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QUANTUM GEODESIC FLOWS AND CURVATURE

EDWIN BEGGS AND SHAHN MAJID

ABSTRACT. We study geodesics flows on curved quantum Riemannian geometries using a re-
cent formulation in terms of bimodule connections and completely positive maps. We complete
this formalism with a canonical * operation on noncommutative vector fields. We show on
a classical manifold how the Ricci tensor arises naturally in our approach as a term in the
convective derivative of the divergence of the geodesic velocity field, and use this to propose a
similar object in the noncommutative case. Examples include quantum geodesic flows on the
algebra of 2 x 2 matrices, fuzzy spheres and the g-sphere.

1. INTRODUCTION

Noncommutative geometry is the idea that we can extend geometric concepts to the case where
‘coordinate algebras’ are noncommutative. On the physics side, a motivation is the quantum
spacetime hypothesis that spacetime is better modelled by noncommutative coordinates due to
quantum gravity effects. This was speculated upon at various points since the early days of
quantum mechanics[23] but in a modern era specific proposals for models appeared in [17, 18] 12
[I0] among others, but without the machinery of quantum Riemannian geometry as now available
in a constructive form[2]. Rather, such models were dictated by ideas from quantum groups such
as Hopf algebra duality and born reciprocity[I7], quantum group symmetry[18] and classical
symmetry[12, [10]. By now, a great many models are known with quantum metrics and quantum
Riemannian curvature, including black hole models and finite models of quantum gravity, e.g.
[6, 20, 1, 13] . The constructive formalism used in these works follows a ‘ground up’ approach
where we start with the ‘coordinate algebra’ A, define a differential structure in terms of a
differential graded algebra (€2,d) of ‘differential forms’, then a quantum metric g € Q! ® 4 2!, then
a quantum Levi-Civita or other connection V : Q! - Q' ® 4 Q!, its curvature Ry : Q' - Q2 @4 Q!,
etc. There is also a practical ‘working definition’ of Ricci and in some cases Einstein tensors which
sometimes produces reasonable results in the sense of vanishing divergence with respect to V but
which is not canonical. One of our goals in the present paper is to come at the Ricci tensor
from another angle for this reason. There is also a well-known and more sophisticated Connes
approach to noncommutative geometry coming out of cyclic cohomology and K-theory[8] and
with examples such as the noncommutative torus, as well as physical applications including
ideas for the standard model of particle physics[d]. This particularly makes use of the notion
of a ‘spectral triple’ or abstract Dirac operator to implicitly encode the quantum geometry.
Sometimes Connes spectral triples can be realised within the constructive quantum Riemannian
geometry[7, [14], i.e. there is a useful intersection between these approaches.

Working in the constructive formalism as in [2], we continue in the present work to explore the
recently introduced notion of a ‘quantum geodesic’[3, 5] and particularly how it interacts with
curvature. Until now, only quantum geodesics on flat examples were worked out, such as the
equilateral triangle[3] and the Heisenberg algebra with a flat linear connection[5]. We now study
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quantum geodesic flows on known quantum Riemannian geometries on M>(C) and the fuzzy
sphere, and we write down but do not explicitly solve for quantum geodesics on the g-sphere
C,[S?]. A parallel work [I5] covers flat A-Minkowski space from the point of view of physical
predictions and also a curved (but not quantum-Levi Civita) connection on the noncommutative
torus.

In studying our models, we are led to considerably improve the quantum geodesic formalism it-
self, solving two fundamental problems in the original work [3]. The first is about the *-operation
needed for a unitary theory over C, which previously was proposed via some requirements but
without a canonical choice. This is now rectified in Theorem [£.7] under the assumption that the
positive linear functional [ : A - C needed for the theory is a twisted trace [ ab = [ ¢(b)a for
an algebra automorphism ¢. This is a common enough situation in noncommutative geometry.
The other issue that we address is an auxiliary braid condition in [3| 5] which is empty in the
classical case but which turns out in our examples to be too restrictive. In Corollary we
now understand this condition as sufficient but not necessary for compatibility of the geodesic
evolution with our canonical *-structure and propose a weaker ‘improved auxiliary condition’ to
replace it.

The formalism of quantum geodesics will be outlined in the preliminaries Section [2] with the
new general results in Section [4] The formalism itself involves a radically new way of thinking
about geodesics, even classically, and Section [3] provides new results for the formalism applied
in the classical case to a Riemannian manifold. Qualitatively speaking, the idea of quantum
geodesics is not to follow one particle at a time but to think of a ‘fluid of particles’ each moving
along geodesics. In reality what would be the density will actually be a quantum-mechanical
probability density p = |1 for a complex wave function over the manifold. However, keeping the
fluid analogy in mind, the tangent vectors to all the geodesic motions can be viewed together
as a wvelocity vector field X on the manifold. The key point in [3] is that this vector field is
characterised by a geodesic velocity equation as autoparallel with respect to a linear connection
and can be solved for first, independently of the particles themselves. A further equation, which
we call the amplitude flow equation is a Schroedinger-like equation on the wave function 1 relative
to X that evolves it in such a way that p corresponds to the particles at each point of the manifold
having velocity given by X at that point. Thus, we rip apart the usual notion of a geodesic into
the particle locations and the particle velocities and then we put them back in reverse order first
solving for X and then for ¢). This is a radically different approach and some detailed examples
even on flat R™ are provided in [I5] to help with this conceptual transition. Our new result in
Section [3] in this context is that if X is a geodesic velocity field then the convective derivative
D/Dt along X (defined as usual in fluid dynamics) obeys

D
EdiV(X) = _(VMXV)(VVXH) - RMVXHXV

where X has components X* in local coordinates and R,,, is the Ricci tensor associated to the
connection. The latter would normally be the Levi-Civita connection but in fact the theory
at this level does not require a metric, just a linear connection. This gives a striking new
way of thinking about the familiar connection in GR between the Ricci tensor and the change of
position of nearby objects in geodesic motion. We also show how the classical role of the Riemann
curvature as controlling geodesic deviation looks in this new language. In Section 4.4l we propose
noncommutative versions of the two terms displayed above as —F(X) and —R(X) respectively,
with the split suggested by good properties with respect to *. We see in the noncommutative
examples how the ‘Ricci quadratic form’ R(X) compares with the naive Ricci tensor in the
current non-canonical approach. We do not believe this to be the last word on the topic, but
it can be viewed as a first look at the problem from a fresh angle. The 2 x 2 quantum matrices
are treated in Section [B] the fuzzy sphere in Section [f] and the g-sphere in Section [7] By fuzzy
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sphere, we mean the standard quantisation of a coadjoint orbit in suj as a quotient of U(sus)
by a fixed value of the quadratic Casimir, equipped now with the 3-dimensional but rotationally
invariant differential calculus[2] Example 1.46] and quantum Riemannian geometry from [I3].
But the theory also applies to its finite-dimensional matrix algebra quotients which are also
of interest|24] 25| [I6]. By g-sphere, we mean the base of the ¢g-Hopf fibration as a subalgebra
of the standard quantum group C,[SU:] in the theory of quantum principal bundles and with
the quantum Riemannian geometry introduced in [I9]. It is a member of the more general 2-
parameter Podlés spheres[22] but the only one for which the quantum Riemannian geometry
has been explored. The paper has some concluding remarks in Section [§] with a discussion of
directions for further work.

2. PRELIMINARIES

Here we recall in more detail what a quantum geodesic is as proposed in[3] and studied further
in [B [15]. We explain the algebraic point of view which works even when the ‘coordinate algebra’
of the spacetime is a possibly noncommutative unital algebra A.

2.1. Quantum Levi-Civita connections. We suppose a differential structure in the form of
an A-bimodule Q! of differential forms equipped with a map d : A - Q! obeying the Leibniz rule

d(ab) = adb + (da)b

and such that Q! is spanned by elements of the form adb for a,b € A. This can always be extended
to a full differential graded ‘exterior algebra’ though not uniquely (there is a unique maximal
one). In the *-algebra setting, we say we have a *-differential structure if * extends to Q (or at
least Q') as a graded-involution (i.e., with an extra minus sign on swapping odd degrees) and
commutes with d. A full formalism of quantum Riemannian geometry in this setting can be
found in [2]. In particular, a metric means for us an element g € Q! ® 4 Q' which is invertible
in the sense of a bimodule map ( , ): Q' ®4 Q! - A obeying the usual requirements as inverse
to g. This forces g in fact to be central. Then a QLC or quantum Levi-Civita connection is a
bimodule connection V,o on Q! which is metric compatible and torsion free in the sense in the
sense

(1) Vg:=((ldeo)(Veid) +ideV)g=0, Ty:=AV+d=0.
Here we prefer right bimodule connections v : Q' - Q! ® 4 Q' characterised by
(2) V(w.a) =weda+ (Vw).a, V(aw)=c(da®w)+aVuw,

where the ‘generalised braiding’ o : Q' ®4 Q! - Q' @4 Q! is assumed to exist and is uniquely
determined by the second equation. Connections with the first, usual, Leibniz rule are standard
while bimodule connections with the further rule from the other side appeared in [I1, 2T].

There is an analogous theory of left bimodule connections with left and right swapped. In this
paper, as in [B], we mostly prefer right bimodule connections, but we note that in the context
where the generalised braiding is invertible we can go freely back and forth between a right V, o
as above and an equivalent left bimodule connection V¥, o, according to

(3) vi=0'v, op=0""', v=0;'Vvt, o=0;"

It will be useful to use both versions related in this way. We will also have recourse to a space

of ‘left quantum vector fields’ defined as the A-bimodule of left A-module maps
X=,2hom(QY4), (a.X.b)(w)=(X(w.a))b

for all we Q',a,be A and X € X. Moreover, if VX, oy is a left bimodule connection on Q' and

the latter is finitely generated projective (f.g.p.) as a left A-module then X canonically acquires
a right bimodule connection Vx : X > X®4 Q! with ox : Q' @4 ¥ > ¥ ®4Q!. Here, Vx obeys
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Leibniz rules as in (2) but with w € Q! replaced by X € X and o replaced by ox. We refer to [2|
Prop. 3.32] for details, but the key idea is that Vx is characterised as preserving the evaulation
map ev: Q' ®,4 X > A, ie.

dev(w® X) = (id®ev)(VE(w)® X) + (eve®id)(we V(X)) .

for all w e Q' and X € X. The map oy is uniquely determined from Vx but likewise obtained by
dualisation of o, see [2, Prop. 3.80].

2.2. A-B bimodule connections and geodesic bimodules. So far we have discussed only
linear connections V on Q! and Vx on X, but similar notions apply for (right) bimodule connec-
tions Vg : B - E®4 Q! on any A-bimodule E. Here, E is thought of as the space of sections of a
vector bundle if A is thought of as the coordinate algebra on the base. The generalised braiding
op: UV e®uFE > E®,4Q is a bimodule map and the two Leibniz rules follow the same form as
. One has a notion of tensor product of A-bimodules with bimodule connection following the
same form as Vg in . Details are in [2] but omitted since we will need in fact a relative version,
of which this is just the diagonal case.

Thus, we will need the notion of an A-B bimodule connection Vg on an A-B bimodule F,
where B, QL is another algebra with differential calculus[2, Def. 4.69]. This is a novel concept
even in the classical case. For the right handed theory, Vg : E > E®p QL and

Ve(eb) =e®db+ (Vga)b, Vg(ae)=ocp(da®e)+aVge

for all e€ E, a € A and b € B, for some A-B bimodule map o5 : Q' ®4 E - E®p Q}B. Moreover,
if E, F are respectively an A-B bimodule with bimodule connection and a B-C bimodule with
bimodule connection (there are now potentially three algebras A, B, C' with differential calculi)
then F®p F'is an A-C bimodule with bimodule connection by
VEeF = (1d®JF)(VE®ld) +id®Vp, 0opgr= (id®UF)(JE®id).

