map (-,-)_ : Q_ ®5 Qy — B defined by
<5p7 ap>7+ - C;p — qf(wszp)pp.

Proof. We use the FODCs I'y and I'_ over A introduced in Section 5.2 and some results from
Appendix D. According to Proposition D.3 we have an A-bimodule map

P, —qg @2 T @z, — A,
where ®_, and ¥_, are the A-bimodule maps given by
O (wedf)=C, T  (weIf)=1f.

Recall that €, and Q_ are induced from I'y and I'_ over A. We now show that &_, —
q~ @2 W_ | restricts to a map Q_ ®p Q. — B, which coincides with (-,-)_,.
Starting with ®_, we compute

O (Ip @ dp) = B, (fdv @ Ofv) = fCv = Cyfv = Chp.

Similarly for ¥_, we compute
U (Ip@dp) =V_,(fov®dfv)= fvfv=rpp.
Therefore (Op, dp)_; = (®_, — ¢~ @=2P)W_,)(Op ® Op), which gives the result. O
Similarly we define a B-bimodule map on €2, ®z ), which is more involved.

Lemma 6.8. We have a B-bimodule map (-,-)4+— : Q4 ®p Q- — B defined by

(Op, Op)4— = ¢ ) g o208 53 Cap — ¢l @) g o),
Proof. According to Proposition D.3 we have an A-bimodule map

o, -V, I'y®zl_  — A
where ®,  and ¥, _ are the A-bimodule maps given by
O, (0f @0v)=Cy, VU, (0f ®0v) = fu.

We now show that &, — W, _ restricts to a map 2, ®zQ_ — B.
Consider first ®, . Using the right .A-module relations (5.6) and (5.7) we compute

Oy (9p @ Ip) = q 2Ry a(Ry - )aa®y— (vdf © du f)
= PRI, ralRy )i Calw )
= qf(ws’ws)(li;/’lv*)12<§‘7/}V*)34C2(|§V,V*)12p'

In the last step we have used vf = q(ws’ws)(ﬁvy*)wfv from (4.3). Next, we use the identity
(Ryh)31Ca = (Ry1)23Cs from (2.4). Then

O, _(0p®Ip) = q_(ws’wS)(FA? v )12(|A:3v,v)23c3(|33v,v*)12p

‘_/’ -
= q_(“s’“s)(r?‘_/,lv*)12(|§V,V)23<§V,V*)12C3p
— qf(w&ws)(ﬁV,V*)23(§V7V)12<§‘;,1\/*)23C3p'
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Finally using the braid equation (2.1) we obtain

®, (9p®dp) = qf(ws’ws)(ﬁv,v*)23(|iv,v)12(ﬁ\7}w)23C3p
= g~ @S 153 Cap.

Similarly, for ¥, we compute

~

(O ©0p) = IRy )Ry )sa Wy (v0f @ Ouf)
= ¢ 2@ )RRV s (v fuf)
= fofv=pp.
Using the identities above we find that
g~ (@) g2 (9p, Op) s = (P4 — Vo) (Op © Tp).
This proves the claim about (-, ) _. O
Remark 6.9. The normalization factor in this map is chosen for later convenience.

Hence we can define a B-bimodule map (-,-) : Q ®5 Q2 — B by

('a')-i—— on Q+®Q_
<'7') = (‘,‘)_+ on Q_®Q+ .
0 otherwise

Remark 6.10. In the classical limit the map (-,-) : Q ®3 Q — B reduces to the inverse of the
Fubini-Study metric, see the explicit formulae in (A.2).

We are now ready to show that ¢ is a quantum metric according to Definition 3.5.
Theorem 6.11. Write g = ¢ ® ¢g®. Then for any w € Q we have
gV (g%, w) =w = (w,gV)g"?.
Hence g € Q) ®5 () is a quantum metric.

Proof. Since (-,-) is a B-bimodule map, it suffices to prove the claim for the generators dp
and Jp of 2. We have to consider four different cases.
e The case g™V (g®,dp). Since (Op, dp) = 0 we have

9" (9®, 9p) = E15E230p(9p, Op) = E1,Ea30p (Cop — ¢~ “*")pp) .
We have E|,E230ppp = E|,0pp = 0. Hence
9V (9?, 9p) = E2Ea0pChp = E{,Ea3C,Ipp.
Using the duality relation E},C, = id from (2.2) we obtain
9" (g?, 0p) = E{,CoEs30pp = Ensdpp = Ip.
e The case (Jp, g(l)) (2). Since (Op, Ip) = 0 we have
(0p, gM)g® = E},E45(0p, 9p)dp = EyEus (Cop — ¢~ “=*)pp) Op.
We have Ej,Esppdp = E5,pdp = 0. Hence
(9p, 9')9"® = E}EasCopp.
Using the duality relation E},C, = id from (2.2) we obtain

(Op, gM)g® = E},C,Ea3pdp = Op.
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e The case (Jp, g")g®. Since (Op, Op) = 0 we have

(0p, g)g"® = E44Eas(Ip, Ip)Op
= E4,Ey5 ( (s,00) g (Wor0s120)G oy Capp — q(as’as)qf(wszp)pp) dp

(0437045) (Ws ws+2/7 E

=q q 34 E455123Cspdp,

where in the last step we have used E},E4sppdp = 0. Since E45 commutes with Sya3, using the
duality relation E4;5C3 = id from (2.2) we get

(Op, g1)g® = ql@so)gm(@os 2 EL S s pOp.
Then using pdp = q@s«)=(@2)S L pp from (5.14) we conclude that
(9p,g")g® = ¢~ 2By, 0pp = Dp.
e The case ¢gM(g®, dp). Since (Ip, Ip) = 0 we have
9" (9?, 0p) = E1,E230p(9p, dp)
= E}uEa30p (¢ g~ o208, Cyp — @) g~ 2 pp) .
Using again E|,E230ppp = 0 we rewrite
g(l)(g(z), dp) = g(s0s) g (s wst2p) E",E23S345C50pp.
Next, consider the expression
E235345C5 = E23<§V,V*)45(|§V,V)34<§\_/,1\/*)45C5
= (FAQV,V*)23E23(ﬁv,v)34(§x7,lv*)45c5-
By naturality of the braiding, equations (2.3) and (2.4) give
Ezs(lfav,v):m = E34(|f3‘_/7lv*)23, (lfax_/,lv*)45c5 = (§V*,V*)56C4-
Using these and the duality relation E15Cy = id from (2.2) we get
E235345C5 = (QV7V*)23E34(FAQ Vv Das(Ry- v+)56Ca
= (Ryy+)as(Ry= v+) 4E34C4(R\7V )23
= (Ryv+)as (R v )aa(Ry - )as = Soy.
Therefore we have
g(l)( (2) 5])) — q(as,as)q (ws,ws+2p) E'252343pp
Finally using dpp = ¢@ss)=(2s2)S,. ndp from (5.14) we conclude that
9V (9®,9p) = ¢ “*E\,pdp = p. O
Corollary 6.12. We have that g is central, in the sense that bg = gb for all b € B.

Proof. This is a general property of quantum metrics, see [BeMa20, Lemma 1.16]. Of course,
this can also be proven directly using the relations of the FODC (). U

Since g = g+ + g this also implies that g, and g_, are central.
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7. CONNECTIONS AND PROPERTIES

In this section we introduce two connections V, and V_ on the FODCs Q4 and €_, for
the case of quantum projective spaces. Their direct sum V = V, 4+ V_ is a connection
on the FODC €, which in the classical limit reduces to the Levi-Civita connection on the
cotangent bundle. As for the quantum case, we show that this connection is torsion free and
cotorsion free. In other words, V is a weak quantum Levi-Civita connection in the sense of
Definition 3.13, which is our main result from Theorem 7.7.

7.1. Connections. We begin with the connection on 2_, which is easier.
Proposition 7.1. We have a connection V_ : Q_ — Q Rz Q_ defined by
V_(9p) = EssOp @ Ip — g~ “*)pg, .

