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QUANTUM KALUZA-KLEIN THEORY WITH M2(C)

CHENGCHENG LIU AND SHAHN MAJID

Abstract. Following steps analogous to classical Kaluza-Klein theory, we
solve for the quantum Riemannian geometry on C∞(M) ⊗M2(C) in terms
of classical Riemannian geometry on a smooth manifold M , a finite quantum
geometry on the algebra M2(C) of 2×2 matrices, and a quantum metric cross
term. Fixing a standard form of quantum metric on M2(C), we show that
this cross term data amounts in the simplest case to a 1-form Aµ on M , which
we regard as like a gauge-fixed background field. We show in this case that

a real scalar field on the product algebra with its noncommutative Laplacian
decomposes on M into two real neutral fields and one complex charged field
minimally coupled to Aµ. We show further that the quantum Ricci scalar on
the product decomposes into a classical Ricci scalar on M , the Ricci scalar
on M2(C), the Maxwell action ∣∣F ∣∣2 of A and a higher order ∣∣A.F ∣∣2 term.
Another solution of the QRG on the product has A = 0 and a dynamical real
scalar field φ on M which imparts mass-splitting to some of the components
of a scalar field on the product as in previous work.

1. Introduction

The idea that spacetime could be better modelled by noncommutative coordinates
due to Planck scale effects has gained currency is recent years, with flat proposals
appearing in the 1990s[21, 12, 14], some of them with quantum Poincaré group
symmetry[19], and curved models more recently using a new formalism of quantum
Riemannian geometry (QRG) as in [5] and references there in. Effectively curved
phase space models also came out of quantum groups[20]. Moreover, there are
several approaches to noncommutative geometry and a mathematically deeper one
is that of A. Connes[9], particularly via the notion of spectral triple or ‘abstract
Dirac operator’. The key difference in the QRG approach, coming out of experience
with quantum groups but not limited to them, is to build up the quantum geometry
in layers starting with the ‘coordinate algebra’ A, a choice of its extension to an
exterior algebra (Ω,d) of ‘differential forms’, a quantum metric g ∈ Ω1 ⊗A Ω1 and
a compatible torsion free ‘quantum Levi-Civita connection’ (QLC) ∇ ∶ Ω1 → Ω1 ⊗A

Ω1. Some early works in this formalism are [6, 22, 23, 1, 2] and a recent review
for physicists is in [4]. One of the key mathematical ingredients is the notion
of a bimodule connection [13, 25] which allows for a natural notion of metric-
compatibility. With more structure, one can build up all the way to a natural
geometric Dirac operator and sometimes arrive at a spectral triple or something
close to one[7, 5].

2000 Mathematics Subject Classification. Primary 81R50, 58B32, 83C57.
Key words and phrases. noncommutative geometry, quantum groups, quantum gravity.

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/2303.06239v1


2 CHENGCHENG LIU AND SHAHN MAJID

In this paper, we extend a programme in [4] to analyse QRGs on tensor product
algebras A = C∞(M) ⊗ Af where M is a classical smooth (pseudo)-Riemannian
manifold and Af is a finite-dimensional possibly noncommutative algebra or ‘finite
quantum geometry’. The idea here is to go back to the standard Kaluza-Klein
analysis[15] for Riemannian geometry on M × S1, now replacing the coordinate
algebra C∞(S1) by some Af . This was full analysed in [4] for the case Af = C(Zn),
i.e. replacing S1 by a regular polygon using quantum geometry, but the QRG
under reasonable assumptions allowed no cross-terms in the quantum metric on
the product, whereas in the original Kaluza-Klein theory these cross terms encode
a U(1) gauge field. Our new result now for Af = M2(C), the algebra of 2 × 2
matrices, is to successfully solve for QRGs on the product algebra and to find that
the additional freedom in the quantum metric cross term again amounts to a generic
background 1-form Aµ onM . These main results, Proposition 3.6 and Theorem 3.7,
hold for a particular shape of QRG on M2(C), which we take to be the standard
quantum metric in [5, Example 8.13] for which a significant 3-dimensional moduli
space of QLCs is already known.

Working in this solution for the background QRG on the product algebra, we next
analyse two key questions. Firstly, what does a real scalar field on the product look
like if we choose a basis ofM2(C) and understand such a field as a multiplet of four
fields on M with respect to the basis? We find that the canonical QRG Laplacian
on the product algebra now appears as the usual Laplacian on M for a certain
physical metric g̃ (differing from the initial classical metric g on M by quadratic
AµAν terms). Two of the four components of a real scalar field do not couple
(they are neutral fields) and two of them combine naturally to a single complex
field, Proposition 3.9. The second question we ask is how does the QRG Ricci
scalar curvature S on the product algebra look in terms of the classical Ricci scalar
curvature S̃ of g̃, the Ricci curvature of M2(C) (which we take to be constant for
our chosen QRG on this) and the rest involving Aµ? We find in Theorem 3.10 that
the QRG Ricci scalar on the product is

Sproduct = S̃ + const. + 1

8h
∣∣F ∣∣2 +

1

8h2
∣∣A.F ∣∣2,

where the contractions in ∣∣ ∣∣ are defined using g̃, F = dA is the ‘curvature’ of A if
this regarded as like a gauge field, and h is a real parameter scale for the quantum
metric on M2(C).

These main results are in Section 3, where we solve for the QRG on the product
under some algebraic assumptions. A priori there are two 1-forms Aiµ entering into
the quantum metric cross terms but Proposition 3.6 shows that for a QLC to exist
they should either both vanish or there is a functional relation between the two
so that there is really only one independent 1-form. The proposition then gives
the rest of the fields for the QRG in the simplest case of the latter, namely with
A ∶= A1 and A2 = 0 (there is another similar solution with A1 = 0 and A ∶= A2)
and the rest of the section studies this solution further. Section 4 provides the
analysis for the excluded case A1 = A2 = 0 where there are more general solutions
in which an overall scale factor h in the quantum metric on M2(C) need not be
constant and instead becomes a dynamical field. Then a scalar field on the product
appears as a multiplet on M with some components again having a dynamically
generated square-mass, see Proposition 4.3. Proposition 4.5 moreover shows that
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the Ricci scalar on the product algebra indeed consists of the original classical scalar
curvature of on M and the scalar field Lagrangian for the logarithm φ of h as the
dynamical field. This remarkably follows the same pattern as for C(Zn) in [4] even
though the quantum geometries Af are very different. Again, there is no need for a
further Higgs field. Section 5 briefly consider how our results change of we take an
alternative quantum metric on M2(C) for which again the QRG is already known.

The paper begins with a preliminary Section 2 providing a lightning recap of the
formalism of QRG as in [5]. The paper ends with some concluding remarks about
directions for further work. In this regard, note that product algebras C∞(M)⊗Af

are also studied in Connes approach (under the term ‘almost commutative’ spaces)
and one can analyse spectral triples on them, obtaining, for suitable choices, the
standard model of particle physics onM with multiplet structure encoded in Af and
the product spectral triple[11]. Gauge fields then appear as allowed ‘fluctuations’
of the spectral triple, and fermionic fields are intrinsic to the analysis since one
is working with models of the Dirac operator. By contrast, our work goes onto
constructing the QRG with the background field Aµ as part of the quantum metric,
and the only physics we look at is that of a scalar field on the product subject to
the noncommutative Klein-Gordon equation there. On the other hand, these two
lines are surely not incompatible and spinor fields on the product space in the QRG
approach will be considered in a sequel, using Dirac operators on M2(C) recently
found in [17, 24] for the same quantum metric on this as studied here.