In particular, given an A-B bimodule with bimodule connection, both domain Q'®4 E and
codomain E®p Q% of o acquire tensor product A-B bimodule connections given one on E, a
bimodule connection V on Q' (it does not have to be a QLC), and a bimodule connection Vg
on Q.

The other ingredient we need is that if F, F are A-B bimodules with bimodule connections
then the set of A-B bimodule maps ¢ : E — F' acquires a ‘covariant derivative’

which is easily seen to be a right B-module map. This is more familiar in the diagonal case,
where classically it has the meaning of the covariant derivative of ¢ viewed as an element of
the dual of F tensor with F'. We then define a strict geodesic differential bimodule as an A-B
bimodule with bimodule connection Vg, o such that W(og) =0. We can weaken this condition.

Lemma 2.1. (1) Let E be an A-B bimodule with bimodule connection, V,0,Vp,0p (right)
bimodule connections on QY, QL respectively. Then the obstruction to W(og) being a left A-
module (and hence A-B bimodule) map is the mized braid relations:

V(og)(aw®e)-aV(og)(wee)
=((id®op)(cp®id)(id®og) - (cp®id)(id®og)(c®id))(da®w ®e)

forallae A,weQl ecE.
(2) Suppose further that o is invertible and E also has a (possibly unrelated) left A-B bimodule
connection Vg,6g. Let a: Q' @4 E - E®p Q}B ®B QIB be

a:=V(og) - (([d®op)(cp®id)(id®og) - (cp®id)(id®og) (0 ®id))Vai ¢
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where we use the left tensor product connection on Q' ® 4 E with V¥ = 07V the associated left
connection on QY. This is a left A-module map and the obstruction to being a right B-module
(and hence A-B bimodule) map is

a(weed)-a(wee).b
- _(((id®o—B)(aE®id)(id®aE) ~(op®id)(i[deop)(o®id)) (o ®id)(id®&E))(w®e®db)
forallbe BiweQlecE.

Proof. We begin with and use the a result from [2, p. 302], but in the right handed version,
to give

V(¢)(ae) -aV(9)(e) = (or(id®9) - (¢@id)ox)(da®e) .
If we set ¢ to be o and use the appropriate o for its domain and codomain then we get the first
displayed equation. From this it follows that « is a left A-module map, given the left Leibniz rule.
The last equation then follows because W(og) is necessarily a right module map, while Vg1 g 5
is a left bimodule connection requiring (¢! ®id)(id® 6 ) from its generalised braiding. O

Part (1) of the lemma says that a slight generalisation of a strict geodesic bimodule, namely
to just require that W(og) be a bimodule map, is equivalent to the mixed braid relation between
oB,0g,0. This braid relation appeared as an ‘auxiliary condition’ in the analysis of the W (og) =
0 case in previous work[3] [5]. In this slightly more general case, « := W(og) is a bimodule map
and has the interpretation of an external driving force, but we still have the auxiliary braid
condition which turns out to be too restrictive for key examples of interest in this paper.

We therefore have to drop that W(og) is a bimodule map. Part (2) of the lemma says that we
can then modify « as stated to potentially still obtain a bimodule map if we have the additional
data of a second connection Vg, &g subject to the weaker braid condition stated. For example,
6g = 0 would automatically ensure that « is a bimodule map, again interpreted as an external
driving force. We refer to this situation where the braid relation is not entailed as a nonstrict
geodesic bimodule with or without external force a. Being a bimodule map, it is only then natural
to set o = 0 if we want. Note that og,dg have no reason to be invertible when A # B, as they
map to very different spaces.

2.3. Geodesic velocity field equations. Having prepared the algebraic background, we now
see how these ideas relate to geodesic flows. Here and for the rest of the paper, we focus on the
case F' = A® B with its canonical A-B bimodule structure. In this case
Ve(a®b) =da®1®b, &5=0
is a natural reference connection for our nonstrict geodesic bimodule, and we fix this throughout.
We also identify Q' ®4 F = Q! ® B in the standard way and in this case, since Vg(1®b) =0, we
have
Vaorep(web) = viweb,
where we assume throughout that o is invertible so that V¥ = 071V is an equivalent left connec-

tion on Q. Moreover, o being a bimodule map needs only to be specified on Q! ® 1, where we
see that

a(wel)=V(op)(wel)-((ideop)(cr®id)(id®or) - (cp®id)(id®og) (0 ®id) ) (Viw e 1).

Of interest for geodesics, and which we also fix now for the rest of the paper, is the choice
B = C*(R) where R refers to the geodesic time ¢. We fix the classical calculus Q} = Bdt with
a central basis dt and Vgdt = 0. The map op is the classical ‘flip’ but Qg ®p Q}B = Bdt®dt so
that op = id after these identifications. Hence in this case

(5) a(wel)=V(og)(wel) - (g ®id)(id®oE)((id -o)wWwe 1),
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which is the equation that we will use. Setting o = 0 will describe quantum geodesics but fixing
« as an external bimodule map is a natural generalisation beyond this. We no longer entail the
braid relations discussed above because the correction term in the expression for @ compensates
for the failure of this.

Next, for our choice of E, we can also take Vg in a standard form[3] Prop. 5.1]

(6) Vee=(é+Xi(de) +ers) @dt, op(w®e)=Xi(w.e)®dt

given by a time-dependent left quantum vector field X; and a time dependent element k; of A.
We similarly note that an A-B bimodule map a: Q' ® B - A® Bdt®dt just amounts to a fixed
(not time dependent) left quantum vector field Y : Q! — A.

Proposition 2.2. For E = A® B in the setting above, the requirement of a nonstrict geodesic
bimodule with external driving force Y € X reduces to the geodesic velocity equations

Xy (w) + [ Xy, k] (w) + X (dX (w)) - Xy (id® X, ) VEw = YV (w)
for all we QL.

Proof. The calculation is essentially the same as a right-handed version of the start of the proof
of [3, Prop. 5.2] before W(og) = 0 was imposed there. Namely, omitting the ¢ on X; for brevity
and identifying w®4 1lp =w®1 where 1Ip =1®1 € A® B, we have

V(og)(we®l) = (VE®Q}30-E - (op®id)Varigr)(wel)
=Vipga (X(w)®dt) - (cp®id)(id®op)(Vw®l) - (0p ®id)(we ke dt)

since Vaigr = (id®og)(Veid) +id® Vg and Veglg = k®dt. We put this and a(w®l) =
Y (w) ®dt ® dt into equation (5)) to obtain

Y(w)edtedt=V(op)(wel) - (cp®id)(id®op)((id - o) Viwel)
= Vpgay (X (W) @dt) - (0p®id)(id8op)(Viwel) -op(wer)®dt
= (X (W) + X(d(X (w))) + X (w) & - X (id® X)VEw - X (wk)) @ dt @ dt

as stated. Here 0V% = V was used in the cancellation for the second equality and we then further
substituted Vg, og in terms of X, k. O

If Q' is f.g.p. then the geodesic velocity equation in Proposition is equivalent by a straight-
forward dualisation (following analogous steps to those in the proof of [5, Cor. 2.3]) to

(7) X, +[Xp k] + (id@ X))V (X)) = Y

in terms of the right connection on X dual to V¥ explained at the end of Section We see
that the case Y =0 says in the classical limit that X is autoparallel with respect to Vx, i.e., the
tangent vector field to a field of generalised geodesics in this sense (and in the usual sense if the
connection is the Levi-Civita one). By analogous steps to the rest of the proof of [B, Cor. 2.3],
the auxiliary braid condition, which we have now seen is equivalent to W(og) being a bimodule
map (such as zero), can be written as

(8) Uxx(X@X):X(X)X

for a certain generalised braiding oxx. This equation will turn out to be too strong in key
examples and forces us to the nonstrict case. We will, however, meet oxx later, in Corollary [£.12]
in relation to *-operations.

Proceeding with Y =0, flows are then obtained by ‘integrating’ X; and are characterised in a
quantum mechanical Schroedinger’s equation like manner by Vge = 0. Here p = e*e depends on ¢
as e depends on t and evolves in the classical limit as one might expect for the density of a fluid,
where each particle moves with tangent vector X; evaluated at the location of the particle. (This
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is geodesic flow if X; obeys the geodesic velocity equation but applies generally for any flow of
this type.) There is, however, one condition we need to ensure, which is that there is a positive
linear functional, which we will denote [ : A - C, such that [ p is constant in time (so can be
normalised to 1). For this to happen, we need the hermitian inner product (e, f) := [(e*f) on
FE to be preserved by Vg, which comes down to the two unitarity conditions

(9) [(lﬁ;a+al€t+Xt(dCL)) =0, [(Xt(w*)—Xt(W)*) =0

for all a € A,w € Q. In the classical limit and in the case of the Levi-Civita connection, we would
take for [ the Riemannian measure defined by the metric. Moreover, the first of @ for all a
would amount in the classical limit to the local condition

(10) K¢ + /Q: = dinXt

(as reviewed in Lemma below). In the quantum case, we can replace divy by a divergence
naturally defined by [ and in this case we can set k; to be % of this divergence to similarly solve
the first condition. Classically, this means choosing k; real and in this case Vge = 0 reduces to

De e

— + =divg X; =0

Dt 2V
as expected classically for a half-density. Here, if we have a dust of particles moving with (possibly
time dependent) velocity field X; then the rate of change of any time-dependent scalar field e on

the manifold as computed moving with the flow is the convected derivative

Df .

— = f+ X(df).

S f X (@)
The second part of the unitarity condition @[) in the quantum case, being true for all w, deter-
mines how * acts on the X; and reduces in the classical case to X; a real vector field if we take

the standard measure.

3. STATES AND DIVERGENCE OF THE VELOCITY EQUATION ON A CLASSICAL MANIFOLD

In order to progress the quantum geometry further in the present paper, we first revisit the
classical case of our point of view with some new classical results, notably involving the Ricci
tensor. We then look at what we can say in the quantum case.

3.1. Classical divergence, fluid dust and the Ricci tensor. Consider an orientated Rie-
mannian manifold M with metric g and its standard measure p, which is given on each coordinate

chart by
fod,u:ff\/Hdscl...dx",

where f is a function on M supported in the chart and |g| = |det(g;;)|. We use local coordinates
and index comma notation for partial derivative and semicolon for covariant derivative. The
geometric divergence of a vector field X with respect to a connection is then defined as usual by
divg X = X i;i. We start by recalling a well-known lemma needed for the exposition.

Lemma 3.1. For the standard measure p on a Riemannian manifold, any vector field X on M

and any f e C=(M), we have
[x@n«xiipa=o.

Proof. The property we want to prove is linear in X, so without loss of generality we choose the
support of X to be contained in a particular coordinate chart. Then, by usual integration by

parts,
1 n [ 7 a n
[\/|g|X fadat...dz :—ff(X Wl + X2 ghda' . da
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and

(X', + X'(

9 i i i
8;52’\/H)/\/E): (X" + X'T55) = X'y

We used the usual formula for the Christoffel symbols for the Levi-Civita connection. g

We now examine the dynamic behaviour of this divergence when the vector field is our time-
dependent X;. The classical limit of the geodesic velocity equation is the autoparallel equation

ox?

ot
If we start with an intital vector field Xy on M and imagine that M is filled with particles of dust
each moving according to geodesic motion beginning with velocity Xy at their starting point,

then the velocity field at later proper time ¢ will become X; obeying this equation. Our new
result is the following.

(11) + XX+ XEXIT =0 .