Proof. Recall that, in the quadratic case, {2_ is generated as a left B-module by Op with the
relations (Sya3 — ¢“=**))pdp = 0 and E},dp = 0, as described in (5.15). Hence to show that
V_ is well-defined we need to check the relations

(S123 — q(ws’ws))vf(pép) =0, ELV_(dp)=0.

Let us begin with the second relation. Recall that g, = E/,Ex30p ® Jp and we have the
identity Ef,p = ¢“=??). Using these we compute

ELV-(9p) = g1 — g+ =0.
Next, we want to show that (Sip3 — ¢“=**))V_(pdp) = 0. Using the Leibniz rule we have
V_(pdp) = dp ® Op + pV_(9p)
= 0p @ dp+0p @ dp + Ess(pdp ® Ip) — ¢~ “"*ppg,—.
First we claim that (Sio3 — ¢“=**))dp ® dp = 0. To see this, we use (5.8) to write
5}9 ® 5p = E455p ® pép = E45§pp ® ép.

Then using (Si93 — ¢“=*=))Opp = 0 from (5.13) we obtain the claim. Similarly one shows that
the term ppg,_ vanishes under S;o5 — ¢=**). Hence let us consider

A= 0p® dp+ Esspdp @ Op,
which we want to vanish under Sqo3 — ¢“**). Using Op = Eq3pdp we rewrite it as
A = Eg0p @ pdp + E4pdp @ Op = Ea5(pp + pdp) @ Op.

Clearly Sj93 — ¢“**) commutes with Ey5. Finally, using (Si93 — ¢“=**))(dpp + pdp) = 0 from
(5.20), we conclude that (Sip3 — ¢@s<))A = 0. O

Next we consider the case of €2, , which is more complicated.
Proposition 7.2. We have a connection Vy : Qy — Q ®@p Q4 defined by
Vi (9p) = q'**EssT12340p @ Op — ¢\l g~ “=*)pg__.

Proof. Recall that, in the quadratic case, 2 is generated as a left B-module by dp with the
relations (Sgz4 — ¢~ @=%*))pdp = 0 and E},dp = 0, as described in (5.16). Hence to show that
V. is well-defined we need to check the relations

(§234 — q_(ws’ws))VJr(Pap) =0, ERV(9p)=0.
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Let us begin with the second relation. We can use the identity E},Es3T1234 = E{5Ea3 from
(C.4). Then we obtain the expression

E|,E23T12340p ® Op = E,E230p @ Op = g_ .
Using this and Ef,p = ¢“*??) we conclude that
E, V4 (0p) = ¢ gy — ¢\ *g_, = 0.
Next we want to show that (Sgsq — ¢~ @)V, (pdp) = 0. We have
V. (pdp) = dp ® dp + pV 4 (Ip)
= Op®Op+ Op ® p + ¢ *)pEasT12340p ® Ip — ¢\ **)qg~ > )ppg_,

The terms Jp ® dp and pp can be shown to vanish under Soga — g~ @sws) | exactly as in the
proof of Proposition 7.1. Hence let us consider the term

A= 0p®Ip+ ¢ *E 5 Taus6p0p @ Op.
We want to show that it vanishes under §234 — ¢~ wsws) We can rewrite it using
Op ® Op = Eu50p @ Opp = ¢'**E45T4560pp © p.
Hence we obtain the expression
A = ¢'**)E45T3456(Opp + pOp) @ dp.
Now consider the identity §234E45§45~,6 = E45S4565034 from (C.5). Multiplying by S5 on the
right and using the fact that S and S commute we get
So34E45 Ta56 = Eas T4565034-

Then we can commute §234 with E45T3456 to obtain

(Sasa — g~ ) A = ¢l Ey5 T456(Saza — ¢~ “))(Ipp + pOp) @ Ip.
Finally, we can use the identity (5234 — q~@s@)) (Opp + pdp) = 0 from (5.20) to conclude that
(Sgsq — g~ @=@s)) A = 0, which finishes the proof. O

In the following we write
Vi=V,i+V_: Q- 020

for the direct sum of the two connections on Q@ =Q, & Q_.

Remark 7.3. In the classical limit, the connection V reduces to the Levi-Civita connection on
the cotangent bundle, as can be seen from the formulae in (A.3).

Remark 7.4. The constructions of this paper can be put in a C,[G]-covariant setting, but we
do not give the details here, as this is not our main goal. Recall that the algebra B is a left
C,|GJ-comodule, while the FODCs €2, and Q_ are shown to be left covariant in [HeKo06]. It
is possible to show that the connections V and V_ introduced here are left C,[G]-covariant.
This means that Vy : Q, — Q ®5 Q. (and similarly V_) is a map of left C,[G]-comodules,
where 2 ®5 (2, is given the usual structure of tensor product of left comodules.

In [DKO+20, Theorem 4.5] it is shown, using representation-theoretic methods, that in
the case of quantum irreducible flag manifolds there exists a unique left covariant connection
for comodules belonging to a certain class. In particular this applies to 2, and €)_, hence
giving (non-explicitly) the connections we have introduced here. Moreover, the argument of
[DKO+20] can be easily adapted to give a uniqueness result for Q. @ Q_. This implies that
the connection V described here must coincide with the one introduced in [OBul2].
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7.2. Torsion. The first property of the connection V we want to explore is its torsion, which
according to Definition 3.10 is the left B-module map

To=ANoV —d: Q! = Q%
Proposition 7.5. We have Ty = 0, that is V is torsion free.

Proof. It suffices to show that Tt vanishes on the generators dp and Op, since Ty is a B-
module map. For the rest of this proof we write £, = A(g;_) and K_, = A(g_4). Moreover
observe that Kk, = —k_, since g is symmetric by Proposition 6.2.

Consider first Ty (dp). We have ddp = 90p, since d = 9 + 0. Moreover we can write
O0p = Eg3(0p A Op + Op A Op), as in (C.8). Therefore

Ty (Op) = Eas0p A Op — ¢~ “= %) pry_ — Eq3(dp A Op + Op A Op)
= ¢ “?pr_, — Ex3dp A Op.

Next, consider the identity Ep30p ® Op = q~@s2)pg_, from (C.7). Applying A to it gives
Eg30p A Op = g~ “?)pk_, . Hence we conclude that

Ty (0p) = 4 “*pry —q~“Ppr_, = 0.
Now consider Ty (09p). Using ddp = 00p = —Eq3(dp A Op + Ip A Op) we have
Ty (0p) = ¢“**Eg3T19340p A Op — q\* ) g~ @) pr_,
+ Eo3(0p A Op + Op A Op).
In Lemma C.8 we show that we have the identity
¢ gy T19340p A Op = —Eg30p A Op + (¢'*) — 1)Eq30p A Op.
Plugging this in and simplifying we obtain
T (dp) = q(as,as)E235p A Op — q(as,as)q—(ws,Zp)p,{_Jr.
Using again Eq30p A Op = ¢~ “?)pk_, ., we conclude that
To(0p) = ¢ **)q~ 2P pr_ — gl@slq=@e2pg_ = 0. O

7.3. Cotorsion. From Definition 3.11, the cotorsion corresponding to a connection V : Q! —
Q' @4 Q! and a quantum metric g is the element coTy € Q2 ®4 Q! given by

coTy = (d®id — (A®1id) o (id ® V))g.
Proposition 7.6. We have coTy = 0, that is V is cotorsion free.
Proof. Using (d ® id)g = 0 from Proposition 6.5, we can write the cotorsion as
coTy = —(A®id) o (id® V)g.
First we compute (id ® V)g. We have
(id ® V)g = E}yE23(dp ® V(dp) + dp @ V(Ip))
= E1,E23(0p ® Ea3(dp @ Op) — ¢~ “*)Op @ pg_+)
+ ¢ ] Ea3(0p ® Ea3 T1234(0p ® Op) — ¢~ “*P0p @ pg.i ).