2. Preliminaries

We provide a very brief recap of the QRG formalism[6, 22, 23, 1, 2, 5], which
amounts to a coherent framework which includes classical Riemannian geometry
when the ‘coordinate algebra’ A is commutative and of the form C∞(M), but also
the case where this can be noncommutative. We also recap the standard QRG on
M2(C) from [5]. In the paper we will be solving for QRGs on the tensor product
of these two cases.

Throughout the paper, greek indices α,β,µ, ν etc. will be used for tensor calculus
on the classical manifold M and we may also denote local coordinates xµ by (x, t)
to remind us that M in our context is intended to be spacetime. We sum over
repeated indices unless stated otherwise.

2.1. Outline of QRG formalism. The formalism works over any field but for
our purposes we work over C and ask that the ‘coordinate algebra’ A is a unital ∗-
algebra. Differentials are formally introduced as a bimodule Ω1 of 1-forms equipped
with a map d ∶ A→ Ω1 obeying the Leibniz rule

d(ab) = (da)b + adb
for all a, b ∈ A. This is required to extends to an exterior algebra (Ω,d) generated
by A,dA, with d2 = 0 and d obeying the graded-Leibniz rule.

A quantum metric is g ∈ Ω1 ⊗A Ω1 together with a bimodule map inverse ( , ) ∶
Ω1 ⊗A Ω1 → A in the sense

((ω, ) ⊗ id)g = ω = id⊗ ( , ω)



4 CHENGCHENG LIU AND SHAHN MAJID

for all ω ∈ Ω1, and some form of quantum symmetry condition such as ∧(g) = 0
(and refer to g as a generalised quantum metric if no form of symmetry is imposed).
The inversion condition in the classical case just says that the matrices expressing
g and ( , ) with respect to a basis are mutually inverse. In the quantum case it
turns out, however, to force g to be central (i.e. to commute with a ∈ A) as shown
in [6, 5]. A (left) bimodule connection[13, 25] on Ω1 is ∇ ∶ Ω1 → Ω1 ⊗A Ω1 obeying

∇(a.ω) = a.∇ω + da⊗ ω, ∇(ω.a) = (∇ω).a + σ(ω ⊗ da)

for all a ∈ A,ω ∈ Ω1, for some ‘generalised braiding’ bimodule map σ ∶ Ω1 ⊗A Ω1 →
Ω1 ⊗A Ω1. The latter, if it exists, is uniquely determined. Classically, we would
evaluate the first output of ∇ against a vector field to get the associated covariant
derivative, but in QRG we work directly with ∇ itself. A connection is torsion free
if the torsion T∇ ∶= ∧∇− d vanishes, and metric compatible if

∇g = (∇⊗ id + (σ ⊗ id)(id⊗∇))g

vanishes. When both vanish, we have a quantum Levi-Civita connection (QLC).
Notice that because σ itself depends on ∇, this is a quadratic condition with the
result that a QLC need not be unique or might not exist. The curvature of ∇ is
(similarly) defined as

R∇ = (d⊗ id − id ∧∇)∇ ∶ Ω1 → Ω2 ⊗A Ω1.

Finally, working over C, we need (Ω,d) to be a ∗-calculus, g ‘real’ in the sense

g
† = g; † ∶= flip(∗ ⊗ ∗)

and ∇ ∗-preserving in the sense

∇ ○ ∗ = σ ○ † ○ ∇,

see[5]. These conditions in the classical case and locally with respect to real coordi-
nates xµ say that the tensor for g is real (when combined with quantum symmetry)
and that the Christoffel symbols are real.

Also of interest will be the QRG Laplacian

∆ ∶= ( , )∇d ∶ A→ A

which in the classical case with ∇ the Levi-Civita connection recovers the Laplace-
Beltrami operator, and the Ricci tensor. A ‘working definition’ of the latter (but
just based on copying classical formulae) is to assume a bimodule lifting map i ∶
Ω2 → Ω1 ⊗Ω1 and then take a trace,

Ricci = (( , ) ⊗ id)(id⊗ i⊗ id)(id⊗R∇)g ∈ Ω1 ⊗A Ω1, S = ( , )Ricci
where S is the Ricci scalar curvature. Note that the classical cases of Ricci and
S in the natural conventions here as −1/2 of their usual values[5]. If i ○ ∗ = −† ○ i
along with our other ‘reality’ assumptions then S will be self-adjoint, but we do not
necessarily impose this. Likewise ∆ will commute with ∗ if in addition ( , )σ = ( , ).
These are both strong conditions and we do not impose them directly.
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2.2. Reference QRG on M2(C). We let Ω1(M2(C)) be the standard 2D in [5],
which is given there terms of basis of central 1-forms s, t with s∗ = −t and Ω(M2(C))
with s2 = t2, st = ts, see [5, Chap. 1]. We prefer here to work the real self-adjoint
basis

s1 = (s + t)
ı

, s2 = s − t
where now[17]

s1 ∧ s1 = s2 ∧ s2 = ıVol, s1 ∧ s2 = s2 ∧ s1 = 0
with differentials

dσ1 = σ3s2, dσ2 = −σ3s1, dσ3 = σ2s1 − σ1s2, dsi = −σiVol, Vol = −ıs1 ∧ s1
The partial derivatives with respect to this basis are defined by df = (∂if)si (sum
over i = 1,2) and are derivations on M2(C) given by

∂iσ
j = −ǫijkσk

for i = 1,2 and j, k ∈ {1,2,3}. We will mostly be interested in the standard QRG
with quantum metric (-2 times) s⊗ s + t⊗ t which now appears as

gM2
= s1 ⊗ s1 − s2 ⊗ s2

with a ‘Minkowski signature’ metric. The QLC is far from unique with the most
well-studied but the simplest case [8, 17] being the 1-parameter family with

σ(si ⊗ sj) =
⎧⎪⎪
⎨
⎪⎪⎩

si ⊗ sj if i ≠ j
−sī ⊗ sī − 2ıρsī ⊗ si if i = j

∇si = ı
2
σi(s1 ⊗ s1 + s2 ⊗ s2) +

ı

2
ǫijσ

j(s2 ⊗ s1 − s1 ⊗ s2) − ρσisī ⊗ si

R∇s
i = −ı(1 + ρ2)Vol⊗ si, Ricci = −1

2
(1 + ρ2)(s1 ⊗ s1 + s2 ⊗ s2), S = 0,

where 1̄ = 2 and 2̄ = 1 and the Ricci tensor is for the canonical symmetric lift

i(Vol) = 1

2ı
(s1 ⊗ s1 + s2 ⊗ s2).

Here the parameter ρ is required to be imaginary for the ∗-preserving property.
The Laplacian in this 1-parameter case is

∆M2
f = f1σ1 − f2σ

2

if we write f = f01 + fiσi with a sum over i = 1,2,3. We see that 1, σ3 are zero
modes and ∆ is diagonal on σ1, σ2. We will use this QRG in Section 4.