Proposition 3.2. If time dependent X obeys as needed for geodesic flow then
D|X|? 0o Ddivg X
Dt Dt

where R;; is the Ricci tensor.

=-X*; X' - X" X" Ry,

Proof. For the first part |X|? is the length squared of X with respect to the metric. Then the
convected derivative is
DIX|Z .. . L o
Lﬁ! = X' X7 gy + X' X gij + XF(X' X gi) n
= X' X7 gij + X' X7 gij + XE X' X 935 + XXX gij = 0
where we have used g;;.1 = 0. For the second part, the convected derivative is
D dinX 8 dinX k 8 dinX
= + X —
Dt ot Oxk
= X' XY+ XX+ XPXT 195+ XEXTY

and substituting from gives
Ddive X . ) ) ) )
ll;ltv — —XS’Z‘ XZ,S _ Xk:’i Xr F’er _ XS5 X’L,si _ Xk Xr,i Flrk _ Xk b Plrk,i
—(XEX - XFXTT T g+ XEX e+ XEX T 4 XX
- _XS’Z' XZ‘YS _ X}C‘Z XT F'LTk _ Xk XT7Z_ ]-—"er
XX (T + T T =T, )
Now recall that the Ricci tensor is, in terms of Christoffel symbols
Ry = Rpo’pu = Fpua,p - Pppcf,u + Fpp)\r)\ua - sz/)\]-—v\pa
and in terms of this, we have
Ddivg X

“X X - XE X - XX T - XE XD T - XE X Ry
Dt s 5 3 3 J

=-X*; X' - X" X" Ry, .
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Thus, the speed along the geodesic flow is constant as expected, while the convected derivative
(i.e. in the frame of the moving material) of the divergence is given by a dynamic ‘kinetic’ part
expressing the varying velocity field plus a geometric part consisting of the Ricci curvature as a
quadratic form on the velocity field.

3.2. Geodesic deviation and convective derivatives. The classical idea of geodesic devi-
ation imagines a given geodesic displaced an infinitesimal amount in the direction Z, so that
instead of position P(t) we have P(¢) +h Z(t) for a small parameter h. Thus along a particular
geodesic we have the velocity X = P and 6X = Z for the change in X with respect to the param-
eter h. Then the acceleration of Z along the geodesic is given by the curvature applied to Z and
X, i.e. the equation of geodesic deviation.

In our case we do not consider a fixed geodesic but rather we have a time-dependent geodesic
velocity field X (t) which obeys the geodesic velocity equation X + Vx X = 0. The above usual
picture gets modified, with the perturbation now determined by a time dependent vector field
Z(t) in a similar role. Note that the convective derivative of a tensor is defined in the same
manner as for a function, namely DQt = % +Vx.

Proposition 3.3. Let a time dependent X (t) obey the geodesic velocity equation and if
Z(t) is another time dependent vector field, let 6X = Z+VxZ-VzX. Then X +hoX continues
to obey to order O(h?) if and only if
D DZt
Dt Dt
We refer to this as the geodesic deviation equation for time dependent vector fields.

= XPZIX Ry,

Proof. Note that [Z,X] = VzX - VxZ is the Lie bracket of X and Z when V is torsion free,
as in the case of a Levi-Civita connection. Then the variation of the geodesic velocity equation,
i.e., requiring X + hdX + Vx,nsx (X + h6X) =0 and dropping h?, gives

0=2+V3Z+VxZ-VzX =V ;X +V g0, z-v,50X +Vx(Z+VxZ-VzX)
= Z+VXZ+2VXZ+ VZVXX+V(VXZ7VZX)X+VX(VXZ_ VZX)
Hence, the convected acceleration of Z along X can be computed as
D D D . .. .
——Z=—(Z+ Z)=Z+VxZ+2VxZ+ Z
piDi? = pZ VX% VX2 EVX L+ VXX
=VxVzX -VzVxX -V(yxz-v,x)X-

where the transition to the second equality is exactly our above equation for Z. We then interpret
the result using

([Vy,Vx]2) =YPXIZ"R'ipj + (Viyv,x1 2)'
O

We include this result for completeness as usual geodesic deviation but using our new way
of thinking classical geodesics. This also lays the groundwork for the quantum version to be
addressed elsewhere. In fact, there are significant complications from the divergence of X entering
the quantum version of the geodesic velocity equation.

4. NONCOMMUTATIVE STATES AND DIVERGENCE

This section contains new constructions at the noncommutative level, where we address the
reality or *-involution aspects of quantum geodesic evolution and use this to develop aspects of
the theory motivated by the preceding classical results about the convective derivative of the
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divergence. The main results are a compatibility condition for the state with respect to the
quantum Riemannian geometry and a proposal for a ‘Ricci quadratic form’.

4.1. The matching of geometric and state divergences. Here, we study the divergence
of a left quantum vector field in X = 4Hom(Q!, A). We start with the divergence defined by
an arbitrary left connection V : X - Q' ®4 X, but in the next subsection we will fix this as the
left version of Vx used to define quantum geodesics. We also consider divergence defined by a
functional ¢ : A — C and relate the two.

Definition 4.1. The divergence with respect to a left connection V is defined as divg :=evo v:
X - A

This is easily seen to obey dive (a.X) = a.(divg X) + X(da) for allae A, X € X.
Definition 4.2. We say that X € X has divergence divy X € A with respect to a linear functional
¢ if
¢(a(divyX)) + (X (da)) =0
for all a e A. We say that ¢ is nondegenerate if it has the property that ¢(ac) =0 for all c€ A
implies that a = 0.

It is easy to see that if ¢ is nondegenerate and divgX exists, it is unique. Next, recall from
Proposition that classically, in the case of a Riemannian manifold, the divergences defined
by the Levi-Civita connection and the standard integral are the same. We now give a sufficient
condition to ensure this more generally.

Lemma 4.3. If we have a left connection V on X such that divg obeys the equation in Defini-
tion on a collection of left generators of X, then we can set divg = dive on all of X.

Proof. Suppose that divs(X) exists for a given vector field X. For all ¢ € A, we have
6((a.X)(de)) = 6(X (de.a)) = (X (d(ac))) - 6(X (eda))

= —(b(ca(diw,X) + cX(da)) =-¢(c(adivg X + X (da)))

so divy(a.X) also exists, namely divg(a.X) := adivgX + X (da). The statement then follows. O
This can be stated in an alternative concise manner as the following.
Proposition 4.4. We can set divyg := divg on all of X if and only if ¢ o dive = 0.
Proof. For all a € A and X € X we have
podive(a.X) = p(evoV(a.X)) = (X (da)) + ¢p(adive (X)),

so if this is always zero then dive (X)) provides a valid dive(X). O

4.2. Twisted traces and *-involution on vector fields. For this subsection we suppose that
A is a *-algebra with *-calculus, and that ¢ : A — C is hermitian (i.e. ¢(a*) = ¢(a)*). We can
now define a real vector field, but only relative to ¢.

Definition 4.5. We define X € X to be real with respect to ¢ if (X (w*)) = ¢(X(w)*) for all
wel.

If X real then we have
P(X (da)) + ¢((diveX)*a) = ¢(X(da**)) + ¢((diveX)*a) = p(X (da*)*) + ¢((diveX)*a)
= ¢(X(da*))* + ¢((divgX)*a) = —¢(a*diveyX)* + ¢((divgX)*a) =0

for all a € A. Note also that the reality condition is just the second part of @, and in this case
we see that the first part of @ can be satisfied by putting k; = %divqg(Xt). To get further, we
need to make an assumption on ¢.
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Definition 4.6. We say that ¢ is a twisted trace if there is an algebra automorphism ¢ with
¢(ab) = ¢(s(b)a).

It is easy to see that then ¢og = ¢, and if ¢ is furthermore nondegenerate then ¢~ (a) = ¢(a*)*.
In the following theorem, we have the assumption that divg = divy on all of X, and we then just
use div for both. We will only use the notation div in the case when both divergences agree.

Theorem 4.7. Suppose that ¢ is a nondegenerate hermitian twisted trace with twisting map <,
and that ¢ extends to a map < : Q' - Q' by ¢(a.db) = ¢(a).ds(b). We also assume that V,6 is a
left bimodule connection on X with divy = divg on all of X and given X € X, we define X* € X
for weQ by
X*(w) = (ev&(X@w*))* .
Then
1) (aX)*=X*a* and (Xa)* =a* X*,
2) S(X* (W) = 6(X (s()))",
3) div(X™*) =div(X)*,
1) XU =X,
5) X eX is real if and only if X* =co X og7!,
6) div(¢oXo g_l) =¢(div(X)),
7) if X € X is real then div(X)* = ¢(div(X)).

Proof. A brief check shows that X*(aw) = a X*(w) for all a € A so X* € X. Next
ev(w®(aX)") = (ev&(aX@w*))* = (ev&(X@w*))*a* =evw® X*a") ,
ev(w®(Xa)*) = (ev&(Xa@w*))* =(eve(X ®(wa*)*))* =eviwa" @ X*) =ev(w®a® X7"),
which checks 1). For 2), we set w = da.b and
S(X*((da.b))) = p(X*(b*da*)) = ¢(b* X*(da*)) = ¢(b* (eve (X ®da))”) = p(eve (X ®da)d)” .
By definition of a bimodule connection, we have
(12) evo(X ®da) =div(X a) -div(X) a
and using this
pleva(X ®da)b)” = ¢(s(b)eva(X ®da))” = p(s(b) div(X a))” - ¢(s(b) div(X)a)
= ¢(s(b) div(X a))" ~ p(s(ab) div(X))"
=—¢(ev(ds(b) ® X a))* + qb(ev(dg(ab) ® X))*
= ¢(ev(s(d(ab) - adb) ® X)) = ¢(ev(s(da.b) ® X))
as required. For part 3), using the fact that ¢ of a divergence is zero and equation 7
$(X*(da)) = ¢((eve(X ®da*))*) = ¢(div(X a*))" - ¢(div(X)a*)" =~ (div(X)a*)"
=-¢(adiv(X)") .
For part 4), we have, using part 3) and equation ,
X (da*) = (evo(X* ®da))* = (div(X* a) —div(X*)a)" =div((a* X)*)* - a* div(X*)*
=div(a® X) - a* div(X) = X(da”)

and, as both X and X** are left module maps, this means that they agree on all of Q'. For part
5), first note for X € X we also have ¢o X o™l € X. Now if X* =¢o X o¢™! we have

S(X* (W) = ¢(soX o™ (W) = ¢(X 0™ (w")) = A(X ((<w)"))
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and then part 2) shows that X is real. Now we suppose that X is real, so for all w € Q' and
a € A we have, using parts 2) and 4),

P(aX(w)) = o(X(aw)) = p(X(w'a”))” = ¢((a” X)(w"))" = ¢((a” X)"(w))
= ¢((X"a)(sw)) = H(X " (sw)a) = ¢(s(a) X*(sw)) = ¢(a (s o X*)(sw))

and then nondegeneracy of ¢ shows that X* =¢o X o¢™!. Now for part 6),

¢(s 0 X 07 (da)) = (s(X(ds™a))) = ¢(X (ds™1a)) = ¢(s™' (a) div(X)) = ¢(as(div(X))) -
Finally, part 7) is a combination of parts 3), 5) and 6). O
Definition 4.8. In the context of Theorem@ we define prev:X@, Q! - C by

prev(X Qw) = gev(cwe X) .

Note that ¢rev is well defined because

prev(Xa®w) = ¢(ev(sw®X)a) = ¢(s(a) ev(sw® X)) = ¢(ev(s(aw) ® X)) = prev(X ® aw) ,
even though the hypothetical map rev: X ®4 Q' - A is not well defined. Also we have

prev(X Qwa) =gev(s(wa)®X) =dev(s(w) ®c(a)X) = prev(s(a) X ®w) .