It is easy to show that E/,E30p ® pg_, = 0 and E/,E30p ® pg,._ = 0 by using the relations
in (5.8) (recall that the tensor product is over B). Hence we have

(id ® V)g = E|yE93E450p @ Op @ Op + ¢\ E),E3E 45 T34560p © Ip @ Op.
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The first term vanishes using Eo30p ® Op = 0, since it can be rewritten as
E5E23E30p @ Op @ dp = 0.
Then applying —(A ®1id) to (id ® V)g we are left with
coTy = —q'* ) E|,Ea3E45T34560p A Op @ Op.

We now show that this term vanishes. First, apply 0 to Opp = ¢~ (@) T 193,p0p to get the
identity —0p A Op = ¢~ (@) T15340p A Op. Using this we rewrite

coTy = E}oE23E45T3456 T12340p A Op @ Op.

NOtiIlg that E23E45 = E23E23 allows us to use the 1dent1ty E23T3456T1234 = T1234E45 from (Cl)
Then the cotorsion takes the form

COTV = E/12 E23T1234E455p AN gp ® 6p
Next, using E|,E3T 1934 = E}5Ea3 from (C.4) we have
COTV = E/12E23E455p A gp & 8]) = E/12E23E235p A gp X 0p

Finally this expression vanishes, since Ey30p A Op = 0. O

7.4. Levi-Civita connection. Summarizing the results obtained so far, we obtain the fol-
lowing theorem, which is the main result of this section.

Theorem 7.7. The connection V : 2 — Q Rz ) is a weak quantum Levi-Civita connection
with respect to the quantum metric g.

Proof. According to Definition 3.13, this means that V is torsion free and cotorsion free (the
latter involves g). This is what we have proven in Proposition 7.5 and Proposition 7.6. [

In view of these properties, and the fact that it reduces to the Levi-Civita connection on
the cotangent bundle in the classical limit, it seems appropriate to consider V as a quantum
analogue of the Levi-Civita connection for the quantum projective spaces.

Having the quantum metric g and the weak Levi-Civita connection V, one can investigate
further aspects of quantum Riemannian geometry in the sense of [BeMa20|. These include the
computation of the Riemann tensor and an appropriately defined Ricci tensor, for instance.
For the case of the quantum 2-sphere, which corresponds to the easiest case of a quantum
projective space, such computations have been performed in [Maj05]. An important result
is that an analogue of the Einstein condition holds, that is the Ricci tensor is proportional
to the quantum metric. We conjecture that this will also be the case for general quantum
projective spaces, and we plan to investigate this aspect in future research.

We can also ask for the stronger version of the property of compatibility with the metric,
as opposed to the cotorsion free condition. We investigate this in the next section.

8. BIMODULE CONNECTIONS AND METRIC COMPATIBILITY

In this section we show that the connections V, and V_ are bimodule connections. Then
we use this fact to show that the connection V satisfies the quantum metric compatibility
Vg = 0, which means that V is a quantum Levi-Civita connection.
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8.1. Bimodule connections. We investigate whether V : Q — Q ®5 2 is a bimodule con-
nection by studying its components V and V_. Recall from Definition 3.14 that this requires
the existence of a B-bimodule map o : Q ®5 Q2 — Q ®z Q such that

V(wb) =o(w®db) + V(w)b, weQ, beb.
We begin by obtaining a useful expression for V_(dpp).
Lemma 8.1. We have V_(dpp) = o__ +o_, +V_(0p)p, where
o__ = q )T 153,0p @ dp
o, = q2(ws,ws)—Z(as,as)Sl—zlggzMgp ® Op — (q—(as,as) _ 1)q_(ws’2")pg+,p.
Proof. We have V_(0pp) = ¢~ ()T 193, V_(pdp) by (5.4). Then we compute
V_(0pp) = ¢~ )T 193,dp @ Ip + ¢~ @) T 193,pV _(Ip)
= ¢~ )T 19540p ® Op + ¢~ T 19349p @ p
+ g )T 1934 Eg5p0p ® Op — ¢~ @) g~ @2 T 14ppg .
We have Tq234E45 = Eo3T 3456 T1234 by (C.1). Then
T1234E45p0p @ Op = Eu5 T 3456 T 1234p0p @ Op = E30p @ Opp.
Also using the analogue of Lemma 5.2 for pp we have

Ws,Ws

T1234pp = S123S03app = ¢~ )S193pp = pp.

Using these relations and pg, _ = g, _p we obtain
V_(0pp) = ¢~ T 193480p © Ip + ¢~ T12349p @ Ip
+ q*(as,as)E%ap ® Opp — qf(amas)q*(wszp)pg"»ip.
The second line coincides with ¢~(@2)¥ _(9p)p. Then we can write
V_(Opp) =0 +0_ +V_(Ip)p,
where we define o__ = ¢~ (®®)T53,0p ® Op and
oy =q ) T1930p @ Op + (g~ ) — 1)Ex30p @ Opp
— (q—(as,ozs) — l)q_(“S’Q")ngr_p.

Now we rewrite o0_, in a more convenient form. In the quadratic case we have Sio3 =
qQ(“’S""S)’(as’as)51_213 + q(‘*’s’“’s)(l — q*(o‘s’as)) from (5.18). Then we get

T12348p Q ép _ q2(ws,ws)f(as,as)sllegnglap ® 5]7 + q(ws,ws)(l . qf(as,as)>§2348p ® 5]7

Using (5.8) and (5.14) we can rewrite
S2340p ® Op = Sa34E230pp ® Op = Ea3S4360p © pdp
— q(asvas)_(w$7w$)E23ap ® gpp

Hence we get

T12340p ® Op = ¢*o2) (@) S L S010p @ Op + (1 — g~ )¢\ ***)Eg30p ® Opp.
Finally plugging back into o_, gives the expression

oy = q* @) 2000 LS 3 dp @ Dp — (g~ ) — 1)g @) ppg, .

This gives the result as claimed. O
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We proceed in the same way for V., which is a bit more involved.
Lemma 8.2. We have V(Opp) =044 + 04 + V. (Ip)p, where
+ = ¢ )T 19340p @ Op,
oy = P T8 10380 Op @ Op — (g% — 1)@ gm e P g p,
Proof. We have V  (Opp) = q**) T 153,V (pdp) by (5.4). Then we compute
Vi (9pp) = ¢ T1234dp ® Ip + ¢\ T1234pV 4 (Op)

= ) T19340p ® Op + ¢ T19340p @ Op

+ 7T 1934 E 5 TauspOp ® Op — g2 g™ )T p3uppg_ .
We have T1234E45 = Eo3T3456 T1234 from (C.1). Then consider

T1234E45 T345600p ® Op = E23T 3456 T 1234 T345600p © Op.
Using (5.11) we can derive an analogue of the braid equation for T, that is

T1234 T3a56 T1230 = T 3456 T1234 T 3456-

Using this identity we obtain
T1234E45T345600p ® Op = Eo3T1234 56 T 1234p0p @ Op
= Eg3T12340p @ pp.
Since we have Tio34ppg_+ = ppg_ = pg_.p, as in the proof of Lemma 8.1, we get
V. (Opp) = q'* ") T12340p @ Op + q'***) T 12340p @ Op
+ ¢* B T1a3u0p @ Opp — ¢* g~ pg_yp.