In the main part of the paper, however, we will need to start off with the full 3-
parameter QLCs on M2(C) in [5, Exercise 8.3] with parameters ρ,u, v, of which
the above is the special case u = v = 0. We convert this our self-adjoint basis and
introduce Christoffel symbols defined by

∇sk = γkijpσpsi ⊗ sj ; γkijp ∈ C.
Then the 3-parameter QLC appears after some calculation as

γ1221 = γ1212 = −γ2211 = ı − γ1111, γ1122 = −γ2121 = −γ2112 = ı2(u + v) − γ
1
111,

γ2222 = ı2(u + v + 2) − γ
1
111, γ1112 = γ1222 = γ2111 = γ2221 = γ2212 = γ1121,
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γ1211 = γ1121 + u − v2 − ρ, γ2122 = γ1121 − u − v2 − ρ,

γ1111 = ı

8ρ
((v + u − 2)(v − u + 2ρ) + 8ρ), γ1121 = u + v8ρ

(2 − u − v)

and the reality condition for the QLC to be ∗-preserving is

ū = v, v̄ = u, ρ̄ = −ρ.
Lemma 2.1. For the 3-parameter QLCs on M2(C), the Riemann curvature, Ricci
tensor and Ricci scalar are

R∇s
1 = − ı

2
((ρ − u)2 + (ρ + v)2 − 2(u + v − 1))Vol⊗ s1 −

1

2
(u − v)(u + v − 2)Vol⊗ s2,

R∇s
2 = 1

2
(u − v)(u + v − 2)Vol⊗ s1 −

ı

2
((ρ + u)2 + (ρ − v)2 − 2(u + v − 1))Vol⊗ s2,

Ricci = −1
4
((ρ − u)2 + (ρ + v)2 − 2(u + v − 1))s1 ⊗ s1 +

ı

4
(u − v)(u + v − 2)(s1 ⊗ s2 − s2 ⊗ s1)

−
1

4
((ρ + u)2 + (ρ − v)2 − 2(u + v − 1))s2 ⊗ s2,

S = ρ(u − v),
and the Laplacian is

∆M2
f = −(u + v − 2)

4ρ
((u − v + 2ρ)f1σ

1 + (u − v − 2ρ)f2σ
2 + 2(u − v)f3σ

3) (2.1)

if we write f = f01 + fiσi with a sum over i = 1,2,3.

Proof. We used the definitions in Section 2.1, with calculus and lifting map as stated
above. Since the basis si is central, all calculations can be reduced to working with
tensors of coefficients (which were then computed with Mathematica.) �

We see that the Ricci scalar curvature S is a constant (a multiple of 1 ∈M2(C)) and
real in the ∗-preserving case. Both the QRGs onM2(C) discussed are dimensionless,
but we are free to scale the quantum metric by a dimensionful constant h, which
does not, however, change ∇.

3. Kaluza-Klein model and scalar fields on C∞(M) ⊗M2(C)

We follow the line recently introduced in [4] but with C(Zn) replaced by M2(C).
Thus, we analyse the QRG on the tensor product algebra A = C∞(M) ⊗M2(C)
where M is a classical manifold. We let Ω(M) be the classical exterior algebra on
M (we will be mainly concerned with 1-forms) and let central si be the basis of
Ω1(M2(C)) in Section 2.2.

For the differential calculus on the product, it is natural to take the graded tensor
product exterior algebra Ω(A) = Ω(M)⊗Ω(M2(C)), or explicitly

(ω ⊗ η)(ω′ ⊗ η′) = (−1)deg(η)deg(ω′)ωω′ ⊗ ηη′
for all ω,ω′ ∈ Ω(M) and η, η′ ∈ Ω(M2(C)). For the sake of calculations, we will
work with local coordinates xµ on M and use our basis si on M2(C). It is easy
to see that (locally) when viewed in Ω1(A), the dxµ, si together are a central basis
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over A and mutually anticommute, the dxµ remain Grassmann as usual and the si

retain their wedge product from Section 2.2. For example,

(dxµ ⊗ 1)(f ⊗m) = dxµf ⊗m = fdxµ ⊗m = (f ⊗m)(dxµ ⊗ 1),

(1⊗ si)(f ⊗m) = f ⊗ sim = f ⊗msi = (f ⊗m)(1⊗ si),
(dxµ ⊗ 1)(1⊗ si) = dxµ ⊗ si = −(1⊗ si)(dxµ ⊗ 1),

etc. Henceforth, we identify dxµ ≡ dxµ ⊗ 1, si ≡ 1 ⊗ si, f ≡ f ⊗ 1,m ≡ 1 ⊗m for
f ∈ C∞(M) and m ∈M2(C) when viewed in the product exterior algebra and freely
use these properties. Similarly, one can check that the classical antisymmetric lift

i(dxµ ∧ dxν) = 1

2
(dxµ ⊗ dxν − dxν ⊗ dxµ)

extends by the same formula when we work in the product algebra and also when
exactly one of the dxµ,dxν are replaced by si. Also recall that we sum over repeated
indices unless stated otherwise.

Lemma 3.1. The most general quantum metric on the tensor product algebra
C∞(M) ⊗M2(C) has the form

g = gµν(x, t)dxµ ⊗ dxν +Aiµ(x, t)(s
i ⊗ dxµ + dxµ ⊗ si) + hij(x, t)s

i ⊗ sj ,

where gµν are symmetric, h11+h22 = 0 and all coefficients are functions on spacetime
M . Here i, j ∈ {1,2}.

Proof. For M2(C), we use the Pauli basis σa for a = 0,1,2,3 with σ0 ∶= id. Then a
priori, the most possible general quantum metric is

g = gaµν(x, t)σadxµ ⊗ dxν +Aaµi(x, t)σ
adxµ ⊗ si +Aaiµ(x, t)σ

asi ⊗ dxµ + haij(x, t)σ
asi ⊗ sj

where gaµν ,Aaµi(x, t),Aaiµ(x, t), haij ∈ C∞(M). Because the quantum metric has
to be central, one needs for all a ∈ A,

[g, a] = [gaµν(x, t)σa, a]dxµ ⊗ dxν + [Aaµi(x, t)σa, a]dxµ ⊗ si
+ [Aaiµ(x, t)σa, a]si ⊗ dxµ + [haij(x, t)σa, a]si ⊗ sj = 0

which means

gaµν(x, t)σa = gµν(x, t), Aaµi(x, t)σa = Aµi(x, t),
Aaiµ(x, t)σa = Aiµ(x, t), haij(x, t)σa = hij(x, t),

for gµν ,Aµi(x, t),Aiµ(x, t), hij ∈ C∞(M), i.e. only multiples of 1 ∈ M2(C) as the
centre of this algebra.

Now we impose the quantum symmetry condition for the quantum metric in the
form ∧(g) = 0,
∧ (g) = gµν(x, t)dxµ ∧ dxν +Aµi(x, t)dxµ ∧ si +Aiµ(x, t)si ∧ dxµ + hij(x, t)si ∧ sj
= gµν(x, t)dxµ ∧ dxν +Aµi(x, t)dxµ ∧ si +Aiµ(x, t)si ∧ dxµ + [h11(x, t) + h22(x, t)]ıVol
= gµν(x, t)dxµ ∧ dxν + (Aiµ(x, t) −Aµi(x, t))si ∧ dxµ + [h11(x, t) + h22(x, t)]ıVol
= 0
which implies the stated conditions on Aµi and hij . �
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In particular, we can consider gµν as a classical (pseudo) Riemannian metric on
M . Strictly speaking it does not need to be invertible but only the larger matrix
corresponding to g, but it is convenient to assume that g is separately invertible
as part of the generic solution. From now on, we assume for simplicity that if σ
exists, it obeys the following ‘flip assumption’:

σ(dxµ ⊗ si) = si ⊗ dxµ. (3.1)

This says that we are not too far from the classical case where σ is always just a
flip map, and was similarly assumed in order to simplify the analysis in [4].