Thus ¢rev: X®4 Q! — C is actually defined on the twisted cyclic tensor product (X®4 Q')/ ~
where X @wa ~ ¢(a)X ®w.

Proposition 4.9. In the context of Theorem@ for all X € X and w € Q' ,we have
prev(X Qw) =gev(cw® X) =devi(X ow), o(X(w)")=d(X (s(w™))) .

Proof. First note that ¢gevés : X®, Q! — C is also well defined on the twisted cyclic tensor
product. It is then enough to show the equality above for w = da with a € A. Then

pev(sda® X) = ¢(s(a)div(X)) = (div(X)a) = (¢(a*div(X)*))" = (¢(a*div(X*)))"
= (¢(ev(da* ® X)) = pevi(X ®da) .
Next we have, using X** = X and the definition of X* that
H(X(w)*) = d(eva(X* @w"))
and then the previous result gives the second part of the statement. O
We will also need the following lemma.

Lemma 4.10. We assume the conditions to Theorem[[.7 and X real as in Definition[].5 Then
1) ¢(X(ideX)(men) = ¢(X(ide X)(\ o)),

2) o((div(X).-X)(w))" = o((X.div(X))(w")),

3) (X(dX(w)))=-o((X.div(X))(w)) for allw,n, X e Q.

Proof. For 1), using the assumption that X is real, we have
#(X(ideX)(ne)) =o(X(nX(\)) =o(X(X(\) 1)) =s(X(N)* X(n))
=o((X(r)" X(N)7) = ¢(X(X()*A)") = o(X (VX (n"))) = $(X (@ X)(\" @) -
For 2), we use
P((div(X). X)(w))* = ¢(X (wdiv(X)))* = ¢(X (div(X)* w*)) = ¢(div(X)* X (w*))
= (c(div(X)) X (w*)) = ¢(X (w*) div(X)) = ¢((X.div(X))(w*)) .
Finally, ¢(X (d X (w))) = =¢(X (w) div(X)) = -¢((X.div(X))(w)) proves 3). O
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4.3. *-Preserving connections and compatibility with quantum geodesic flow. This
subsection will justify the definition of the *-operation in Theorem [4.7] and the assumptions
leading up to it.

Corollary 4.11. If [ : A - C meets the conditions for ¢ in Theorem and X € X is real with
respect to [, then both halves of the unitarity conditions (@) hold with k = div(X)/2.

Proof. The first half of @[) follows from the defnition of divergence and the following equation

[div(X)*az[g(div(X))a:fadiv(X)

for all a € A and X € X, where we have used Theorem part 7). The second half of @[) is just
the definition of X real. |

Next, if we have a *-operation on an A-bimodule then we have a natural ‘reality’ or *-
preserving condition on any bimodule connection on it. We only need here the case of linear
connections where the bimodule is Q' or its dual X. In the former case, the standard condition[2]
can be written as

(13) VL(w*)ITVw, Ti=flipo (*®*)

where the left and right connections are related as in . In this context ¢ is necessarily invertible
with ot o 1 =id. Similarly on other bimodules with #-structure, including X. So far, V is any left
bimodule connection on X but henceforth we assume it is the left version of the right connection
Vx,

(14) V=0%Vx, 6=0%

where Vy is dual to a left connection V%, corresponding to V on Q' as at the end of Section
Now we can check that Theorem [£.7]is fit for purpose in singling out a suitable reality condition
for geodesic vector fields.

Corollary 4.12. Suppose the conditions of Theoremm with V obtained from a *-preserving
bimodule connection V on Q' as in . If X(t) obeys the geodesic velocity equation @) and
the initial vector field X (0) is real then X is real if and only if, for all w € Q' and all time t (we
suppress the explicit t dependence of X for clarity),

[ X(ide X)(id- ) 7" () =0 .
Moreover, this is true if and only if
(15) (idoev)(Vx ®@id +id® V) (id - oxx ) (X ® X) = 0,
where oxx is defined by
ev(idoev®id) (oL (wen)®Y ®Z) =ev(id®eveid)(wen®oxx(Y ® 7))
for allw,neQ and Y, Z € %.

Proof. From the geodesic velocity equation and then Lemma 3), if X(t) is real then we have
at time t,

fX(w):f(%(div(X)X—Xdiv(X))(w)—X(dX(w))+X(id®X)Vw)

= [ (A(div(X) X + X div(X)) (@) + X (id® X)v"w).
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If we write Vw = 7® A then Lemma [L10]1) and 2) give

[X(w)*:f(%(div(X)XJeriv(X))(w*)+X(id®X)()\*®77*))
:[(%(div(X)XJeriv(X))(w*)+X(id®X)aL()\*®n*))—[X(id@X)(id—a)oL(A*an*)
:f(%(div(X)X+Xdiv(X))(w*)+X(id®X)v(w*))—/X(id@X)(id—a)v(w*)
:fX(w*)—fX(id@X)(id—U)V(w*)

with the last integral needing to vanish for reality. We then swapped w < w* for presentation of
the result. Next, we set Y ® Z = (id — oxx 1) (X ® X) and the integral condition is equivalent to

fev(id@ev@id)(VL(w)®Y®Z):0
for all we Q'. Now apply this to aw for arbitrary a € A to get
0= f aev(iideev®id)(Vi(w) oY ® Z) + fev(id@ev@id)(da@w@Y@Z)
- f aev(id®ev®id)(VE(W) @Y ® Z) + f ev(da®Y (w)Z)
= / aev(iid®eveid) (Vi (w)@Y ®Z) - fadiv(Y(w)Z) :
By nondegeneracy, we deduce that div(Y (w)Z) —ev(id®ev®id)(VE(w)®Y ® Z) = 0, or

0=ev(d(Y(w))®Z)+Y(w)div(Z) -ev(id®eveid)(Vi(w) @Y ® Z)
=ev(we(id®ev)(Vx®id+ide V)(Y ® 2)),

where we have used the dual connection Vx to VZ. O

Note that is weaker than the original auxiliary braid condition oxx(X ® X) = X ® X and
provides a kind of improved auxiliary condition, as the previous one was unnecessarily restrictive.
Corollary gives this as necessary and sufficient for reality of the velocity field in the sense of
Theorem t all times. In practice, we can assume that X , X are real in this sense and apply
* to both sides of the geodesic velocity equations. Comparing with the original velocity equation
then gives the improved auxiliary condition as an additional restriction on the space of velocity
fields, and we then solve the two together. This method will give all real solutions of the velocity
equations. We are also free to further restrict our solutions by adopting a particular ansatz, in
which case we can solve assuming the ansatz but if the differential equation on the ansatz is not
consistent, then the time evolved solution will leave the region where the ansatz is valid.

4.4. Quantum convected derivative of the divergence. We start with a quantum analogue
of the rate of change of a function along a path parameterised by time ¢, where the velocity of
the path is given by the vector field X.

Definition 4.13. For a function a:R — A and a time dependent left vector field X we define
Da_da

Dt ot

This is more symmetric than if we had applied X only on one side, but there is a more concrete

reason why we have to make this definition. Recall from Theorem part 7) that the divergence
of a real vector field obeys the twisted reality condition a* = ¢(a).

+1ev(da®X)+ievo(X ®da) .
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Proposition 4.14. Let a be a time-dependent element of A obeying the twisted reality condition
a* =¢(a) and X a time dependent real left vector field. If evo(so X osl®cw) = sev(X ®w)
then %‘Z obeys the twisted reality condition.

Proof. Using the definition of X in Theorem [4.7] we get
ev(da® X)* =cev(X*®da*) =evi(co X o' ®cda) =ceva (X ®da)

and
evi(X®da) =ev(da*® X*) =ev(¢da®co X o¢™) =cev(da® X)

as required. 0

Proposition 4.15. Let V be obtained from a *-preserving bimodule connection V on Q' as in
. If X is a time-dependent left vector field X obeying the geodesic velocity equation then

DdivX
Dt

=ev(V(ev)(VxX)®X) - (ev@ev)((ide(id®id - 0))(Vy ®id +id® V")V X ® X)
—ev(id®eveid)(VaX @ VxX).

Proof. We set x = %diV@X in the main part of the geodesic velocity equation,

(16) X=[kX]-(deX)(VxX),
and calculating its divergence using diveY = evaa_el VxY gives
(17) dive X =evoy' (ox(dr®X) - X ®dr - Vx((id® X)VxX)).
The convected derivative from Definition [£.13] gives
Ddive X
Dt

where we set év =ev o 03’51. Then

Vx((id® X)VxX) =Vx((idoev)(VxX ® X))
= (ideid®ev)(Vx ®id®id +id® VZ ®id) (Vi X ® X) + (id®eveid) (Vi X ® Vi X)

=divX +ev(de® X) + ev(X ®dk) = 2ev(dr® X) - evoa}l(vx((id®X)VxX)),

2ev(dr ® X) = ev(V(6v) (Vi X) ® X) +ev((ev®id)(id® o) (Vy ®id +id® V¥ ) (Vi X) ® X),

where
(18) V(ev) = dev - (v ®@id)(id®o)(Vy ®id +id® V),
giving the result. U

The last term of this formula for the convective derivative of div(X) corresponds to the
‘kinetic energy’ or trace of (VxX)? term in the classical formula Proposition We now give
a noncommutative version of this for a vector field adapted to behave well with respect to *.

Proposition 4.16. If V is x-preserving and the conditions of Theorem [[.7 hold and V o< =
(¢®¢) 0V then the ‘kinetic energy’ function

1 . 5
F(X)= 3 (ev(id®eveid)(ViX ® Vi X) +ev(id®@cveid)(VX @ VX))

sends real vector fields to twisted-hermitian elements of the algebra.
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Proof. We set VxX =Y;®¢; for i =1,2 as two independent expressions for it. Now
(ev(ide®ev®id)(ViX ® VXX))* = (ev(Y1®ev(& ®Y2)§2))* =ev(&Tev(E1 oY) ®YrY)
=ev(id®eveid) (&L Y @6 0 Y) =ev(idoev®id) (VX @ VX*) .

If X is real then the result follows from this, as ¢ ® ¢ commutes with o and ev(¢®¢) = gev and
similarly for v gives the answer. O

As a result, we can write

(19) D‘;:X = —R(X) - F(X)

where
R(X) = -ev(V(ev)(VaX)® X) + (v @ev)((id@(id®id - 0))(Vx ®id +id® V')V X ® X)
+iev(ideeveid) (Vi X @VxX) - Jev(id®eveid) (VX @ VX)
plays the role classically of quadratic form X* X" Ry, on X featuring in Proposition for the
convective derivative of div(X). By construction, if X; is initially real and obeys the secondary
condition in Corollary to stay real as it evolves then R(X) will likewise be a twisted-
hermitian element of the algebra, because the other parts of are. We therefore propose it

as a ‘quadratic form’ version of the Ricci tensor derived from looking at geodesic velocity vector
fields but applicable on any X € X.

Corollary 4.17. If X; obeys the geodesic velocity equation then
/ (R(X) + F(X) - div(X)?) = 0.
Proof. We use in

J I T s ————

5. QUANTUM GEODESICS ON M5 (C)

We take Mo (C) with its standard differential calculus = My[s,t]/(s%,t?), where s and t are
central and df = (0sf)s + (0:f)t is given onf € My (C) by

Osf =[Ehra, f], 0if =[Exn, f]

The calculus is inner with 6 = E15s + F21t and d on higher forms is likewise given by a graded
commutator, in particular

ds=20s= 2E218t, dt = 26t = 2E128t.