The second line coincides with ¢(**)V, (9p)p. Then we can write

V. (0pp) = 044 + 04— + V1 (Ip)p,
where o = ¢\®*)T53,0p ® Op and

o = )T 19340p @ Op + (¢ @) — 1)q @) B3 T19340p ® Opp
(gl — q)glaman) g~ 20)pg

We now revzrite 0,_ in a more convenient form. In the quadratic case we have 5234 =
q(as"3‘5)72(“’5""5)52_314 + q*(“’s"*’s)(l — q(as’as)) from (5.19). Then

T12340p @ Op = ¢ 00 200)8,,,8 4 Op @ Op + g~ @) (1 — ¢'**))S1930p @ .
Consider the term Sj530p ® dp. Using (5.8) and (5.14) we get
S1230p ® Op = E4551230p ® Opp = ¢\ ) ) E455153S3450pp © Op.
Next, we use Eg5 = E235934S345 from (C.3) and the "braid equation" for S (5.11). Then
S1230p ® Op = ¢ ) (%) E5389315545519353450pp @ Ip
= @) @ )3 S,11S193S345S1230pp @ Op.
Now we can use (5.13) and (5.14) to get
S1230p ® Op = q“***)E335234512353450pp ® Op = ¢“*** E235234S1230p @ Ipp
= ¢“***)Eg3T12340p ® Opp.
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Therefore we obtain
T12340p @ Op = ¢1* ) 22)S15,8 0 0p @ Op + (1 — ¢'**))EnsT12340p © Opp.
Finally plugging this into o, _ gives the expression
oy = P T8 0380 Op @ Op — (g% — 1)@ gm e P gy p,
This gives the result as claimed. O

The computations above suggest that the terms o4, with a,b € {+, —} might correspond
to B-bimodule maps 2, ®p 2, — 2, ®p (2,. This is indeed the case, as we verify by lengthy
computations in Appendix D. Then we obtain the following result.

Proposition 8.3. We have that Vi and V_ are bimodule connections.

Proof. From Proposition D.4, Proposition D.5, Proposition D.6 and Proposition D.7 we have
four B-bimodule maps , ®z Q) — ), ®p Q, with appropriate a,b € {4, —} given by

044 (0p @ Op) = q'**) T12340p @ Op,

o__(Op @ Op) = q~ )T 19349p ® Ip,

04— (Op ® Op) = *(@) 28,0380, 0p @ Op — (%) — 1)g*)g @ *)pg_p,
o_+(Op ® Op) = ¢*onew) 2SS, 0p @ Op — (g~ @) — 1)q~ g, _p.

They can be assembled into a B-bimodule map o : Q2 ®5 2 — Q ®5 2. Then using the
expressions from Lemma 8.1 and Lemma 8.2 we observe that

V_(9pp) = o(dp @ dp) + V_(Op)p,
V. (9pp) = o(dp @ dp) + V4 (Ip)p,

which shows that V_ and V. are bimodule connection with generalized braiding o. U

8.2. Metric compatibility. We now investigate whether the connection V is quantum met-
ric compatible, in the sense that Vg = 0. Here the action on V on g is given by

Vg=(V®id)g+ (¢ ®id)(id ® V)g.
Theorem 8.4. We have Vg = 0. Hence V is a quantum Levi-Civita connection.

Proof. We compute separately the action of V on the two legs of g, and g_..
e The term (V ®id)g_,. We have

(V@id)g-y = Ej,E3V(9p) @ Ip
= E),Ea3E230p @ Op @ Op — ¢~ “*)E},Egspg, @ Op.

The second term vanishes, since pg,_ = g, _p and Eg3pdp = 0. The first term vanishes due
to Lemma 6.4, which is related to the Kahler property of the metric.
e The term (V ®id)g,_. We have

(V ®id)g,_ = E},E3V(dp) @ p
= q(o‘s’as)E'12E23E23T12345p ® 8p X 5]? - q(as,as)q—(ws,Zp) E/12 E23pg—+ & 5]9

The second term vanishes due to E|,Eq3pdp = Ef,0p = 0.
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Now write A = Eg3E23T12340p ® 9p ® Op. Then
A = Ey3E23T1234E670p ® 9p @ pdp

= Es3E3E67503451230p ® Op ® pdp

= E3E45E23523451230p @ Opp @ Op.
We proceed by using (5.13) and (5.14). We obtain

A = gl )@ E 15035034 S123S3450pp @ 9p @ Op
= (@) 2o ) By B 45 F s S0345193S345S1239pp ® Op ® Op.

Now we use the "braid equation" S123S3455123 = S34551235345 from (5.11) and the identity
E235234S345 = E45 from (Cg) We get

A = gloson) 7A@ ) B F o E23§2345345512353455pp ® dp ® Op
= (@00 72 0)E 0 F o F15S193S3450pp © Op @ Op
= glames) 22w ) E )i E 100G 05F 45 Sa450pp @ Ip @ Op.

Next consider the identity Sjpz = ¢?@sws)=(asad)Grl 4 glwsws)(] — =@y from (5.18),
valid in the quadratic case. Using Ex3Sipy = ¢~ wrt2) E/ from (C. 2) we get

E23S1a3 = g~ (Wo)gss)m(omas) gl glews) (] — gm(esae) By, (8.1)
Plugging this into the previous identity for A we get
A = g g e E B S193El, Opp © Op @ Op
+ (1 _ q—(a’s7Oés))q(as7as)—(ws,ws)E23E235123E45§p ® pap ® 5p
= ¢ ) Ep3E03S1230p ® Op @ Op.
Above we used E|,p = ¢“=2) and Ey3pdp = 0. Using (8.1) once more we get
A= g2 g () BB Op @ Op @ Op + (1 — g~ %) )EgsEasdp @ Op @ Op
= (1 — ¢~ *))Ep3Eq30p ® 9p @ Op.
Plugging this expression into (V ® id)g,_ we obtain
(V@id)g, = (1 — ¢ @))q @B, En3Eq30p ® Op © Op.

But then this term vanishes due to Lemma 6.4.
e The term (id ® V)g,_. We have

(iId ® V)gy - = EjyE30p @ V(dp)
= E},E03E450p ® Op ® Op — ¢~ “*2P)E},E030p @ pys —.

The first term vanishes by Es30p ® dp = 0 and the second term by E|,Eo39pp = 0.
e The term (id ® V)g_,. We have

(id ® V)g_4 = E},E30p @ V(p)
= ¢ B, Eg3E 5 T34560p @ Op ® Op — ¢ *) g~ @2 )E] ,E030p @ pg_ .
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The second term vanishes due to Ey30pp = 0. Now we apply o ® id to this expression. Since
o(Op ® Op) = q~ (@) T 193,0p @ Op we get
(0 ®id)(id @ V)g_y = ¢'**E},E3E45 Tause0 (Op @ Op) ® p
= E15EasE45 Taus6 T12340p © Op @ Op.
Next we use Eg3T3456T1234 = T1234E45 from (C.1). We obtain
(0 ®id)(id ® V)g_+ = E15Ea3E03T3456 T12340p ® Op ® Op
= E}5E23T1234E450p © 9p @ 9p.
Using the identity Ej,E93T 934 = E}5Eg3 from (C.3) we get
(0 ®id)(id ® V)g_y = E},E23E450p ® dp @ Ip
= E)yE23E030p ® dp @ Op = 0.
In the last step we have used Es30p ® Op = 0. U

The quantum metric compatibility of V shows that this connection has all the properties
one would expect from the Levi-Civita connection on quantum projective spaces.

APPENDIX A. RESULTS ON PROJECTIVE SPACES

In this appendix we recall some results on (classical) projective spaces, to facilitate the
comparison between the classical and the quantum descriptions.

From the point of view of differential geometry, the complex projective space CPY can
be identified with CV™'\{0} modulo the relation (Z!,--- ZN*1) ~ X\(Z1,--- | ZN*1) with
A # 0. Here {Z!,--- , ZV*1} are the global coordinates of C¥*!. Define the functions

i @ =1 ...
D =z 1,] =1, , N+ 1.
These descend to CPY, as they are invariant under the equivalence relation.

Consider the coordinate patch with ZN™! = 0 and denote by 2 = Z?/ZN*! the corre-
sponding homogeneous coordinates (the discussion is similar for the other patches). Then
with respect to these local coordinates the Fubini-Study metric takes the form

P 1 L+ [l2l*)dsy — 27 . o
9= E gi;dz" © d7 = E 1+ ||Z|]|2)2 dz' © d#,

i,j=1 1,j=1

where we write d2* ® dz7 = dz' ® d2/ + d2/ ® dz* for the symmetric product. The inverse
metric can be seen to have components ¢ = (6;; + z'27) (1 + || z]|?).