Proposition 3.2. Under the assumption (3.1), if ∇ is a torsion free bimodule
connection then it has the form

∇dxµ = −Γµ
αβ

dxα ⊗ dxβ +Bµ
iα(dxα ⊗ si + si ⊗ dxα) +Cµ

ijs
i ⊗ sj ,

∇sk =Dk
αβdx

α ⊗ dxβ +Ek
iα(dxα ⊗ si + si ⊗ dxα) + γkijsi ⊗ sj

where Γµ
αβ
,Dk

αβ are symmetric for the subscripts, Γµ
αβ
,B

µ
iα,C

µ
ij ∈ C∞(M), Dk

αβ ,E
k
iα, γ

k
ij ∈

C∞(M)⊗M2(C) but do not have the σ3 component, and

C
µ
11 +C

µ
22 = 0, γk11 + γ

k
22 = ıσk.

Here i, j, k ∈ {1,2}.
Proof. A priori, the most general form of connection is

∇dxµ = −Γµ
αβdx

α ⊗ dxβ +Aµ
αidx

α ⊗ si +Bµ
iαs

i ⊗ dxα +Cµ
ijs

i ⊗ sj ,

∇sk =Dk
αβdx

α ⊗ dxβ +Ek
iαdx

α ⊗ si +F k
αis

i ⊗ dxα + γkijs
i ⊗ sj .

Requiring the torsion free condition ∧∇− d = 0, we get

Γµ
αβ
= Γµ

βα
, A

µ
αi = Bµ

iα, C
µ
11 +C

µ
22 = 0,

Dk
αβ =Dk

βα, Ek
iα = F k

αi, γk11 + γ
k
22 = ıσk,

so a torsion free connection has the form stated.

From ∇(eαa) = ∇(aeα) for ei denoting either dxµ or si, we also deduce σ(eα⊗da) =[a,∇eα] + da⊗ eα which in particular means

σ(eα ⊗ dxµ) = [xµ,∇eα] + dxµ ⊗ eα = dxµ ⊗ eα
so that σ(eα ⊗ dxµ) is flip, and

σ(eα ⊗ sj) = σ(eα ⊗ (−1)jσ3dσj̄) = (−1)jσ3σ(eα ⊗ dσj̄)
= (−1)jσ3([σj̄ ,∇eα] + dσj̄ ⊗ eα)
= (−1)jσ3[σj̄ ,∇eα] + sj ⊗ eα.

(3.2)

Here, we use sj = (−1)jσ3dσj̄ in the first step. Therefore according to (3.2), as-
sumption (3.1) gives [σj ,∇dxµ] = 0
for j = 1,2. It then follows that

[σ3,∇dxµ] = −ı[σ1σ2,∇dxµ] = 0
and hence Γµ

αβ
,B

µ
iα,C

µ
ij are in the centre of M2(C). One can also find that

[σ3,∇eα] = [−ıσ1σ2,∇eα] = −ıσ1[σ2,∇eα] − ı[σ1,∇eα]σ2
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= ıσ1σ3(σ(eα ⊗ s1) − s1 ⊗ eα) − ıσ3(σ(eα ⊗ s2) − s2 ⊗ eα)σ2

= σ2(σ(eα ⊗ s1) − s1 ⊗ eα) + σ1(σ(eα ⊗ s2) − s2 ⊗ eα)
under assumption (3.1).

Next, because our connection is assumed to be a bimodule connection, σ is required
to be a bimodule map so that aσ(eα⊗eβ) = σ(aeα⊗eβ) = σ(eα⊗eβa) = σ(eα⊗eβ)a
for any a ∈ A. In particular, for σ(si ⊗ sj) from (3.2), this gives

[a,σ3[σj ,∇sk]] = 0
or

[a,σ3[σm,Dk
αβ]] = 0, [a,σ3[σm,Ek

iα]] = 0, [a,σ3[σm, γkij]] = 0 (3.3)

where m = 1,2. We can rewrite Dk
αβ = Dk

αβnσ
n,Ek

iα = Ek
iαnσ

n, γkij = γkijnσn for

Dk
αβn,E

k
iαn, γ

k
ijn ∈ C∞(M), σn ∈ M2(C), n = 0,1,2,3. Then the last equation in

(3.3) gives

γkijn[a,σ3[σm, σn]] = 0
When m = 1, we deduce

γkij1[a,σ3[σ1, σ1]] + γkij2[a,σ3[σ1, σ2]] + γkij3[a,σ3[σ1, σ3]] = 0
or

γkij3[a,σ1] = 0.
For this to hold for all a ∈ A, we need γkij3 = 0. When m = 2, it also gives that

γkij3 = 0. Similarly, the first and second equations in (3.3) give Dk
αβ3 = 0 and

Ek
iα3 = 0. �

We still need to show that we can actually obtain a bimodule connection in this
way:

Lemma 3.3. Every ∇ of the form in Proposition 3.2 indeed is a bimodule connec-
tion with σ the flip on the basis involving dxµ and

σ(si ⊗ sj) = sj ⊗ si + 2ı(Di
αβjdx

α ⊗ dxβ +Ei
kαj(dxα ⊗ sk + sk ⊗ dxα) + γikljsk ⊗ sl]),

(3.4)

where i, j, k, l ∈ {1,2} and Di
αβj ,E

i
kαj , γ

i
klj ∈ C∞(M).

Proof. Following our assumptions, let σ be the flip on the basis if one of elements
is dxµ and let

σ(si ⊗ sj)
=sj ⊗ si + (−1)jσ3[σj̄ ,Di

αβfσ
fdxα ⊗ dxβ +Ei

kαfσ
f(dxα ⊗ sk + sk ⊗ dxα) + γiklfσfsk ⊗ sl]

=sj ⊗ si + 2ı[Di
αβjdx

α ⊗ dxβ +Ei
kαj(dxα ⊗ sk + sk ⊗ dxα) + γikljsk ⊗ sl]

=σij
αβe

α ⊗ eβ

for some D,E,γ as above and here f = 0,1,2. And one should also notice that
in the third line j ∈ {1,2}. This shows that σij

αβ is in the centre of M2(C).
Now, if σij

αβ is in the centre of M2(C) and the rest of σ is the flip map under
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our assumptions then one can see that σ is a bimodule map when extended to
σ(aeα ⊗ eβb) = aσ(eα ⊗ eβ)b. Here
σ(eαa⊗ eβ) = σ(aeα ⊗ eβ) = aσ(eα ⊗ eβ) = σ(eα ⊗ eβ)a = σ(eα ⊗ eβa) = σ(eα ⊗ aeβ)
so this gives a well-defined map on Ω1⊗AΩ1. Hence ∇ in the proposition is indeed
a bimodule connection. �

Proposition 3.2 is therefore the most general form of torsion free bimodule connec-
tion on the product under our assumption (3.1). We now analyse which of these are
QLC’s for the quantum metric in Lemma 3.1. We already saw that gαβ and Γρ

αβ
are

symmetric in their lower indices and consider this part of the data as respectively
as a classical metric and a torsion free connection, which we denote ∇µ, onM . The
following lemma then reduces everything to tensor calculus onM and internal latin
indices i, j, k, l,m, p, q etc., relating to M2(C).
Lemma 3.4. We assume (3.1), a quantum metric as in Lemma 3.1 with h11+h22 =
0, and a torsion free bimodule connection ∇ as in Proposition 3.2 with and