There is a natural * structure s* = -t and we take lift i(st) = $(s®t+t®s). Here i((st)*) =
i(st) = i(st)T so commutes with * rather than anticommuting as required to ensure the usual
reality properties of Ricci. Metrics are given by four complex coefficients in the tensor product
basis with condition for ‘reality’ ¢' = g of the metric, see[2]. Here we consider just the metric

g=5®s+1®t
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as a sample in this moduli space. The QLCs for this are not unique but there is a natural
3-parameter moduli of inner connections defined solely by the generalised braiding as a bimodule
map[2, p. 776]

1(—u ) p —p -V

v-2

R -p

(20) oL = P v-1 — o v(ptr-2) ;o MV, pE C7
p P
— p -p I-v

where the conventions are such that the second row gives the coefficients of o7, (s®t) in basis
order s®s, s®t, t®s, t®t. This corresponds to the left connection on Q' given by

VEis=-T%.b®c=2FEnt®s+ (,uElg -(p+(p+v- Q)H)E21)8®S
p
+ (,uE21 - pElg)(S t-1t® S) + (VE12 + pEgl)t®t,
th = —Ftbc b®c= 2E12$ ®t+ (,uEgl - pE12)8® S — (Z/Elg + pEgl)(S Rt-t® S)
+ (z/E21 +(p+(p+v- 2)5)E12)t®t
P
which defines the Christoffel symbols I'%,. for a, b, c € {s,t}. The connection is *-preserving which
ofo =1, which is when p=—-p,v = [i.
The dual right connection on X is then given by Vxfe = % fo ®b. For the basis order

50 fs, 5@ f1, 10 fs,t® fyon W' @X and f,®s, fs®t, f;®s, f;®t on X® Q! and using the same
conventions as 7 its braiding is therefore

L-p -p p —(I/ )
p v v-1 —p-retrs2)
(21) Ox = p+ n(p+r-2) = 1 -y —p p ; n,v,p € C.
P
—H -p p 1-v

Proposition 5.1. The geometric divergence for the above inner connections agrees with the state
divergence for a nondegenerate positive linear functional ¢ if and only if p=v =0 and ¢ = %Tr.
Then div(fs X* + f; X") = [F12, X*] + [F21, X'] on a vector field in X with components in a dual
basis fs, ft. Moreover, fi =—f;.

Proof. We first calculate V the details of which are omitted. This then gives
div@(fs) =FEio(p+v)+Ey(2-p- V)%
. v
dive (fi) = Exx(p+v) - E12(2 - p - V);

where f;, f: are the dual basis vector fields in X. For comparison, if we set ¢(a) = Tr(aN) for N a
trace 1 positive matrix which is invertible for ¢ to be non-degenerate. Then the state divergence
is

(22) divg(fs) = E1a - NE1oN7', divy(fi) = Bay - NEyy N7*

and the only case where these coincide is N = %Ig and g = v = 0. Hence we restrict now this
one-parameter moduli space given by p where the geometric divergence and the ¢-divergence
coincide, where ¢ = %Tr. For the *-structure on X in Theorem we proceed with p=v =20
and using

G(fs®8)=s5®fs+ps®@fr—pt®fs, 6(fs®t)=ps®fs—tQ fs—pt® [
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we have
fi(s) = (eva(fs®(=1)))" =0, fI(t)=(evo(fs®(=5)))" =-1
and similarly for f;. O

In view of this lemma, we now take [ = :Tr as our preferred state. Note that there is also
a significant 4-parameter moduli of QLCs with o = —flip on the basis elements and admitting
a bimodule map o : Q! - Q' ®4 Q! going beyond the inner case[2, Exercise 8.3]. Our analysis
above can be extended to this wider class as well as repeated for other metrics.

5.1. Ricci quadratic form for general p. Proceeding with the u = v = 0, we still have a
1-parameter moduli of QLCs,

VEis=2F5t®s—pE1a(s®t—1t®s) + pEy (t®1 - 5®5),
VLt:2E128®t—pE21(s®t—t®s) +pE(t®t-s®s).
where p is an imaginary parameter. The curvature is
Ryrs=2(Fy; — E)s At®(pt+5) +2p°s At®s +4Fa0s At ®s—2(E11 — Eag)s At® pt
=2(1+p*)sAt®s
Ryrt =2(Fy1 — Ex)s At®(ps —t) +20°s At@t +4E ;15 At®t —2(Fyy — Eg)s At ® ps
=2(1+p*)sAtet
The usual Ricci tensor defined by the canonical lift ¢ is[2] Eqn. (8.21)]
(23) Ricci= (1+p?)(s®@t+t®s),

which is still hermitian with the *-structures (even though 7 is not suitably antihermitian), but
not quantum symmetric. Here p = £i gives a pair of natural flat QLCs on M5(C). We aim to
contrast this with what we get for the Ricci quadratic form.

From the above, the dual right connection on vector fields now simplifies to

Vafs=pEa fs®s—(pEi12+2FE1)fs®t+pEiafi ®s—pEo fi ®t,
Vaft=pFEi1afs®s—pEofs®t+(pFEa —2FE12)ft ®s - pEiaf ®t,
ox(s®fs)=fs®s+p(fr®s— fs®1), ox(s®fi)=-fi®s+p(fs®t- fi ®t),
ox(t® fs)=—fs@t+p(fs ®s— frot), ox(t® fr) = fi®t+p(fr®s— fs®1).
In what follows, we adopt an index notation with a = s,t and
DpX® =0, X +T%. X
so that VX = f,®bDy X if X = £, X° + f, X" € ¥, where we sum over repeated indices.
Proposition 5.2. V(ev) =0. Moreover, writing Y, = Dy X® for brevity,
F(X) = YapYoa + p (YasYas + YosYas = Yur¥or = Yo Vo) + 97 (Yor + Yis)® = (Yo + Yur)?)

s s s bsby —cscr —ascy —csd
R(X)=-2(X*X"+X'X )+2p((X )2—(Xf)2+( ast+bsdt,} bsbtt— Csctf ))

.2 —bf+bf+c§—c? (as+ds)(by+cs) — (ag +dy)(bs +¢t)
P\ —(as +ds)(bs +cp) + (ap +dy) (by + c5) e

s _ as bs t _ at bt
o) i)

where
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Proof. We first calculate, with V = a;lvx,
v(idoeveid)(Vx X @VxX) =YY
ev(id®ev®id) (VX @ VX) = Yoy Yoa + 29 (VisYes + YasVis = Vit Vit = Yir Yir)
+20? (Yot + Y2s)? = (Yas + Yu)?)
giving F'(X) as stated. Next, we calculate
V(ev) =dev - (ev®id)(id®o)(Vy ®id +id® vT)

and as it is a right module map we only need to evaluate it on f, ®b for a,b € {s,t}. First
dev(f, ®b) =0 and then, summing over repeats

Vefa®b+ fa@VED =T f.®e®b-T ., fa®e®n
Now using the formula for oy, for example
(veid)(id®o)(Vx ®id +id®@ V) (fs ® s) = p(T"ss — T 5t)s + p(D% — T4 )t

and substituting for the Christoffel symbols and looking at the other cases gives W (6v) = 0 as
claimed. Next, we calculate

(v ®id)(id®(id®id - 0))(Vx ®id +id® VF) Vi X

in several parts. We start with
(eveid)(Vr®id +ide V") (f; ®s
(void)(Vy®id +id® VE)(f, @t
(6veid)(Vx®id+id® V") (fi®s) =
( )(ft ®t

= —pEa15 - pEqat,
=—pFE19s+ (2E12 - pEn)t,
2E21 + pElg)S + pE21t,

~— — ~— —

(e~v®1d) Vx®1d+1d®v pE218+pE12t

(v ®id)(ide®(id®id - 0))(Vx ®id +id® V) (f, ® b Yap)

= (veid)(ide(id®id - o)) (Vx ®id +id® V) (f, ®b).Yap
+ (eveid)(id®(id®id - 0))(fe ®orn(b®dYyy))

= (v ®id)(Vx ®id +id® VL) (f, ®b).Yap
+(eveid)(ide®(or —id®id))(fa ®b®c).[Ee, Yab]

and evaluating this against X gives
= (voev)((Vx ®id +id® VE) (f, ©b) ® f.). Yup X,
+(eveev)(id®(or —id®id) ®id) (fo ®b®c® f4).[Ee, Yap] Xa-

Now, R(X) consists of this plus —p (Vs Ves + YasYia = Yi Yar = Yar Yir) = p? (Yar + Y25 )2 = (YVes + Vi) ?)
as already computed for F(X), giving R(X) as stated. Explicitly,

Y = [E127XS] +p(Ean X® + E12Xt), Yo = —{Ezl»XS} - p(E12X° + E21Xt),
Yit = [Fa1, X' = p(FBo1 X°* + E12X"), Yig = ~{E12, X"} - p(E12X° + E51 X"),

which one can further compute in terms of the entries of X*, X?. |

If p = 0 then we see that R(X) agrees with contraction against the Ricci curvature tensor
, bearing in mind that the latter is —1/2 of the classically normalised one. But for p # 0, we
see that the two approaches are a little different in this example.
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5.2. Quantum geodesic flow equations on M;(C). As before, we write X = f,X°® + f; X!
but with components now time-dependent, and we set

K= %div(X) = %([Elg,Xs] +[ B2, X"])

along with preferred state [ = %Tr in view of Proposition The reality condition on vector

fields from Theorem [4.7] comes down to

(x7) = -x!
since ¢ = id, while the geodesic velocity equation is
-1
X = 5[([E12,XS] + [EQl,Xt]),X] -(deX)vX
1

= 5 [([Br2, X°]+ [Bor, X°]), X] = foX (AX7) = fiX(dXY) - (id @ X) (V2 fo) X*) = ([d® X) (Ve fi) X).

We have
(i[d® X)((Vaf)X®) + (ide X)((Vafi) X")
= f(EnX°X®p— (2B21 + pE12) X° X" + E12 X' X°p— Ex1 X' X'p)
+ [ (B0 X*X*p— By X°X'p— (2E12 - Ex1p) X' X° - E1p X' X'p)
and thus
|
X = 5[([EIQ,XS] +[B21,X']), X*] - [E12, X*]X*® - [Ba1, X*] X"
(24) - (EQlXSXSp - (2E21 + pElg)Xth + E12XtXSp - E21Xtti),
1
Xt 5[([Eu,XS] +[B21, X']), X'] - [Er2, X']X° - [E2, X'] X"
(25) ~ (B2 X*X°p-EnX*X'p— (2E12 - E21p) X' X° - E1p X" X'p) .

We first look at the content of the original auxiliary braid condition in [5] which is sufficient
but not necessary for real geodesic evolution.

Lemma 5.3. If X € X is real then ox x(X® X) = X ® X holds only if X =0.

Proof. Looking at the coefficients of oz x(X ® X)-X ® X = 0 we get one entry p(X°* X'+ X" X*) =
0soif p # 0 then X5X*+ X" X5 = (. There is another entry —(X5 X+ X" X5)+p(X*X*+X'X") =0,
so if p = 0 we still get X*X? + X?X?® = 0. In the case of real X this means X**X*+ X°X°* =0
which requires X* = X* = 0. O

Thus, this condition is too strong. Instead, we proceed with X real but the minimal ‘improved
auxiliary condition’ on it such that the flow remains real. This is obtained by applying * to the
equation for X® and requiring to get the equation for X¢, and comes down to

(26) {B12, {X®, X" = p((X°)? = (X))} + p([B21, [X®, X]]}) =0

on remembering that p is imaginary. If p = 0 then we need F15 to anticommute with {X*, X**},
which is a positive operator and hence must be real and symmetric. One can show that this
requires {X*®, X**} = 0, so we are back with the original auxiliary braid condition case. Therefore,
real solutions in the sense X** = - X" at all times ¢ can exist only with p # 0.