The metric can be rewritten in terms of the functions p, which can be seen as the entries
of a projection of rank one. An explicit computation shows that

N+1
g=> (0p” @ 0p" + op” @ op’"). (A1)

ij=1
Similarly, the inverse metric can be seen as a map (-, -) on the cotangent bundle satisfying
(0p", 0p™) = Sap™ — p7p™, (Op”, 0pM) = dp™ — p M,

y o A2
(8;0@]’ 8pkl) — O, (apu’ 8pkl) —0. ( )
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Next, we describe the Levi-Civita connection on the cotangent bundle, defined with respect
to the Fubini-Study metric. We have the formulae

N+1

V(p) =) oM @op™ —pig_y,
k=1
N+1

V apm Z 8pzk ® apk:] Z]g+7.
k=1

Here g, = >, 0p7 @ dp/" and gy = ), . Op" @ Op".
The classical analogue of the relations (5.15) and (5.16) are
PIop = plophi pliapM = phigpt,
N+1 N+41

Z op" =0, Z o' =0
i=1 i=1

Using these relations, one can prove directly that the Levi-Civita connection is given by (A.3).
Indeed, one checks that V is torsion free and metric compatible, that is Vg = 0.

APPENDIX B. THE MAPS S AND S

In this appendix we prove various properties satisfied by the maps
Sizz = (FAQV “)2 (IA? )12(R\?V*)23,
Sozs = (I:AQV,V*)QB(ﬁv*,v*)34(Rv7v*)23-

These were introduced in (5.9) to rewrite some of the relations of the differential calculus.
The most important properties are the commutation relations among them.

Proposition B.1. The maps S and S satisfy the following properties.

(1) We have the commutation relations

S1235234 = S23451237 52345345 = S3455234-

(2) We have the "braid equations”

S12353455123 = S3455123S3457 S23454565234 = 545652345456-

Proof. These identities are valid more generally within the braid group with generators {o;};.
Under the obvious identifications, we can consider the elements

Sio3 = 020105, Sosy = 0203_102_1-
(1) The first identity is straightforward. For the second we compute
So34Sa15 = (0205 03 ) (040307 ") = (05 05 ' 03) (03 ' 0403)
=05 0y o403 = (05 0403) (0505 o3)

= (040305 ") (0205 05 ") = S3455031.



METRICS AND CONNECTIONS ON QUANTUM PROJECTIVE SPACES 31

(2) We consider the first identity. We compute
S12353455123 = (020105 ) (04030 ) (020105 ") = 04(020105 ' )os(020105 )0 !
= oy4(0; tono)os(0; tonoy o)t = 0407 (09030%)010;,
= 0407 (030903)010,F = 0403(0y o0, )o30,
= 0403(030105 Nosot = (040305 (090105 V) (040307 )
= 534551235345

The second identity can be proven in a similar way. O

Now we consider the case when Iflvy satisfies the quadratic relation
PV,VQV,V _ (QV,V . q(wS7UJS))<§V,V + q(LUS7WS)_(Oés,as)) = 0.
Then an analogous relation also holds for the braiding FA{V*y*.
Lemma B.2. In the quadratic case we have the relations
Sigz = g7 ) (@ )G L 4 gleswe) (1 — g(eees)y,
Saga = g ) IS L g lswe) (1 — glases)y,
Proof. The quadratic relation Py Qyy = 0 can be rewritten as
FA{V7V — qZ(wsw.Js)—(Oés,Oés)l/\Q‘—/’lv + q(ws,ws)(l _ q—(a57as)).
Using this identity we can rewrite S in the following way
Siaz = (ﬁV,V*)23<§V,V)12(|§\_/71V*)23
= QQ(MS’MS%(QS’QS)(RV,V*)23(R§,1\/)12(R§,1\/*)23 + g (1 - qf(as’as))(Rv,V*)23(R7,1v*)23
— qz(vawS)_(asvaS)Sl_;g + q(UJvaS)(l _ q_(a’s@és)).

The other identity is proven similarly. O

APPENDIX C. VARIOUS IDENTITIES

In this appendix we provide the proofs of various identities that have been used in the
main text. We divide them into two groups, those that only depend on the (rigid) braided
monoidal structure, and those that also involve the differential calculus €2.

C.1. Categorical identities. The first identity we consider appears in the proof of [HeKo06,
Proposition 3.11] in slightly different terms. We reprove it here for convenience.

Lemma C.1. We have the identity
E23Taas6 T1234 = T1234E45. (C.1)
Proof. Using the definition of Ti934 We can write

Taus6 T1234 = (FA{V,V*)45(FAQV,V)34(FA{V,V*)QB(QV,V)12(FAQ\_/17v*)SG(Q\_/}V*)45(|fa\_/17v*)34(§\_/,1v*)23-

We have EQg(FA{V’\/*)45 = (ﬁuv*)ggEgg. Moreover E23(FA{V7\/)34(FAQV7\/*)23 = E34 by naturality of
the braiding, as in (2.3). Then we obtain

A~

E23(|A?v,v* )45(|§v,v)34(|53v,v* )23(|f3v,v)12 = (F\Qv,v* )23(Rv,v)12E34.
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Hence we can write

~

Eo3Tsus6 T1234 = (RVV )23(va)12E34(Rv R )56<Rx;v*)45(R\;* ‘) 4(R(/,1v*)23

As above, using E34(R‘7’V*)45(R‘_/*7V*)34 = E45 due to (2.3) we obtain

~ A

Esa(Ry! v )s6(Ryy)as(Ry: )30 (Ry Y )2s = (R 1 )aa Ryt )2sEs.
We conclude that
Eo3T3a56 T 1234 = (ﬁv,v*)zs(ﬁv,v)lz(ﬁa‘_/ly*)34(|f3‘_/,1v*)23E45 = T1234E45. l

In the following we suppose that V' is a simple module. First we obtain some relations for
the evaluations E and E’ applied to the maps S and S.

Lemma C.2. Let V = V()) be a simple module. Then we have

A2, Eg4§2—314 = gOAIE,,. (C.2)

E19S123 = q(

From these identities we also obtain
E15S1235031 = B4y, 2350345345 = Eus. (C.3)
Proof. Consider the first identity. Using (2.3) we compute
E75S123 = Efo(Ryv)as(Rviv) 12 (Ry e )as = Eas Ry ) 12 (Ruiv ) 12(Ry 1 )2s
= Eb Ry )as = ¢ By
In the last step we have used (2.5). Similarly, for the second identity we have
E%,S5 = Eb(Ruw)as(Rv- v )34 (Ry ) )2s = Eog (Ry! 1y )sa (R v )aa(Ry ). )as
— Eég(ﬁ‘—/}v*)% — q(m+2p) Eos

The other identities easily follow from these. U

The next result, again in the case of a simple module V', shows that we can get rid of the
term Tya34 when performing the evaluations E),Es;.