γk11 + γ
k
22 = ıσk, C

µ
11 +C

µ
22 = 0

as before. Then ∇ is a QLC if and only if

AmαAnβAiνh
mj(hilγnjlk + hnlγijlk + 2ıhplγnjlqγipqk) = 0,

AmαAnβh
ml(γnlik + hjihjpγnlpk + 2ıhsrhsjγnlrpγjpik) = 0,

AmαAnβ(hmiγnipk + ıh
iqγnqpjγ

m
ijk) = 0,

AiαAjβ(hinγjnlk − hjnγinlk) = 0,
Amα(γmijk + hnjhnlγmlik + 2ıhlphlnγmpiqγnqjk) = 0,
Amα(γmijk + γmjik + 2ıγpijqγmpqk) = 0,
hjiγ

j
mnk
+ hnjγ

j
mik
+ 2ıhpjγ

p
mnqγ

j
qik
= 0

and the differential conditions

∇αgβν + 2ıApαAqβh
ikhplγ

q
lkj
(gνµCµ

ij +Amνγ
m
ij0 − ∂νhij)

+Apνh
pi(gαµBµ

iβ
+Aqαh

qn(gβµCµ
ni +Amβγ

m
ni0 − ∂βhni −AnµB

µ
iβ
) −∇αAiβ)

+Apβh
pi(gαµBµ

iν +Aqαh
qn(gνµCµ

ni +Amνγ
m
ni0 − ∂νhni −AnµB

µ
iν) −∇αAiν) = 0,

(3.5)

∇βAiα − ∇αAiβ + 2ıApαh
klγ

p
lij
(gβµCµ

kj
+Amβγ

m
kj0 − ∂νhkj)

+ 2(gαµBµ
iβ
+Aqαh

qn(gβµCµ
ni +Amβγ

m
ni0 − ∂βhni −AnµB

µ
iβ
)) = 0, (3.6)

2ıApαAqβh
knhplγ

q
lnm
(AkµC

µ
mi + hkjγ

j
mi0) − 2ıApαh

klγ
p
lij
(gβµCµ

kj
+Amβγ

m
kj0 − ∂νhkj)

+ (hji − hij)hjk(gαµBµ
kβ
+Aqαh

qn(gβµCµ
nk
+Amβγ

m
nk0 − ∂βhnk −AnµB

µ
kβ
) −∇αAkβ) = 0,

(3.7)

gµαC
µ
ij +Amαγ

m
ij0 +AjµB

µ
iα + 2ıApαh

klγ
p
lim
(AkµC

µ
mj + hknγ

n
mj0)

+ hnjh
nk(gαµCµ

ki +Amαγ
m
ki0 − ∂αhki −AkµB

µ
iα) = 0, (3.8)
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− ∂αhji + gµα(Cµ
ij +C

µ
ji) +Amα(γmij0 + γmji0) + 2ıγpijq(gαµCµ

pq +Amαγ
m
pq0 − ∂αhpq) = 0,

(3.9)

AiµC
µ
mn + hjiγ

j
mn0 +AnµC

µ
mi + hnjγ

j
mi0 + 2ıγ

p
mnq(ApµC

µ
qi + hpjγ

j
qi0) = 0, (3.10)

∇βAiα −∇αAiβ + gαµB
µ
iβ − gβµB

µ
iα +Aqαh

qn(gβµCµ
ni +Amβγ

m
ni0 − ∂βhni −AnµB

µ
iβ)

−Aqβh
qn(gαµCµ

ni +Amαγ
m
ni0 − ∂αhni −AnµB

µ
iα) = 0. (3.11)

The remaining fields in ∇ are determined in terms of the above by

Dn
αβk = AiαAjβh

nlhimγ
j
mlk

, (3.12)

En
jαk = Amαh

niγmijk, (3.13)

En
jα0 = hni(gαµCµ

ij +Amαγ
m
ij0 − ∂αhij −AiµB

µ
jα), (3.14)

Dn
αβ0 = hni(gαµBµ

iβ
+Amαh

mk(gβµCµ
ki
+Amβγ

m
ki0 − ∂βhki −AkµB

µ
iβ
) −∇αAiβ).

(3.15)

Proof. Substituting the form of the quantum metric into the QRG metric compat-
ibility condition in Section 2.1, the first term becomes

(∇⊗ id)g = ∇(gµνdxµ)⊗ dxν + ∇(Aiµs
i)⊗ dxµ +∇(Aiµdx

µ)⊗ si + ∇(hijsi)⊗ sj
= (dgµν ⊗ dxµ + gµν∇dx

µ)⊗ dxν + dAiµ ⊗ s
i ⊗ dxµ +Aiµ∇s

i ⊗ dxµ

+ dAiµ ⊗ dxµ ⊗ si +Aiµ∇dx
µ ⊗ si + dhij ⊗ s

i ⊗ sj + hij∇s
i ⊗ sj

while the second term becomes

(σ ⊗ id)(id⊗∇)g
= (σ ⊗ id)(gµνdxµ ⊗∇dxν +Aiµs

i ⊗∇dxµ +Aiµdx
µ ⊗∇si + hijs

i ⊗∇sj).
After substituting ∇dxµ,∇si from Proposition 3.2 and σ from Lemma 3.3, we find
metric compatibility as the 8 equations

dxα ⊗ dxβ ⊗ dxν ∶ ∂αgβν − gµνΓ
µ
αβ
− gβµΓ

µ
αν +AiνD

i
αβ +AiβD

i
αν + 2ıD

i
αβj(AiµB

µ
jν + himE

m
jν) = 0,

dxα ⊗ si ⊗ dxβ ∶ ∂αAiβ + gµβB
µ
iα +AjβE

j
iα + hijD

j
αβ
−AiµΓ

µ
αβ
+ 2ıEk

iαj(AkµB
µ
jβ
+ hkmE

m
jβ) = 0,

dxα ⊗ dxβ ⊗ si ∶ ∂αAiβ + gµβB
µ
iα +AjβE

j
iα + hjiD

j
αβ
−AiµΓ

µ
αβ
+ 2ıDk

αβm(AkµC
µ
mi + hkjγ

j
mi) = 0,

dxα ⊗ si ⊗ sj ∶ ∂αhij +AjµB
µ
iα + hmjE

m
iα +AiµB

µ
jα + himE

m
jα + 2ıE

k
iαm(AkµC

µ
mj + hknγ

n
mj) = 0,

si ⊗ dxα ⊗ dxβ ∶ gµβB
µ
iα +AjβE

j
iα + gαµB

µ
iβ
+AjαE

j
iβ
+ 2ıEk

iαj(AkµB
µ
jβ
+ hkmE

m
jβ) = 0,

si ⊗ dxα ⊗ sj ∶ gµαC
µ
ij +Amαγ

m
ij +AjµB

µ
iα + hmjE

m
iα + 2ıE

k
iαm(AkµC

µ
mj + hknγ

n
mj) = 0,

si ⊗ sj ⊗ dxα ∶ gµαC
µ
ij +Amαγ

m
ij +AjµB

µ
iα + hjmE

m
iα + 2ıγ

p
ijq(ApµB

µ
qα + hpmE

m
qα) = 0,

sm ⊗ sn ⊗ si ∶ AiµC
µ
mn + hjiγ

j
mn +AnµC

µ
mi + hnjγ

j
mi + 2ıγ

p
mnq(ApµC

µ
qi + hpjγ

j
qi) = 0,

where k,n,m, p, q ∈ {1,2} and all the repeated labels are summed. Taking the
second equation minus the fifth equation, and the fourth equation minus the sixth
equation, we obtain

∂αAiβ + hijD
j
αβ
−AiµΓ

µ
αβ
− gαµB

µ
iβ
−AjαE

j
iβ
= 0, (3.16)

∂αhij +AiµB
µ
jα + himE

m
jα − gαµC

µ
ij −Amαγ

m
ij = 0. (3.17)
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Hence we can replace the second and fourth equations by (3.16), (3.17). Now we can
see that the σ1, σ2 components of (3.16) reduce to (3.12), while σ1, σ2 components of
(3.17) reduce to (3.13). Considering σ1, σ2 components of the remaining equations,
we deduce

AiνD
i
αβk +AiβD

i
ανk + 2ıD

i
αβjhimE

m
jνk = 0,

AjβE
j
iαk
+ hjiD

j
αβk
+ 2ıDn

αβmhnjγ
j
mik
= 0,

AjβE
j
iαk
+AjαE

j
iβk
+ 2ıEn

iαjhnmE
m
jβk = 0,

Amαγ
m
ijk + hmjE

m
iαk + 2ıE

l
iαmhlnγ

n
mjk = 0,

Amαγ
m
ijk + hjmE

m
iαk + 2ıγ

p
ijqhpmE

m
qαk = 0,

hjiγ
j
mnk
+ hnjγ

j
mik
+ 2ıγpmnqhpjγ

j
qik
= 0.