After solving for X, we then solve the amplitude flow equation Vg = 0 for ¢(t) € Ma(C),
which amounts to

(27) ) = ~[Ei2, 0] X* ~ [Ea, ] X" — 5.
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Re(psi)

FIGURE 1. Quantum geodesic on M3(C) with its flat connection p =i and a
geodesic vector field given by a =y =46 = 1,8 = 0. We plot the matrix entries
on the complex plane of the resulting amplitude flow 1 (t) € M>(C) with initial
1¥(0) = id. The outer curves are the diagonal entries and the inner ones off-
diagonal.

5.3. Quantum geodesic flows for p =i. The choice p = i, although flat, seems to be a natural
choice after we excluded p = 0 and we solve this here. We first solve the improved auxiliary
equation with a 4-parameter solution

X% = eT(d-—a) lic+1b ;o a,be,deR.
b+ic e (d+a)

We now let these parameters vary in time and find that is
¢=0, d=0, a=2bd, b=-2ad,
which is simple harmonic motion. Hence, we have a 4-parameter geodesic velocity field

P (674rli (0 = (acos(20t) + Bsin(24t)) ~ + (B cos(26t) — asin(24t))

(B cos(20t) — asin(26t)) + iy et (0 + (acos(2dt) + 5sin(25t)))) . Xt=-Xs*

for initial values «, 3,7, of a,b, ¢, d respectively.
Relative to this, we have to solve the amplitude flow equation (27)) where

o ( B cos(26t) — asin(24t) et (acos(26t) + Bsin(25t)))
e” 7 (acos(26t) + Bsin(26t))  —(Bcos(20t) — asin(26t)) )

A numerical solution for « = v =9 = 1,8 = 0 and 9 (0) = id the identity matrix is shown in
Figure[I] One can check to within numerical accuracy that the off-diagonal entries of ¢ vanish
at ¢ = nw/4 for all odd n in the range and at these points Im(t11) = Re(¢a2). Meanwhile at
t = nm/2 for all n in range, one has 11y = thga, 12 = (=1)™bo1 and ¥1a = 1,V F for real
7. We have marked t = /4 and ¢t = 7/2 as examples. Looking from a coarser perspective out
to large ¢, we also see that the diagonal entries of 1) precess in an approximate circle while the
off-diagonal entries remain near to 0 and repeatedly return to it. This reflects the initial starting
point. One can further check that while the squared absolute values of the 4 entries of ¢ clearly
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vary in time (as the square of the distance from the origin in the complex plane), their sum
remains constant at 2, in line with our probabilistic interpretation with respect to [ = %Tr.

6. QUANTUM GEODESICS ON THE FUZZY SPHERE
The fuzzy sphere or coadjoint quantisation as an orbit in suj is the algebra
(@i, 2] = 21\p€i 1 Tp, fo =1- )\i,

i
where 0 <A <1 is a real deformation parameter. We use the 3D calculus recently introduced in
[2, Example 1.46] with central basis s, i = 1,2,3 with

dw; = eijkxjsk.

The calculus is inner (in degree 1 only) with
i

_ 1 Qb 1 Ay, = -1 N
0= 2ix, Lis = (21Ap)2xldxl =T @in)? (dz)z;

so that the partial derivatives are the ‘orbital angular momentum’ derivations
Oif = ﬁ[ffiaf]» 0;; = €5k, €j10;05 = Og.
The natural exterior algebra is
siast+sI Ast =0, ds'= —%eijksj A st
but note that this is no longer inner in higher degree by 6. The s-structure is z;, s* self adjoint
and the canonical lift from 2-forms is i(s* A s7) = %(5Z ®s! — s/ ®s") as classically.

A general quantum symmetric metric has the form g = g;;s° ® s? for g;; a positive real symmet-
ric matrix and a left connection takes the form (dropping the % factor compared to the definition
of T in [13]),

Loi_ i ek
Vis'=-T"jps' ®s
for some coefficients I'? jk which we assume for simplicity to be constants (multiples of the identity
1€ A). We have a bimodule connection with o, just the flip on the basis, and for the connection

to be *-preserving we then need Fijk; to be real. We do not limit ourselves to a QLC this was
found in [I3] to be unique among such connections, namely

. . Tr(g) .
(28) vhs' = —g" (ethmmj + Teljk)sj ®s".
The torsion for a general connection in our class is
, 1 . , . .
Ty(s') = —gszkS] As®y Tlp =T, =TV - €ijn
which can be shown to vanishes for the QLC. The Riemann curvature for a general connection
has the form
RvL (Sl) = pijkEjmnSm As" ®Sk, pijk = %(Fljk - ejmnaml“ink - Gjmnl—‘imll—‘lnk).
and the Ricci curvature the form

5 (F jn€imj T 6mF in — 62F mn + T ij]in -r iijmn)7

albeit in our constant case we do not need the derivative terms. Its value for the QLC is computed
in [I3] which then gives the scalar curvature in this case as

S =3(Tr(g?) - $Tr(g)*)/ det(g).

(29) Rinn = p' jn€jim =
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If we introduce the (central) basis f; for left vector fields which is dual to the s’ then the right
connection dual to the previous left connection is

Vafe=T"nfi®s
with oy the flip among the f; and s?. This implies on a left vector field X = f, X",
VX =T"fios’ X"+ f,®0;X's' =D; X' f, @5,
where
D;X'=9; X" +T ;X"

We also need a natural state and here we use [ : A - C defined by an expansion in terms of
noncommutative spherical harmonics[I] (as the SUs-invariant component). This is known to be
a trace and was used recently in the construction of the Dirac operator on the fuzzy sphere[l4].

Proposition 6.1. The geometric divergence and the [-divergence agree on the fuzzy sphere if
I'%;; =0 for all j, which includes the case of the QLC. In this case div(fr X") = 0, X" and f} = fi.

Proof. The inverse of oy is also the flip on the basis and gives the left connection V and hence
dive (fx) = I‘ijkél-j = I'*;;,, which vanishes for the QLC read off from . Then dive (fra) =
divg (afy) = ev(da® fi.) = Opa for any vector field fra. Hence, from Proposition for compat-
ibility of the two types of divergence, we need

fﬁja:f[ﬁ:cj,a]:()

for any a, which holds as [ is a trace. Since s7* = 7, the *-operation in Theorem is then as
stated. a

We proceed with connections where I' obeys the condition in Proposition [6.1] so that we can
use Theorem (471

Proposition 6.2. On X = f;X* for X' € CA\[S?], the kinetic form and the quadratic Ricci form
are

F(X)=(D;X)(DiX?), R(X)=-2(Rij +€mnil™n;) X X = T";(Dp X" X7
Proof. Clearly the two halves of F'(X) are each half of
ev(id®ev®id)(VaX ® Ve X) = (D; X)) (D, X™)ev(id®@ev®id)(f; ® s/ ® f,, ®s™) = (D; X")(D; X7),
ev(id®ev®id) (VX @ VX) = (D; X*) (D, X™)ev(id®ev®id) (s’ ® f; ® 5" ® fn) = (D; X")(D; X7),

where VX = 03_51 VxX = Dinsj ® f; as the s, f; are both central so we can pull all coefficients
to the left and oy is just the flip on the basis.
Being equal, these do not contribute to R(X). The first term of R(X) also vanishes as

ev(V(ev)(VaX)® X) = ev(V () (fi®s))D; X' ® f1) X' =0
using that W(ev) : X® Q! - Q! is a right module map and that, from ,
V(ev)(fi®s') =—(6v®id)(id® o) (T i fm ®s" ® 57 — f; ®T7,,,5™ ® s™)
= (v ®id) (I pifrmn ®57 ® 5" - f;®T7,,,s" ®s™)

= _anisn + F‘]mism =0.



24 EDWIN BEGGS AND SHAHN MAJID

It remains to calculate the middle term,
(eveev) ((ide(ideid - 0))(Vx ®id +id®@ V') (D; X' fi® ') ® frn X™)
= (Di(DiX)' - D;X'T ) (ev@ev) ((Ide(id®id - o)) (f; ®s" ® ') ® frn X™)
= (Di(DiX)' - D;X'T ) (ev@ev) (fio(s"®@s' —s'®@s") ® f,,) X™
= (Dp(DiX)" = DiX'T 1) (6ik6imt — 6irGmi) X ™
= ([Di, Din] X" = (DX ") (T i + €5im ) ) X™
= ([05,0m] X" + (D31 e = Ty T ) XF) X = (D3 XTI i1 + €5im ) X™
= 26im; D jp XEX™ = T, (D; X)X ™ + (-T jpimy + T DYy =T 3 T ) XEX™
which we recognise as stated. In the first five lines, Dy, acts like a covariant derivative only on the

upper X index, e.g. when applied to (D;X)!. After that we expand out in terms of I' and use
[0i; Om ] = €im;0; which we cancel with a part of D; X"€;;m, to obtain the final expression. O

We see that the quadratic form point of view coming from quantum geodesic flows in this
example suggests a modified Ricci tensor

unad .

m
i = R emnil

differing from the existing ‘lift and contract’ approach. Actually the effect of this extra term is
merely to reverse the sign of the first term in for the corresponding expression for R1“%¢,
Next, we study the geodesic velocity equations. Given the above, and Theorem [£.7] we set

k=3dive(X) =109, X%, XM =XV
for the divergence of a vector field X = f X ¥ e X and its reality property (since ¢ =id). One can
check that then (0;X")* = 0;X" also. For the velocity field equation, we first calculate
(ide®ev)(VX®X) =T f; X" X7 + £;(0;X) X7, [k,X]=3[0;X7,X"]f;.
Then the geodesic velocity equations in the form in equation become

(30) X'=3[0;X7, X" - XFX7 - (0;X%) X7

The auxiliary braid condition oxx(X ® X) = X ® X in [5] comes down to
(31) [X", X7] =0,

while the most general ‘improved auxiliary condition’ needed to maintain reality of flow under
the geodesic velocity equations is

(32) O;[ X", X7 ] = (I, =Ty ) X XF = (T7 g, + €30) XT XF.

This is obtained by applying * to and comparing. Remember that I' is assumed real and
constant-valued (a multiple of the identity in the algebra) for a *-preserving connection in our
context. We therefore solve both the geodesic velocity equation and . If we use the quantum
Levi-Civita connection then the torsion is zero.

After this, we have to solve for e ¢ A® C*(R) with respect to a chosen geodesic velocity field.
Thus, we have to solve é + X (de) + ex = 0, which comes out as the amplitude flow equation

(33) é=-Xde- gaixi.
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6.1. Quantum geodesic flow with Xi(¢) € Rl i.e. constant on the fuzzy sphere. The
geodesic velocity equation for the QLC and for constant coefficients X*(¢) € R1 becomes

X' =T XPXT = —g" g jersom X7 X ¥,

while both the auxiliary braid condition _ and the improved one hold automatically. The
latter says that we can consistently keep X* real. In the diagonal case g = diag(A1, A2, A3), this
is

S A3- N
==

R
-2

XA

X' = XPXP XP = X' X0 X% = s XX h
1

H2 2%
where ¥ p1; + pypropi3 = 0 and the p; depend on the ); up to an overall scale, i.e. on ()\;) € RP2.
The velocity equation has solutions in terms of Jacobi elliptic sn and cn functions. For example,

if gy <0< po then

XY(t) = —ern/—psn (cat|p),  X2(t) = ern/paen (cat|p), X3(t) = cl\/f\/l — psn? (eat|p)

are real solutions, where we assume that the ellipticity parameter

ot
2
=5

M= =123

is nonzero (which is if and only if the A; are all distinct). Here c¢1,co > 0 are parameters and ¢
is in a certain interval containing 0. Note that if we chose the p; then the corresponding metric
up to an overall normalisation is

g =diag(1+p2,1 - p1, 1+ p1p2)

so this is positive only when puq < 1, o > —1, uy e > —1. Figure[2| gives an example like this where
1 = —%, to =1, so that puz = -1 and g = diag(4,3,1) is the metric up to normalisation. We take

1
3 SO

Xlz—%sn(ﬂ—%), X2:(:r1(t|—%7 X3:\/2+sn2(t|—%),

which is real and valid for all ¢, being periodic with period approximately 5.66 and initial value
X(0) = (0,1,v2).