Lemma C.3. Let V = V(X) be a simple module. Then we have
EloE23T 1234 = Ej,Eos. (C4)
Proof. We have Eqp(Ryp+)12 = ¢~ A20E,, from (2.5). Then
EoBasTioss = ¢~ M 2ELEL (R 1 )sa(Ruy) 12 (Ryy)2s
By (2.3) we have E'23(|f3‘_/17v*)34 = B4, (Ry,y+)23. We obtain
E1oEasTizsr = ¢~ MV ELEL (Ryw-)as(Run 1o (Ry - )2s
= ¢ OMPELEL (Rvv)as(Rua)i2(Ry b )as
Again by (2.3) we have Efy(Ry.y+)a3 = E} (lfl v)12. Then
EloEa3 T3 = ¢ WPE), E/23(f{?,v)12(Rv,v)12(§x7,1\/*)23
- q_(/\’HZp) E/12 E,23(|32\7/71V*)23 = E/12 Eos.
In the last step we have used again (2.5). O
Finally we need the following identity in the proof of Proposition 7.2.
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Lemma C.4. Let V = V(X) be a simple module. Then we have

S234E45S156 = E1554565234. (C.5)
Proof. Taking into account that Tiss = S2345103 we write

S234E45Su56 = 52345123515 E 455456 = T1234E455 1555456
Using Ti934E45 = E23T3456 T 1234 from (C.1) this becomes
S234E455456 = E23T456 7123451955456 = E235345 54565234 S 56-
Now we use the "braid equation” for S from (5.11). We get
S234E455456 = 23554552345 456 5234

Finally we have E23S345S234 = E45 from (C.3), which gives the result. O

C.2. Differential calculus identities. We now derive various identities involving some el-
ements of the differential calculus €2. In the following V' always denotes the simple module
V(ws). We begin with some identities involving the metric.

Lemma C.5. We have the following identities for the metric g.

(1) For g4+ we have
gi—p = ¢ =00 B Sos0p @ Dp (C.6)
= q(ws’ws)f(as’as)E§54Sf2%ap ® Ip.

(2) For g_, we have )
PY—y = q(ws,Qp) E238p (29 3p (C?)

Proof. (1) Using the right B-module relations (5.14) and (5.8) we compute
Es0p @ Opp = ¢@sws) (@) E, .S, Opp @ p
= o) =000 S, By Opp @ Op
_ gee—anadd, 90 @ Bp.

Applying B, we get g, p = q(“’s’“’s)*(as’as)E/12§2348p ® Op. The second expression can be
obtained from the first one, since using (C.2) we can rewrite

Ef5Saas = ¢ P EpsS 5 Soas = ¢ T En3S03uSiny = Ef, St
(2) Using Ej, = ¢@s<st2)E3S0s, from (C.2) we write
pg—+ = B4 Euspdp ® Op = ¢ 20 E 3855, E45pdp @ Op.
Since T30 = S934S123 and Si3pOp = q~“s+:)pdp from (5.12), we get
PGt = ¢ 2P Eg3 T 19345155 Easpdp ® Op
= ¢ T2y 1934455 155p0p @ Op
= ¢ B3 T1234E5p0p ® Op.

Next, we can use the identity T1934E45 = E23T 3456 T1234 from (C.1). Finally, taking into account
the right B-module relations (5.4) and Es30pp = Op, we get

Pg—+ = q"“* 2P Eg3E 03T 3456 T1234p0p @ Op = ¢“=*)Eg3E030p ® Opp
= q(ws,Zp) Ea3E450p @ Opp = q(ws’Qp) Es30p ® Op. O
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The next two identities we discuss appear in the proof of [HeKo06, Proposition 3.11]. The
first one lets us rewrite d0p as a product of one-forms.

Lemma C.6. We have
00p = Ea3(0p A Op + Op A Op). (C.8)

Moreover we have
Easp00p = E9300pp = Eg30p A Op.

Proof. Using the identity dp = E3pdp from (5.8) and the Leibniz rule we have
d0p = Ea30(pOp) = Ea3(Op A Op + pddp).

Now we apply 0 to Eyspdp = 0. Using 00 = —58_we get Easp00p = Ea30p A Op. Plugging this
into the expression above we get the result for ddp.
For the other identities, using the formula above we compute

E23p00p = E3(Ey )as(pOp A dp + pdp N 9p)
= Eg3Ea3(pdp A Op + pdp A Op)
= Eo30p A Op.
In the last step we have used (5.8). The identity Ey300pp = Ep30p A Op follows similarly. [
The second identity from [HeKo06, Proposition 3.11] is a right B-module relation for 9dp.
Lemma C.7. We have 00pp = T1234p00p.
Proof. Using the identity for 9dp from (C.8) and the bimodule relations (5.4) we get
90pp = E23T3456 T1234p(Op A Op + Op A 9p).
Then, using Eo3T3456 T1234 = T1234E45 from (C.1), we obtain
99pp = T1234E45p(Op A 9p + Ip A Op) = T1234p90p. O

Finally, the next identity lets us rewrite Op A dp in terms of dp A Op under the evaluation
Eo3. We have used it in the computation of the torsion in Proposition 7.5.

Lemma C.8. We have
¢ EayT10340p A Op = —Eas0p A Op + (¢ — 1)Ea0p A p.
Proof. Applying 0 to Opp = ¢\ )T 1534p0p gives
00pp — Op A Op = ¢ T19340p A Op + ¢ T 1934p00p.
Using Lemma C.7 we rewrite this as
g )T 19340p A Op = —9p A Op + (1 — ¢“**))d0pp.
Now we use the identity Eo300pp = Ep30p A Op from Lemma C.6, taking into account that
00 = —00. This gives the result. O
APPENDIX D. BIMODULE MAPS

In this appendix we introduce various bimodule maps, which in the main text were used to
define the inverse metric and check the bimodule property of the connections.
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D.1. Inverse metric. First we introduce certain A-bimodule maps involving the FODCs I',
and I'_ over A. We assume that we are in the quadratic case, which means that the only
relations are as in (5.17). For this part the tensor products are taken over C, unless specified.
We denote by f+ and T'_ the free left A-modules generated by df and v respectively, with
A-bimodule structures given by (5.6) and (5.7).

Lemma D.1. Define the A-bimodule maps
(b+_:f‘+®f‘_—)./4, (b_+:f‘_®f‘+—>./4,

by the formulae ) )
¢+_ (af ® av) = Cl, (b_+(a'l} X 8f) = C/l

Then they descend to maps on the tensor product over B.

Proof. To prove that ®, _ descends to a map I, ®3_ — A we need to show the equality
O, (Ofp®v) =P, (0f ® pdv), where p = fv € B are the generators of B.
Using the relations from (5.6) and (5.7) we compute

O, (0f f ® Ov) = q(as’%)_(ws’ws)(ﬁv,v)12q)+—(faf ® Ov) = q(as’as)_(ws’ws)(F\QV,V)HCQJC-
We have (Ryy)12Cy = (IA?(/}V*)QgCl from (2.4). Then
O, (Off @ Ov) = ¢~ Ry s Cy f = g0 (@) (RUY )3 (0f @ Duf)
= ¢ 9D, _(9f ® fOv).
Similarly we compute
O (0fv @ 0v) = ¢~ (R} )@y (v0f @ 9v) = ¢ (Ry}.)12Cov,
We have (IA?(,}V*)IQCQ = (Ry=v+)23Cy from (2.4). Then
(I>+_(8f1) (%9 gv) = q_(ws’ws)(ﬁv*’v*)zgcl’l} = q_(ws7w5)(ﬁv*7v*)23¢+_ (8f & 5'1}1))
= ¢ @2I)P, (Of @ viv).

Using these identities and p = fv, we obtain that ®,_(0fp ® Ov) = &, _(0f @ pdv). The
computations for the map ®_, are very similar and we omit the details. O

We proceed similarly for the following "multiplication" maps.
Lemma D.2. Define the A-bimodule maps
\I]+,:f\+®f\7—>A7 \I’7+:f\,®f‘+—>¢4,

by the formulae ) )
U, (0f ®0v) = fv, V_ (0v®Jdf)=uvf.

Then they descend to maps on the tensor product over B.
Proof. Consider the map W, . Taking into account the relations (4.3) we compute
Ui (0f f © 0v) = ¢l o) Ry ) 120y (fOF © Ov) = ¢~ ) (Ryy )1 f fo
- q(as,as)ffv — q(as,as)f(ws,ws)@‘;,lw)23fvf
= (0~ (RUL )2 Wy (Of © O f)
= (W, _(0f @ fOv).