Substituting (3.12)(3.13) into above six equations and considering the symmetry
condition Dk

αβi =Dk
βαi, these equations reduce to the group of 7 conditions on A,γ

in the statement.

Now we analyse the σ0 component of the eight equations by substituting (3.12)(3.13).
These become

∂αgβν − gµνΓ
µ
αβ
− gβµΓ

µ
αν +AiνD

i
αβ0 +AiβD

i
αν0 + 2ıApαAqβh

ikhplγ
q
lkj
(AiµB

µ
jν + himE

m
jν0) = 0,

∂αAiβ + hijD
j
αβ0
−AiµΓ

µ
αβ
− gαµB

µ
iβ
−AjαE

j
iβ0
= 0,

∂αAiβ + gµβB
µ
iα +AjβE

j
iα0 + hjiD

j
αβ0
−AiµΓ

µ
αβ
+ 2ıApαAqβh

knhplγ
q
lnm
(AkµC

µ
mi + hkjγ

j
mi0) = 0,

∂αhij +AiµB
µ
jα + himE

m
jα0 − gαµC

µ
ij −Amαγ

m
ij0 = 0,

gµβB
µ
iα +AjβE

j
iα0 + gαµB

µ
iβ
+AjαE

j
iβ0
+ 2ıApαh

klγ
p
lij
(AkµB

µ
jβ
+ hkmE

m
jβ0) = 0,

gµαC
µ
ij +Amαγ

m
ij0 +AjµB

µ
iα + hmjE

m
iα0 + 2ıApαh

klγ
p
lim
(AkµC

µ
mj + hknγ

n
mj0) = 0,

gµαC
µ
ij +Amαγ

m
ij0 +AjµB

µ
iα + hjmE

m
iα0 + 2ıγ

p
ijq(ApµB

µ
qα + hpmE

m
qα0) = 0,

AiµC
µ
mn + hjiγ

j
mn0 +AnµC

µ
mi + hnjγ

j
mi0 + 2ıγ

p
mnq(ApµC

µ
qi + hpjγ

j
qi0) = 0.

From the fourth equation, we obtain (3.14). Substituting (3.14) into the second
equation, we get (3.15).

Then remaining six equations reduce to (3.5),(3.6),(3.8)-(3.10) and

∇αAiβ +∇βAiα + 2ıApαAqβh
knhplγ

q
lnm
(AkµC

µ
mi + hkjγ

j
mi0)

+ (hij + hji)hjk(gαµBµ
kβ
+Aqαh

qn(gβµCµ
nk
+Amβγ

m
nk0 − ∂βhnk −AnµB

µ
kβ
) −∇αAkβ) = 0.

Taking the above equation minus (3.6), we get (3.7). Furthermore, substituting
Dk

αβ0 =Dk
βα0 into (3.15), we get condition (3.11). �

We also require reality conditions on quantum metric and our bimodule connection.

Lemma 3.5. (1) Reality of the quantum metric g in Lemma 3.1 requires

g∗µν = gµν , A∗iα = Aiα, h∗ij = hji.
(2) The QLC in Lemma 3.4 is ∗-preserving if and only if

Im(Γµ
αβ
) = −Cµ∗

kn
AiαAjβh

nlhimγ
j
mlk

, Im(Bµ
iα) = Cµ∗

kn
Amαh

njγmjik,

Im(Cµ
ij) = Cµ∗

lm
γmijl, Im(γkij0) = γk∗lm0γ

m
ijl, Im(γkijq) = γk∗lmqγ

m
ijl,
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Amα(Im(hkjγmjiq) − γk∗ljqhjnγmnil) = 0,
AiαAjβ(Im(hklhimγjmlq) − γk∗pnqhnlhimγjmlp) = 0,
− Im(hki∇αAiβ) + gαµIm(hkiBµ

iβ
) +AmαgβµIm(hkihmnC

µ
ni) +AmαAlβIm(hkihmnγlni0)

−AmαIm(hkihmn∂βhni) −AmαAnµIm(hkihmnB
µ
iβ
) = γk∗ij0ApαAnβh

jlhpmγnmli,

gαµIm(hkjCµ
ji) +AmαIm(hkjγmji0) − Im(hkj∂αhji) −AjµIm(hkjBµ

iα) = γk∗lj0Amαh
jnγmnil.

Proof. For g
† = g, this is immediate given that dxµ are classical and si are self-

adjoint. For the QLC to be ∗-preserving, we need ∇ ○ ∗ = σ ○ † ○ ∇, which applied
on the basis gives the conditions

Γµ
αβ
= Γµ∗

αβ
− 2ıCµ∗

ij D
j
αβi

, B
µ
iα = Bµ∗

iα + 2ıC
µ∗
kj
E

j
iαk
, C

µ
ij = Cµ∗

ij + 2ıC
µ∗
lm
γmijl,

Dk
αβ0 =Dk∗

αβ0 + 2ıγ
k∗
ij0D

j
αβi

, Ek
iα0 = Ek∗

iα0 + 2ıγ
k∗
lj0E

j
iαl
, γkij0 = γk∗ij0 + 2ıγk∗lm0γ

m
ijl,

Dk
αβq =Dk∗

αβq + 2ıγ
k∗
ijqD

j
αβi

, Ek
iαq = Ek∗

iαq + 2ıγ
k∗
ljqE

j
iαl
, γkijq = γk∗ijq + 2ıγk∗lmqγ

m
ijl.

As before, i, j, k, l,m ∈ {1,2}. We now substitute D,E in terms of A,B,C, then the
above conditions amount to the ones stated. �

Proposition 3.6. Let hij(x, t)si ⊗ sj = h(x, t)(s1 ⊗ s1 − s2 ⊗ s2) and let γ be the
3-parameter QLC on M2(C) in Section 2.2.

(a) Solutions for a QRG in Lemma 3.4 can be classified into two cases:

(i) A1µ = A2µ = 0 with general possibilities for u, v, ρ.

(ii) (v + ρ − 1)A1µ = ı(v − ρ − 1)A2µ with (u − 1)(v − 1) = −ρ2.
We proceed with the simplest case of (ii) where

u = 1 + ρ, v = 1 − ρ, ρ ≠ 0, A2 = 0
(there is a similar solution with A1 = 0 and u = 1 − ρ, v = 1 + ρ). We also assume
that Aµ ∶= A1µ is generic and that g̃µν ∶= gµν − 1

h
AµAν is invertible.

Then all the other fields in the solution can be determined and the reality condition
in Lemma 3.5 solved as follows:

(b) Γ is not necessarily the usual LC for usual gµν but characterised by solving

∇µgρν = 1

2h
(Aν∇(ρAµ) +Aρ∇(νAµ)).

(c) h is a real constant and Γ is real.