Next, we integrate to find the amplitude flow for this X. We restrict attention to e =
iz € sus® C*°(R) and then find that motion stays in this subspace of the fuzzy sphere. Hence,
we are effectively integrating a time-varying infinitesimal rotation given by

U = e XIPF,

c1 =co =1 and we have pu =

which is easily solved numerically as shown also in Figure |2|starting with 12 =(1,0,0). Unitarity
of the evolution means [ e*e = [ z/;iwjxixj = 1/;-1/7(1—/\12)) so that a normalised 1% stays normalised.
Hence, motion here is necessarily on the unit sphere in field-space. Clearly also, the curve crosses
itself multiply, with the first two self-crossings as shown. When we look out to large t, we see
(viewed from the side) two disks on the sphere where the curve does not enter. Other g, including
with Lorentzian signature, generate a broadly similar picture. In our picture the restricted Hilbert
space is 3-dimensional and the vector [¢)) = @[7 in it evolves in time t according to this quantum
geodesic amplitude flow.
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FIGURE 2. Quantum geodesic on the fuzzy sphere with metric g = diag(4,3,1).
On the left is an example of a time dependent geodesic velocity field X = f; X*(t)
for this metric starting at X(0) = (0,1,v/2). On the right is the flow this
generates for a function of the form e = ¢’ (t)x; starting at ¢(0) = (1,0,0).

6.2. Quantum geodesic flows with the round metric and more general X. At the other
extreme, we take the ‘round metric’ ¢;; = §;;. Then

1
Fljk = 5€ijka Ry = _i(smna S=-

and our improved auxiliary equation and the consequently equivlalent form of are

N

aj[XZ7XJ]:6iij]Xk, Xzz—g{Xj,anl}.

The simplest solution is again X’ € R1 as before, but this time, as 0; X i =0, we have that the
X% are also constant in time. So the velocity field is any fixed X € R3. In this case, if we look

for flows of the form e = 1)%z; as we did before, we need P=-X x J, which evolves over time to
a rotation about an axis along X. So the geodesic flows are circles in the space of states of this
form, around any fixed axis X.

Looking for other real solutions in the full (non-reduced) fuzzy sphere is beyond our scope
here as it leaves the algebraic setting and would require a completion. For example, if we try
solutions of the constant plus linear form X* = X% x5+ f'1 with a real matrix X% and a real
vector f?, then the improved auxiliary condition becomes

1
(34) (Tr(X)X - X)) = §eiklkaxl"emnj,

which has solutions for X%, the largest part of the moduli space being 5-dimensional. For
example, if X2 # 0 then X2, X! X23 X32 are free and

x12 x21 K2 x12 323
X22 X 22
X = x2! x22 x23
X 21 32 82 X238 x32
X22 X 22

In fact both sides then vanish separately as well. However, the geodesic velocity equation becomes
XYz;+ f'1= —inaXzbejbc{za,xc} + X’kflekljmj,

which does not have generic solutions at the level of the algebra Cy[S?].
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On the other hand, the quantum geometry also makes sense on the reduced fuzzy sphere where
Ap = 1/n and we quotient by the kernel of the n-dimensional representation. For example, n = 2
reduces to the algebra of 2 x 2 matrices, but now with a 3D calculus not the one of the Section
In this case, our algebra has the additional Pauli matrix relations.

1 i
Tixj = 1613 + ieijkmk-
Putting this in, the geodesic velocity equation becomes
. o 5 1 1 ..
(35) X=Xxf, [f=3X 5 K = 3 X eign
where x is the cross product of the 2nd index of X with the vector f and - is the dot product of
the same with x = 9;X"/2 viewed as a vector in R?.

Next, given any X obeying 7, we write e = ix; + %1 and solve the amplitude flow

equations for the vector plus scalar,

é ¢m

T Yl =~ (X Yz + [0y, — W K ajm; — SR em

ij ik i1 k pi o)
= (XY €+ VK )z = fr€ipmTm - §/€mxm

= _(X J¢ €ikl t ¢J )(4 i+ 6jlmxm) - ¢kf €ikmTm — EH Tm

2

= _%Xijwk((simdkj - 5ij6km)xm + % + ¢ m

%(“Xﬂ})mxm_(fxd’)mzm 5 Tm
which gives us
§ =g (X -Te (X)) + (GR- P x b~ 0%,

with solution for the comblned 4-vector

() _ po-i fi H(syas (9(0) L (X -Te(X) - (R +2if)x ik
= Pe o H(t)== . .
((b(t) ¢ o0y HO=3 i 0
of the equation i%(i;, ®) = H(1, ¢) for H as stated. The latter is generically time-dependent and
P denotes a (time)-ordered exponential. Note that x;, % all have the same norm with respect to
the inner product defined by [, being a certain multiple of the matrix trace from the point of
view of the reduced fuzzy sphere algebra A as a matrix algebra.
For the above 5-parameter moduli of solutions of one has
L 1 X23 X32 X21X32 X12X23
"9 X122

,X12—X21), X k=0

SO f is a constant vector, and in that case the rows of X undergo a uniform rotation about the
f axis. Then

X222, x23 32 12, 21 . 12 5,23 321 332 . .
% X THXT 2if3 XTXPAXT X 94 2 —ikt
12 157521, 123 532 2 32 .
' 1 X7+ X 21f3 _XX X+2)2( X X Jng + 21f1 —ir2
o | x12x23ix2 x32 + 9 f2 X23+X32 _9ifl X2 X214 (x22)2 .3
X722 if S -2if —x2= 1K
i/ﬁ}l 1K}2 lI‘LS

This is time dependent if f # 0 (since then X is then time dependent) but some numerical
solution are shown in Figure [3| taking, without loss of generality, f along the z-axis. Each row
of the matrix X evolves as a circle about this axis, as shown for some random initial values. For
the amplitude flow we take initial values 1(0) = (1,0,0) and ¢(0), and plot the real part of the
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00

S 0 5 10 -05
6.44 -0.69 3.81
X(0)=1{0.953 —-0.102 0.564

8.947 -0.959 5.29

FIGURE 3. Quantum geodesic on reduced 2 x 2 matrix fuzzy sphere with metric
round metric g = diag(1,1,1) and X* = X" (¢)z; + f'1 with f = (0,0,1) and a
random initial X (0). We show the amplitude flow for e = ¥*(¢)z; + %t)l starting
at 4(0) = (1,0,0) and ¢(0) = 0.

former. The imaginary part is similar. One can also plot ¢(t) and check to within numerical

accuracy that |¢[? + ¥+ =1, a constant of motion.

7. QUANTUM GEODESICS ON THE ¢-SPHERE

The standard g-sphere is based on the ¢g-Hopf fibration and hence a *-subalgebra of C,[SUz],
which we write as generated by z,z with relations

2x =gz, 2'x=qlzt, 22t =¢t2ze (-, Zz=z(1-1z)

in the conventions of [2] Lemma 2.34]. Its 2D differential calculus is inherited from the 3D
calculus[26] on C,[SU;] and can be given in terms of dz,dz*,dz and a relation between them
(here Q! is not free but a rank 2 projective module). Its holomorphic/antiholomorphic decom-
position Q! = Q%1 @ QL0 (in fact a double complex) was obtained in [19] as an application of the
theory of quantum frame bundles, see [2] Prop. 2.35] for details. The unique C,[SUs]-covariant
quantum metric and its Levi-Civita connection were also introduced in [19], and later revisited
in the modern bimodule QLC form [ 2]. Explicitly,

g=qdz*®dz + ¢ tdze@dz* +¢*(2),dr ®dz,

vidz = _(2)q297 vide* = _(2)q2*gv vidz = _((2)q - q_l)ga

Ror(0f) = ¢*(2),Vol®df, Reow(df) = —(2),Vol®df, Ricei= ((22))‘7 g
q2
for a certain lift i(Vol) € Q' ® 4 O, see [2 Sec. 8.2.3]. We take the standard real form for ¢ real
and z* = x.

In practice, however, it is much easier to work ‘upstairs’ within Q'(C,[SUz]). We take the
quantum group with its standard matrix of generators a, b, ¢,d and Q' free with basis e*, e® and
relations

ef=qllfer, & =glfel,
where |f] is the grading defined by the number of a,c minus the number of b,d. We used the
conventions in [2, Example 2.32]. We let 0., dy be the ‘partial derivatives’ with respect the to the
basis as defined by df = 0, fe* +0_fe™ +0yfe’. Here e** = —g7le™, e * = —ge* and ** = —e°. On
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the g-sphere we only need e* (not €°) and we have to insert the elements D* = a®d-¢q 'c®b and
D™ =d®a-gbec for formulae to then make sense in the tensor product. Thus |2 Example 6.5],
g=-¢*¢"D;D;’® Dy’ Dye” —e Dy D}’ ® D' Dje*
vE(wee®) = (Oswiet + 0_wee”)DEDY © Di' Die*
where the prime denotes an independent copy and |w,| = ¥2 so that w,e* € Q. The dual basis to
e*, e will be denoted f., fo and e*, f, provides dual bases for Q' on the ¢-sphere when suitably
interpreted with the D*. The corresponding dual right connection on the left vector fields X is
Vx(feX*) = fo DDy’ ® D5’ D5 (0, X*e" + 0_X*e7)

where |X*| = £2 so that f. X* has degree zero, i.e. is a vector field on the g-sphere. The ¢-
commutation relations for the basis of vector fields are f.g = ¢ 19g f.. Note that the connection
Vzx preserves the x-operation by default, since it vanishes on both f. and f.*.

We use the natural integration [ f for f e C,[SU,], which is known to be a twisted-trace

[ t9=[<o)f. s(@pctdy =gtores

and restricts to (Cq[SQ]

fﬂ:n: [n+1], _[fg fg(g)f, ((a?pz"z*m):qz("—m)xpznz*m

This was recently used in [ ] for the Dirac operator on the g-sphere and we use it now as our
preferred state.

Proposition 7.1. The geometric divergence and the [ -divergence on the q-sphere agree, and if
X = f.X* (summing over +) then div(X) = ¢*20.X*. The * operation from Theorem- is
fr==q¢ ' f- and f-* = —q f.. The geodesic velocity equation for X = f. X* as a function of time
18

X*+ L[XH, div(X)] + ((0: X*)X T+ (0-X*)X7) =
Proof. To find the divergence, we need the corresponding left connection on X,

V(v*fe) = (Oyv*e” + 0_v*e”)D] DI’ ® D3' D3 f,
and then for X = f, X* we get, summing over +,
djV@(X) = evV(foX¥) = eV@(q—\Xi\Xifi) = ev@(quif ) = q¥28 X

since the product of the Ds in the formula for V(v* f.) simply gives 1. To show that divg =divy
by Proposition [£:4] we need to check for all X € X that

fdivﬁ(X) :q”faixi -0

The latter holds (one can even define the integral by this property).
We also have, in the upstairs notation, omitting the Ds,

ox(da® f.) = vy (fea) = ¢ f. ®da
and by substituting the partial derivatives, we find O’%(ei’ ®fi)= *2f.eet (here +" and + are

independent signs). Now

1

ev(e* @ fu) =evox N (fa®(e* ) ) = —¢" Levoxr (fu®eT ) = —¢* Lev(eT ® f.)

giving the stated answer for f,*.
From equation 7 the geodesic velocity equation is

0= X + L[X, div(X)] + (id & X)Vx(X),



30 EDWIN BEGGS AND SHAHN MAJID

where
(id® X)Vx(f: X*) = (id®@ev)(f. D D' ® Di' D (9, X*e" +0_X*e ) ® fu X*)
= fo((0: X*)XT + (0-X*)X7)
[X,div(X)] = fo X*div(X) - div(X) fo X* = f, [X*,div(X)]
as div(X) has degree 0. O

The action of the twisting on the 1-forms is given by ¢(e*) = ¢™2e* and thus on their duals
§(f.) =co f.o¢t =¢*2 f.. Then, summing over =,

X* = X* o = T X fe = =g o X
and the condition for X to be real is that X* = ¢(X), which is
_q#)foi* =¢(fzX7) = q¥2f¢§(X¥)
so the reality condition on X is that
X* = _glg(X).