36 MARCO MATASSA

Similarly we compute
1 (0fv ®dv) = ¢ (RL)10 (00f @ Ov) = ¢ (R} )i fo
= fov = ¢ ) Rye ve)as fov = @) Ry v )os Uy (0f @ Dow)
= ¢ @)Y, (9f @ vdv).

Since p = fuv, these identities show that ¥, _(dfp®dv) = ¥, _(0f @pdv). The computations
for the map W_, are completely analogous and we omit them. U

Finally, we show that certain linear combinations of the maps ® and ¥ defined above
descend to the FODCs I', and I'_.

Proposition D.3. Let ® and ¥ be the maps defined above.

(1) The map ®,_ — WV, descends to a map I'y g — A.
(2) The map ®_, — ¢~ @)W _ descends to a map I'_ @z, — A.

Proof. (1) We need to check that the relations of I'; and I'_ are preserved under these maps.
According to (5.17) we need to consider Ejovdf = 0 and E}, fov = 0.
Using the duality relations (2.2) and the relations of A from (4.3) we compute

Epp(®y — U, )(vdf ® Ov) = E13Cov — Eppvfo =v —v = 0.
Similarly, using the same relations together with (5.7) and (2.5), we compute
Eby(®y — Wy )(Of © fOv) = g~ @By (Ry1)as(Py - — Wy )(Df @ v f)
= ¢ By (0, — U, )(0f @ duf)
q“ P EgCof — ¢ Egsfuf
= w20 f _ glws20) f — ),

This shows that &, — ¥, descends to amap 'y @z — A.
(2) The computations for ®_, — ¢~ @2, _ are very similar and we omit them. O

D.2. Bimodule connections. Consider the terms o, with a,b € {+,—} appearing in
Lemma 8.1 and Lemma 8.2. Our goal is to show that they correspond to B-bimodule maps
O, 5 2 — O, ®5 ), defined by the same expressions.

Proposition D.4. We have a B-bimodule map o, : 0y ®p Q. — Q. ®@p Q4 given by
044 (0p @ Op) = ¢\ ) T153,0p @ Op.

Proof. First we check that o is well-defined as a map 2, ® Q; — Q, ® ;. We treat the
first factor as a left B-module using (5.12) and the second factor as a right B-module using
(5.13). Using this description we need to check the relations

E/120++(3p ® 8p) = O, Eé40'++ (8p ® ap) = 0,
(Sass — q~“*))oy (pOp ® Op) =0,  (Sass — ¢~ “**))o44(Ip @ Opp) = 0.
Once this is done, we check that o, descends to a map Q2 ®p 2y — Q) ®@p Q4.

It is convenient to rewrite o, in a slightly different form. Using So34pdp = ¢~
from (5.12) allows us to obtain the identity

Op @ Op = Eg30pp @ Op = Eg30p @ pdp = ¢ Ey3S4560p @ pdp
= q(“s’w5)§234E236pp X 8]? = q(“s’w5)§2348p X 8p

Ws Ws

)pdp
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Using this identity we can rewrite
o’++(6p () ap) = q(as,as)5123§234ap ® ap — q(as,as)*(ws,wS)Slzgap R 8]?

Now we proceed with the verifications.
e Action of E},. Consider the expression o (dp ® dp) = ¢ T 125,0p ® Op. We have
the identity E},S193S234 = Ef, from (C.3). Then

Ely044(0p @ Op) = ¢“****)E},0p ® Op = 0.

e Action of Ej,. Consider the expression o, , (Jp® dp) = (@)~ @ss)S ,.9p ® Op. Using
Op ® Op = ¢“)Sy3,0p ® Op we rewrite this as

41 (Op ® Op) = @) 7)1 S1030p & .
Next, using Ej,S5 = ¢~ 2P Ey3 from (C.2) we get
Esy044 (Op ® Op) = ¢@»2) e (@) E3S 1530p @ Op.

Now we use the quadratic condition Sjp3 = ¢?@Wsws)=(asas)S L 4 gwsws) (] — g=(@s:as)) from
(5.18). Then we obtain

3,044 (0p®dp) = q(ws’2p)q(ws’w8)E23Sf21:4,ap ® Op
+ g2 glasas) (] — gl Ep 9p @ dp.

The second term vanishes due to Ey30p ® dp = 0. Finally using Ey3Si55 = ¢~ @<= +2)E,, from
(C.2) we conclude that

E3,04+(0p ® Op) = E},0p ® Op = 0.

e Action of Sy3,. Using the expression o (9p @ dp) = ¢(@@)=(©@sw)S,,.9p @ Ip and the
identity So340p ® Op = ¢~ “*=)9p @ Op we easily get

S2340+1 (pOp ® Op) = ¢~ o (pdp @ D).
e Action of §456. As for the case of 5234 we immediately get
Sus60++(Op ® Opp) = ¢~ o (9p @ Opp).

e Tensor product. Consider the expression o, (dp ® Op) = q(@@)=@sw)S 0.0p @ Ip.
Then using Opp = ¢(@=@)=(@sw5)S ,2pdp from (5.14) we compute

014(Opp @ Op) = ¢S 500, (pdp @ Op) = @728 138 045p0p © O
= 512353455123 53159p © Ipp.
Using the "braid equation" for S from (5.11) we obtain
04+(Opp ® Op) = S31551235345S3450p @ Opp = qs») (@IS 7k 5 (Op ® Opp)
= 04+ (0p ® pdp).
This shows that o, descends to a map 2y ®z Q. — QL X5 Q. U
The case of o__ is fairly similar.
Proposition D.5. We have a B-bimodule map o__ : Q)_ ®@p Q- — Q_ Rz Q_ given by
o (Bp @ dp) = ¢~ T15348p @ Ip.
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Proof. We skip the computations, as they are quite similar to the case of o, . To verify that
o__ is well-defined as a map 2_ ® Q_ — Q_ ® 2_ we have to check the relations

120--(0p®09p) =0, Eyo-_(9p®dp) =0,
(Si2s — ¢““)o__(pdp © Op) =0, (Sss5 — ¢“*))o__(Ip © Ipp) = 0.
One can show the identity Sy1230p ® Op = ¢“=*)Op @ Op. This allows us to rewrite
o__(Op @ Op) = q=)~(0=2)S,5,9p @ Op.
The various verifications are then performed as in Proposition D.4. O
Next we consider the term o, _, which is more involved.
Proposition D.6. We have a B-bimodule map o, : Q0 ®p Q- — Q_ Rz Q. given by
04 (Op @ Dp) = q** ) eS80 Op @ Dp — (g = 1)gl* g2 pg_p.

Proof. First we check that o, _ is well-defined as a B-bimodule map 2, ® Q_ — Q_ ® Q.
In other words, we need to check that the following identities hold

Elboy—(Op®0p) =0, Ejyo._(Op® dp) =0,
(Soza — ¢ @)y _(pdp @ Ip) =0, (Szss — ¢“*))o_(Op @ Ipp) = 0.