(d) The remaining parameter ρ(x, t) for the QLC on M2(C) is imaginary but al-

lowed to vary over spacetime. In this case ∆M2
= 0 and SM2

= 2ρ2

h
for the finite

QRG.

Proof. We first consider the conditions in Lemma 3.4. The fifth equation of the
group of 7 conditions on A,γ give us the two possible forms of the solution stated
in (a). One can check that above these also then satisfy the other conditions in this
group.
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From now we only consider the A1µ ≠ 0,A2µ = 0 case as stated where v = 1 − ρ,u =
1 + ρ, ρ ≠ 0 and we define Aµ ∶= A1µ. We assume this does not identically vanish
otherwise we are back in case (i). Then in Lemma 3.4, (3.10) reduces to

Cij = 0.
And (3.9) reduces to

∂αh(x, t) = 0,
so h is a constant. The remaining conditions in Lemma 3.4 reduce to the equation
in the statement part (b) and

Bµ
ν = 1

2
g̃µα∇[αAν], Dαβ = ı

h2
AαAβ , Dαβ0 = − 1

2h
∇(αAβ), (3.18)

Eα = ı
h
Aα, Eα0 = − 1

h
AβB

β
α, (3.19)

where we write

Bµ
ν = Bµ

1 ν , Dαβ =D1
αβ1, Dαβ0 =D1

αβ0, Eα = E1
1α1, Eα0 = E1

1α0

with zero for the remaining fields (i.e. involving 2 for the latin indices). The
non-trivial conditions in Lemma 3.5 are

h∗ = h, A∗α = Aα, (gαβ)∗ = gαβ, (Γµ
αβ)∗ = Γµ

αβ ,

in line with our interpretation that gαβ is a usual real metric on M and Γ can be
viewed as real Christoffel symbols (but not necessarily those of Levi-Civita connec-
tion for g). �

This describes the simplest solution for the QRG on the product where not both
Ai are zero. There are more general solutions of type (ii), for example

A1 = ±A2, u = v = 0, ρ = ∓ı (3.20)

with all the other fields determined, Γ the Levi-Civita connection of g and g̃ = g,
but the scalar field action and our other results below do not have a clear physical
interpretation in this case. We also saw in the proof that if A1 = A2 = 0 then there
are more possibilities for γ and defer this case to Section 4. Finally, if g̃µν in the
case that we looked at is not invertible there are again more possibilities for Bµ

ν

and of some of the other fields.

Sticking for the rest of the section with our simplest solution with A2 = 0 and
A ∶= A1 in Proposition 3.6, the only thing we still have to solve for a QRG on the
product is to find Γ so that the condition in part (b) holds. Also note that h(x, t) in
Proposition 3.6 is forced to be a nonzero real constant h. It represents the physical
scale of the QRG of M2(C).
We first calculate the inverse ( , ) of the quantum metric g, which has the general
form

g̃µν = (dxµ,dxν), Ãµi = (dxµ, si), Ãiµ = (si,dxµ), h̃ij = (si, sj) (3.21)

but we will show that g̃µν is indeed the inverse of g̃µν as the notation implies. Using
the definition of the inverse quantum metric in Section 2.1, we find that the above
coefficients are required to obey

AiµÃ
αi + gµν g̃

αν = δαµ , AiµÃ
iα + gµν g̃

να = δαµ , AiµÃ
kµ + hjih̃

kj = δki , AiµÃ
µk + hij h̃

jk = δki ,
Aiµg̃

αµ + hjiÃ
αj = 0, Aiµg̃

µα + hijÃ
jα = 0, Aiµh̃

ki + gµνÃ
kν = 0, Aiµh̃

ik + gµνÃ
νk = 0,
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which can be reduced in our case to

g̃µν = gµν + g
µαgνβAαAβ

h − gρσAρAσ

, Ãµ ∶= − 1
h
g̃µνAν = − gµνAν

h − gµνAµAν

, (3.22)

h̃11 = 1

h − gµνAµAν

, h̃22 = − 1
h
, Ãα2 = Ã2α = h̃12 = h̃21 = 0, (3.23)

where we denote Ãµ = Ã1µ. The first of these is equivalent to g̃µν being the inverse
of g̃µν = gµν − 1

h
AµAν as in Proposition 3.6.

We also define ∇̃dxµ = −Γ̃µ
αβ

dxα⊗dxβ for the Levi-Civita connection and Christoffel

symbols for g̃µν regarded as a second metric on the classical manifold.

Theorem 3.7. Generic solutions of the equation in Proposition 3.6(b) and hence
of QRGs on the product are provided by Aµ any 1-form and

Γσ
µν = Γ̃σ

µν +
1

2h
g̃σρ(AµFνρ +AνFµρ)

where g̃ is defined as in (3.22), Γ̃ is its classical Levi-Civita connection and Fµν =
∂µAν − ∂νAµ. Moreover,

Γσ
µν = Λσ

µν −
1

2h
gσρAρ∇(µAν) (3.24)

in terms of Levi-Civita connection Λ for our original metric g.

Proof. Using the classical formula for Λ, we first show that Λ can be written as

Λσ
µν = 1

2
gσρ (gρµ,ν + gνρ,µ − gµν,ρ) (3.25)

= 1

2
gσρ (∇νgρµ +∇µgνρ − ∇ρgµν + 2Γ

λ
µνgλρ)

= Γσ
µν +

1

2
gσρ (∇νgρµ +∇µgνρ −∇ρgµν) (3.26)

where ∇µ is defined by Γ in our coordinates. Then we compute

Γ̃σ
µν = 1

2
g̃σρ(g̃ρµ,ν + g̃νρ,µ − g̃µν,ρ)

= 1

2
(gσρ + gσαgρβAαAβ

h − gλγAλAγ

)(gρµ,ν + gνρ,µ − gµν,ρ − 1

h
(∂[νAρ]Aµ + ∂(νAµ)Aρ + ∂[µAρ]Aν))

= Λσ
µν +

gσαΛβ
µνAαAβ

h − gλγAλAγ

−
1

2h
g̃σρ (∇[νAρ]Aµ +∇(νAµ)Aρ + Γ

λ
(νµ)AλAρ + ∇[µAρ]Aν)

= Γσ
µν +

1

2
gσρ (∇νgρµ +∇µgνρ −∇ρgµν) + gσαΓβ

µνAαAβ

h − gλγAλAγ

+
1

2
gβρ (∇νgρµ + ∇µgνρ −∇ρgµν) gσαAαAβ

h − gλγAλAγ

−
1

2h
g̃σρ (∇[νAρ]Aµ +∇(νAµ)Aρ + Γ

λ
(νµ)AλAρ +∇[µAρ]Aν)

= Γσ
µν +

1

2
g̃σρ (∇νgρµ +∇µgνρ −∇ρgµν) + (− 1

2h
g̃σρΓλ

(νµ)AλAρ +
gσαΓβ

µνAαAβ

h − gλγAλAγ

)
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−
1

2h
g̃σρ (∇[νAρ]Aµ +∇(νAµ)Aρ +∇[µAρ]Aν)

= Γσ
µν +

1

2
g̃σρ (∇νgρµ +∇µgνρ −∇ρgµν) − 1

2h
g̃σρ (∇[νAρ]Aµ +∇(νAµ)Aρ +∇[µAρ]Aν)

where we use the classical formula for Γ̃ in first step, formula (3.22) for g̃ in second
step, (3.25) in the third step, (3.26) in fourth step. The expression in the big
brackets after the fifth step vanishes after substituting g̃ in terms of g.