Proposition 7.2. On the g-sphere, the improved auxiliary condition for preservation of reality
of a geodesic velocity field X is

[X*,div(X)]+ ((: XH) X+ (0. XH)X ) - (*X 0. X*+¢2X"0,X*) = 0.
Proof. We calculate for f € A,
0u(s)=a?s(0f) , 0u(f) =47 (0:1)" ,
and using this applying * to the velocity equation in Proposition [7.1] gives
(X)), div(X) ]+ ((X7)"(0:XF)" + (X7)"(9-X*)")
[(X*)*,div(X)*] = (¢ (XT)0-(X**) +q(X7) 0. (X*"))

0 — (X:!:)x— _ %
— (X:t)* _ %
and assuming that X is real gives

0= (X7) - L [e(X7), div(X)*] - (7 (X ) O ((X7)) + (X ) 0u (s (X7)))
= (A7) - LX), div(X)*] - (g (X ) <(0-X7) + ¢ (X ) <(8: X))

2
=6(X7) = [(XT),6div(X)] + (¢*(X7)s(0-XT) + ¢ 26(X*)s (0, X)),

which can be rewritten as
0=X*-L[X* div(X)]+ (¢°X 0_X* + ¢ >X 0, X*).
Subtracting this from the original equation in Proposition gives the result stated. O

After solving this and the velocity equations together to find suitable X;, we then have to
solve for e, € (Cq[SQ] obeying the amplitude flow equation Vge = 0, which now appears as

(36) é+(due)X] + Lediv(X) =0.

This derives the various quantum geodesic equations on the g-sphere. Actual solutions will be
given elsewhere, possibly at lower deformation order after understanding classical geodesic flows
better in our formalism.
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8. CONCLUDING REMARKS

We have refined the formalism of quantum geodesics to include a prescription for the all-
important * operation on vector fields, which was previously not canonical. Provided the ‘mea-
sure’ or positive linear functional [ is a twisted trace (e.g. an actual trace in the usual sense), we
provided a canonical construction, making the application of the formalism much more straight-
forward. We also saw that the original auxiliary braid condition was too strong, understood
its role in preservation of the reality of geodesic velocity field as it evolves, and provided a general
construction in Section [2] for the minimal such condition that does this. The possibility of an
external driving force bimodule map « or left quantum vector field Y arises naturally in this
context discussion as something to be set to zero. Applications with these nonzero are a direction
for further work suggested here.

The formalism was then checked out in our three nontrivial examples, each with its own
section. The example of quantum geodesics on My (C) with its 2-dimensional calculus and metric
g=s®s+t®t was given in detail only for a specific flat QLC at p =1i. Other p here could equally
well be looked at. Moreover, this is just one metric on M5(C) and another with an equally rich
known moduli space of QLCs is g = s®t -t ® s in [2] Example 8.21]. The fuzzy sphere case was
also found to work much as expected but geodesic flows in general were quickly found to be non-
polynomial in the algebra generators, i.e. would need a functional analytic treatment beyond
our scope here (but hardly surprising). However, the theory reduces to the finite-dimensional
quotient fuzzy spheres and we solved for geodesics on the lowest dimension nontrivial Ms(C)
fuzzy sphere (but with a different, 3-dimensional calculus). Higher spin reductions and the full
theory using C*-algebras would be an important, but not easy, topic for further work. We also
did the work of setting up the velocity equations etc. for the standard C,[S?] but we did not
actually solve it as even the classical case here needs to be much better understood. Here, working
‘upstairs’ on C,[SUs] in the g-Hopf fibration amounts to the velocity vector field components
X* being sections of the g-monopole bundle of charges +2.

We also made and explored a new approach to the Ricci tensor now as a kind of ‘quadratic
form’ on vector fields. This is motivated by the convective derivative of div.X in the case where
X is a geodesic velocity field but the resulting R(X) is defined for any left quantum vector field
X € shom(Q!, A) and studied as such in our examples. In both the matrix and fuzzy sphere
cases, we saw some aspects in line with our earlier ‘working definition’ for Ricci2] but with
additional terms, see notably Proposition [6.2] This should be similarly explored on a larger
variety of curved quantum spacetimes, including the discrete n-gon Z,, with lengths on the edges
providing the known quantum Riemannian geometry here, or on noncommutative black hole and
FLRW cosmological models as in [IJ.

More widely, the theory of quantum geodesics should be developed to include geodesic devia-
tion. We have set this up in Section [3.2) at the classical level. In fact, our approach provides a
new way of thinking about geodesics even on a classical manifold, which deserves to be developed
much further as a new tool in ordinary GR. It is also the case that throughout the paper, we took
B =C*(R) for the geodesic parameter space. The same formalism with B = C*°(N) provides a
theory of ‘totally geodesic submanifolds’ of a classical or quantum space expressed in the algebra
A. This remains to be explored as does the construction of examples where B is some other
quantum geometry. As such, it need not even have a ‘manifold dimension’ or could be finite
(i.e. the algebra B could be finite-dimensional). We do not know if such generalisations would
be interesting but the point is that the abstract approach to geodesics based on A-B-bimodule
connections and W(og) is both powerful and little explored even in classical geometry. These
are some of many possible directions for further work.



32

EDWIN BEGGS AND SHAHN MAJID

DECLARATION

Data sharing is not applicable as no datasets were generated or analysed during the current
study. The authors have no competing interests to declare that are relevant to the content of
this article. No funds, grants or other support was received.

[1]
2]

(10]
(11]
(12]
(13]
14]
(15]
[16]
[17]
(18]
(19]
[20]
(21]
[22]
23]
[24]

[25]
[26]

REFERENCES

J. Argota-Quiroz and S. Majid, Fuzzy and discrete black hole models, Class. Quant. Grav. 38 (2021)
145020 (36pp)

E.J. Beggs and S. Majid, Quantum Riemannian Geometry, Grundlehren der mathematischen Wis-
senschaften, Vol. 355, Springer (2020) 809pp

E.J. Beggs, Noncommutative geodesics and the KSGNS construction, J. Geom. Phys. 158 (2020) 103851
E.J. Beggs and S. Majid, *-compatible connections in noncommutative Riemannian geometry, J. Geom.
Phys. 61 (2011) 95-124

E.J. Beggs and S. Majid, Quantum geodesics in quantum mechanics, arXiv:1912.13376| (math-ph)

E.J. Beggs and S. Majid, Gravity induced by quantum spacetime, Class. Quant. Grav. 31 (2014) 035020
(39pp)

E.J. Beggs and S. Majid, Spectral triples from bimodule connections and Chern connections, J. Non-
comm. Geom., 11 (2017) 669-701

A. Connes, Noncommutative Geometry, Academic Press, Inc., San Diego, CA, 1994

A. Connes and M. Marcolli, Noncommutative Geometry, Quantum Fields and Motives (AMS Collo-
quium Publications Vol 55), Hindustan Book Agency, 2008.

S. Doplicher, K. Fredenhagen and J. E. Roberts, The quantum structure of spacetime at the Planck
scale and quantum fields, Commun. Math. Phys. 172 (1995) 187-220

M. Dubois-Violette and P.W. Michor, Connections on central bimodules in noncommutative differential
geometry, J. Geom. Phys. 20 (1996) 218-232

G. 't Hooft, Quantization of point particles in 2+1 dimensional gravity and space- time discreteness,
Class. Quant. Grav. 13 (1996) 1023

E. Lira-Torres and S. Majid, Quantum gravity and Riemannian geometry on the fuzzy sphere, Lett.
Math. Phys. (2021) 111:29 (21pp)

E. Lira-Torres and S. Majid, Geometric Dirac operator on the fuzzy sphere, Lett. Math. Phys. (2022)
112:10

C. Liu and S. Majid, Quantum geodesics on quantum Minkowski spacetime, J. Phys. A 55 (2022) 424003
(35pp)

J. Madore, The fuzzy sphere, Class. Quantum Grav. 9 (1992) 69-88

S. Majid, Hopf algebras for physics at the Planck scale, Class. Quantum Grav. 5 (1988) 1587-1607

S. Majid and H. Ruegg, Bicrossproduct structure of the k-Poincare group and non-commutative geom-
etry, Phys. Lett. B. 334 (1994) 348-354

S. Majid, Noncommutative riemannian and spin geometry of the standard g-sphere, Commun. Math.
Phys. 256 (2005) 255-285

S. Majid, Quantum gravity on a square graph, Class. Quantum Grav 36 (2019) 245009 (23pp)

J. Mourad, Linear connections in noncommutative geometry, Class. Quant. Grav. 12 (1995) 965-974
P. Podles, Quantum spheres, Lett. Math. Phys. 14 (1987) 193-202

H.S. Snyder, Quantized space-time Phys. Rev. 71 (1947) 38-41

R.L. Stratonovich, Sov. Phys. JETP 31 (1956) 1012

J. Viarilly and J. Gracia-Bondia, The Moyal representation for spin, Annals Phys. 190 (1989) 107-148
S. Woronowicz, Differential calculus on compact matrix pseudogroups (quantum groups), Commun.
Math. Phys. 122 (1989) 125-170

QUEEN MARY UNIVERSITY OF LONDON, SCHOOL OF MATHEMATICAL SCIENCES, MILE END RD, LoONDON E1
4NS, UK; DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS, BAY CAMPUS, SWANSEA UNIVERSITY, SA1 8EN, UK
Email address: e.j.beggs@swansea.ac.uk, s.majid@gmul.ac.uk


http://arxiv.org/abs/1912.13376

	1. Introduction
	2. Preliminaries
	2.1. Quantum Levi-Civita connections
	2.2. A-B bimodule connections and geodesic bimodules
	2.3. Geodesic velocity field equations 

	3. States and divergence of the velocity equation on a classical manifold
	3.1. Classical divergence, fluid dust and the Ricci tensor
	3.2. Geodesic deviation and convective derivatives

	4. Noncommutative states and divergence
	4.1. The matching of geometric and state divergences
	4.2. Twisted traces and *-involution on vector fields
	4.3. *-Preserving connections and compatibility with quantum geodesic flow
	4.4. Quantum convected derivative of the divergence

	5. Quantum geodesics on M2(C)
	5.1. Ricci quadratic form for general 
	5.2. Quantum geodesic flow equations on M2(C)
	5.3. Quantum geodesic flows for =i

	6. Quantum geodesics on the fuzzy sphere
	6.1. Quantum geodesic flow with Xi(t)R1 i.e. constant on the fuzzy sphere
	6.2. Quantum geodesic flows with the round metric and more general Xi

	7. Quantum geodesics on the q-sphere
	8. Concluding Remarks
	Declaration
	References