Then we check that o descends to a map 2, ®z Q- — Q_ Rz, )
e Action of Ej,. We use E},S13 = q@s@sHt20)Eys from (C.2) and the identity S;3, =
Pwsws)=(@s,0s)Go ) 4 (1 — g (@) g(@sws) from (5.19). We get

E325123§§3£15p ® Op = q(ws wat2p) E23§§3145p ® Op
— Pesw)=(@na) gt 20 E S B @ Ip
n (1 _ q,(amas)>q(ws,ws)q(ws,ws+2ﬂ) E235p (039 8])

The first term vanishes since, Eg3Sass = ¢ @ t200E,, by (C.2) and E\ydp = 0. For the
second term we use Egzdp ® Op = ¢~ @=%)pg_, from (C.7). Then

E15S12355310p © Op = (1 — ¢~ (%)@ )pg_ .
Finally using E},p = ¢“*?") we obtain
Elo(9p @ 9p) = ¢* @) (1 — ¢~ @*))pg_, — (¢'**) = 1)¢\**)g_.p =0,

e Action of Ej,. We use Ej,S5 = ¢ t2)Ey3 from (C.2) and the identity Syps =
qAesws)—(asas)§ il 4 (1 — g=(@sas))gwsws) from (5.18). We get

E44S541S1230p ® Op = ¢ ) Eg3S1930p ® Op
_ q2(ws,ws)f(as,as)q(ws,wswp) E235f2135p ® Op
+(1— q*(as,as))q(ws,ws)q(ws,ws+2p) Eq30p @ Op.
The first term vanishes, since Eo3Spos = ¢~ @=#s*2?)E, and E},0p = 0. Then
E4,S031S1230p © Op = (1 — ¢~ (@ ))g?pg_ .
Therefore we obtain

Eu04—(Op ® Op) = ¢* @) (1 — g~ )pg_, — (¢'**) = 1)q**)pg_, = 0.
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e Action of Sys,. Let us write ME = S,Apdp @ dp. Using the relations (5.12), (5.14) and
the "braid equation" for S (5.11) we compute
§2—314Mf+ = S5445156p0p ® Op = @)~ (eI S L S 4. S440p @ pdp
— q(as,as)*(ws ,wS)SZSIGSEi}ZlSZEJngp ® pdp = q(as,as)SZ;GS;glélépp ® Op
= ¢ @IS Lpdp @ Op = q(“’s""s)Mf+.
Now we rewrite o, _(pdp @ Jp) in terms of ML, as
04— (pOp @ Op) = ) ISy s M P — (q(@0) — 1)g( @)= Dppg_p.
Then using 5234Mf+ = q_(WS’WS)MfJr and 5234pp = ¢~ @s%s)pp we obtain
(Saza — g~ )y (pdp @ Op) = 0.
e Action of S3y5. Let us write ME, = S1230p @ Opp. As above we compute
S3as M, = S34551230p ® Opp = gl @)= (We)S, S 03 Sau50pp © Op
= (00708103845 S1950pp @ Dp = 4% **)S153S3450p © pdp
= q“9)S1530p @ Opp = ¢ ME,.
Now we rewrite o (9Ip ® Opp) in terms of M, as
04— (Op @ Bpp) = ¢ =) 2SI M — (glonee) —1)glr0)gm 2 pg_ pp.
Then using S5 MT, = q(“s’“S)]WiL and Sya3pp = ¢“=“*)pp we obtain
(Ssa5 — ¢“*))o,._(Op @ dpp) = 0.

e Tensor product. We want to show that o, _(9pp ® dp) = o,_(0p @ pdp). Using the
right B-module relations (5.14) we compute

o (Opp @ dp) = ¢l@= ) Wea)S 05, (pOp ® Op)
= Po00) 3]G, 1S5S mpOp @ Op
— q(as,as)—(ws,ws)(q(as,as) _ 1)q(as7as)q—(ws,20)5123ppg_+p_
We focus on the first term. Using again (5.14) we have
S12353455126P0P ® Op = 12553455156 5234S3150p © Opp
= S,12651235554,0p ® Opp.
We also used that the terms S and S commute. For the second term we have

(wsws) (ws ws)

Si23pPg—4D = q Pg—+PpP = 525%29942919-

Using these identities we obtain

04— (Opp ® Op) = ¢ @IS Lo (9p @ Opp) = 04— (9p @ pOp). O

ppg—+P =4

Finally we consider o_,, which is similar to o,_. However, since the details are fairly
involved, we include the necessary steps also in this case.

Proposition D.7. We have a B-bimodule map o_, : Q_ ®@p Qy — Q. ®@p Q_ given by
01 (Op @ Op) = o) 00D L So0sp @ Ip — (g7 = 1)g~“*pg, _p.
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Proof. We need to verify the following relations
1201 (Op®dp) =0, Eyo (dp®dp) =0,
(Si2s — q“*)o_ (pOp ® Op) =0, (Sus6 — ¢~ “**))o_, (Op ® Ipp) = 0.

Then we check that o_ descends to a map - ®g Q2 — Q. @ Q_.
e Action of Ej,. We have the identity Sjp; = ¢(@@)72@swa)G o0 4 (1 — glasas))g=(wsws)
from (5.18). Then we can rewrite

E'1251_213§2348p ® Op = q(@o0s) 2 ’wS)E/125123§2346p ® Op
+ (1 - q(as’%))q_(ws’ws)E,12§2348p ® Op.

The first term vanishes, since E’125123~§234 = E4, from (C.3) and E},dp = 0. For the second
term we use g, _p = q@sws) (@) E S0 10p @ Op from (C.7). Then

E15S125S0340p ® Ip = (¢ (00 — 1)l om0 2nionlg, .
Using this identity we conclude that
El,o 1+ (Op @ 9p) = (¢ ) = 1)gy p— (g7 = 1)g, p=0.

e Action of Ej,. We have the identity Sgsy = ¢(@@) 2@s @S2 1 (1 — gl@sas))g=(wsws)
from (5.19). Then we can rewrite

E§4§234Sf2138p ® Op = ql@oe) 2w ’wS)E§4S53£15f21:J,aP ® dp
+ (1= gls))g= e EL, ST ap @ Op.

The first term vanishes, since Ej,S5STs = El, from (C.3) and E},0p = 0. For the second
term we use pg,_ = q@sws) (@Bl STLOp @ Op from (C.6). Then

ElySasaSiodp © Op = (g7 (%) — 1)gPee) 2ol g,
Using this identity we conclude that
Ebyo(Op® dp) = (¢ ) = D)pg,— — (") — 1)pg,— = 0.

e Action of Sjy;. Let us write ML_ = S;tpdp ® dp. Then using the relations (5.12),
(5.14) and the "braid equation" for S (5.11) we compute

Sios My = SipS5u5p0p ® Op = gl o0 ) S S LS s Op @ pdp
= g (00 LS LSk Op © pOp = g~ * ISk S 5 0p @ pdp
— q*(ws,ws)sgéllf)ap ® pép — qf(ws ’“S)Mff.
Now we rewrite o_ (pdp ® dp) in terms of ML _ as
01 (pOp ® Op) = P 2GS ME — (g7 ) — 1)~ ppg, p.
Then using Syo3 ME_ = q(“S’“S)Mf_ and Sya3pp = ¢“=)pp we obtain
(Si2s — ¢“***))o_, (pdp ® p) = 0.
e Action of Sy. Let us write M fﬁ = 52343]9 ® Opp. As above we compute
Suse MY = S45652340p @ Opp = ¢~ (2556534 S4560pp ® Op
= o) 7(00:0)851 S 15652310pp ® Op = ¢~ *)S34S4560p @ pOp
- q—(ws7ws)§2346p ® Opp = q_(ws,ws)Mf_'
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Now we rewrite o_ (Ip ® Opp) in terms of M _ as
o4 (Op ® Opp) = o) 2O IS LM — (g7 —1)q~“*)pg, _pp.
Then using §456Mf7 = ¢ @@ MR and Sosapp = ¢~ @) pp we obtain

(Suss — ¢~ @), (p @ dpp) = 0.

e Tensor product. We want to show that o_(Opp ® dp) = o_,(Op @ pdp). Using the
right B-module relations (5.14) we compute

o4 (Opp @ dp) = ¢S, 5 (pdp ® Ip)
= P =30nen)S ) SELS 156p0p ® Op
_ q(ws,ws)*(as,as)(q*(as,as) _ 1)q*(‘*’5’2”)§234ppg+,p.
We focus on the first term. Using again (5.14) we have

52345?:4155456]?61? ® dp = §234S§415§45651_213 gZslfsap ® Opp

= S35 125 52340p © Opp.
For the second term we have
Sosappg—+p = ¢ ““ppg_1p = ¢ “pg_ypp = Sypg—spp.
Using these identities we obtain
o_(Opp ® dp) = q(”S’“S)*(as’aS)S§415)a,+(5p ® Opp) = o_4(0p ® pdp). O
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