Next, we define Γ in terms of Γ̃ as stated in the theorem and inserting into the
above calculation, we find

∇νgρµ +∇µgνρ −∇ρgµν = 1

h
Aρ∇(νAµ). (3.27)

By adding the above equation and the same equation where ρ,µ are swapped,
we obtain the equation in Proposition 3.6(b). Finally, (3.24) can be obtained by
substituting (3.27) into (3.26). �

This theorem is our main result and tells us that we can solve for the QRG on
the product for any initial classical metric g on M , the given QRG on M2(C) with
constant scale factor h, and any generic 1-form Aµ on M . We now turn to the
physical interpretation.

Lemma 3.8. For g̃ defined by Aµ as above, we have:

(1) g̃αβ∇̃αAβ = g̃αβ∇αAβ;

(2) Let ∣∣A∣∣2 ∶= g̃αβAαAβ then gαβAαAβ = h∣∣A∣∣2

h+∣∣A∣∣2
;

(3) If Aµ is Killing with respect to ∇̃ then g̃αβAαFβµ = −∂µ∣∣A∣∣2.
Proof. For (1), we show that

g̃αβ∇̃αAβ = g̃αβ(∂αAβ − Γ̃
µ
αβ
Aµ)

= g̃αβ (∂αAβ − Γ
µ
αβAµ +

1

2h
g̃µν(AβFαν +AαFβν)Aµ)

= g̃αβ(∂αAβ − Γ
µ
αβ
Aµ)

= g̃αβ∇αAβ .

For (2), we deduce

∣∣A∣∣2 = g̃αβAαAβ = (gαβ + gαµgβνAµAν

h − gρσAρAσ

)AαAβ = gαβAαAβ +
(gαµAαAµ)(gβνAβAν)

h − gρσAρAσ

= hgαβAαAβ

h − gρσAρAσ

from which gαβAαAβ can be written as stated. For (3),

∂µ∣∣A∣∣2 = 2g̃αβAα∇̃µAβ = g̃αβAα∇̃(µAβ) − g̃
αβAαFβµ

from which the statement follows. �
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We also note that the classical Laplacian for a real scalar field with respect to our
second metric can be computed as

∆̃LB = g̃αβ(∂α∂β − Γ̃µ
αβ
∂µ) = g̃αβ(∂α∂β − (Γµ

αβ
−
1

h
g̃µνAβFαν)∂µ)

in view of Theorem 3.7.

Now working in the background of the solution in Theorem 3.7, we work out the
quantum geometric Laplacian ∆ on a scalar field f = ∑fa(x, t)σa (where a =
0,1,2,3) and write down the associated action.

Proposition 3.9. The action for a massless real scalar field f on the product with
f2, f3 viewed as a single complex scalar field ψ = f2 − ıf3 is

Sf = −∫
M

√
−g̃∏dxµ

⎛
⎝ ∑a=0,1(∇̃µfa)∇̃µfa + (∇̃µAψ)∇̃µ

A
ψ
⎞
⎠

where

∇̃µA ∶= ∇̃µ − ı
Aµ

h
.

Proof. We start by computing the QRG Laplacian for the real scalar field f in
terms of its components,

∆f = ( , )∇d(faσa)
=((∂α∂βfa − (Γµ

αβ
−
2

h
g̃µνAβ∇αAν)∂µfa)σa −

1

h2
AαAβ(f2σ2 + f3σ

3)
−
2

h
Aβ((∂αf3)σ2 − (∂αf2)σ3))g̃αβ − 1

h
(f3σ2 − f2σ

3)g̃αβ∇̃αAβ

=∆̃LBf −
1

h2
g̃αβAαAβ(f2σ2 + f3σ

3) − 2

h
g̃αβAβ (σ2∂αf3 − σ

3∂αf2) − 1

h
(f3σ2 − f2σ

3)g̃αβ∇̃αAβ

where ∆̃LB acts on each component fa when f is regarded as a multiplet on space-
time.

Next, the action for the massless real scalar field on the tensor product spacetime
is given by integration of f∆f = ∑a,b fa(∆f)bσaσb over M and over M2(C) where,
by the latter, we mean the normalised trace 1

2
Tr as a positive linear functional

M2(C) → C. In terms of the fields fa viewed as a multiplet on M , this becomes

Sf = ∫
M

√
−g̃∏dxµ∑

j

fa(∆f)a
= ∫

M

√
−g̃∏dxµ (∑

a

fa∆̃LBfa −
1

h2
g̃αβAαAβ(f2f2 + f3f3) − 2

h
g̃αβAβ(f2∂αf3 − f3∂αf2)) .

Finally, we change variables to ψ as stated to give

Sf = ∫
M

√
−g̃∏dxµ

⎛
⎝ ∑a=0,1 fa∆̃LBfa +

1

2
(ψ̄∆̃LB,Aψ + h.c.)⎞⎠

for ∆̃LB,A = g̃µν∇̃µA∇̃νA, which we then write as stated. �

This exhibits a real massless scalar field f on the total space as a multiplet of
massless fields on M where f0, f1 have zero charge and f2, f3 combine to a charged
scalar field with Aµ entering like a gauge field.
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Theorem 3.10. For our Aµ solutions,

S = S̃M +
2ρ2

h
+

1

8h
∣∣F ∣∣2 + 1

8h2
∣∣A.F ∣∣2,

where A.Fµ = g̃αβAαFβµ, ∣∣ ∣∣2 likewise contracts with g̃, F = dA as in Lemma 3.8

and S̃M is the Ricci scalar of g̃ in our conventions.

Proof. From the general form of ∇ and the some of the properties of the fields
B,D,E,Γ in the proof of Proposition 3.6, we find

R∇dx
µ = (−∂νΓµ

αβ
− Γµ

νρΓ
ρ
αβ
−Bµ

νD
1
αβ)dxν ∧ dxα ⊗ dxβ

+ (∂αBµ
β + Γ

µ
αρB

ρ
β −B

µ
αE

1
1β)dxα ∧ dxβ ⊗ s1

+ (∂αBµ
β
+ Γµ

αρB
ρ
β
−Bµ

ρΓ
ρ
αβ
−Bµ

αE
1
1β)dxα ∧ s1 ⊗ dxβ

+ (Bµ
ρB

ρ
α − ıB

µ
ασ

1)dxα ∧ s1 ⊗ s1 − (ıBµ
ρB

ρ
α +B

µ
ασ

1)Vol⊗ dxα,

R∇s
1 = (∂νD1

αβ +D
1
νρΓ

ρ
αβ −E

1
1νD

1
αβ)dxν ∧ dxα ⊗ dxβ

+ (∂αE1
1β −D

1
αρB

ρ
β
−E1

1αE
1
1β)dxα ∧ dxβ ⊗ s1

+ (D1
αβǫi13σ

3 + ∂αE
1
iβ −D

1
αρB

ρ
iβ
−E1

iρΓ
ρ
αβ
−E1

1αE
1
iβ + γ

1
i11σ

1D1
αβ)dxα ∧ si ⊗ dxβ

+ (Eαǫi13σ
3 +E1

iρB
ρ
α)dxα ∧ si ⊗ s1 − ıE1

1ρB
ρ
αVol⊗ dxα,

R∇s
2 = −4ıρ2Vol⊗ s2 − 2(∂µρ)σ2dxµ ∧ s1 ⊗ s2.

This gives the Ricci tensor and Ricci scalar

Ricci = 1

2
((−∂µΓµ

αβ
− Γµ

µρΓ
ρ
αβ
+ ∂αΓ

µ
µβ
+ Γµ

αρΓ
ρ
µβ
− ∇αE

1
1β − 2ıD

1
αβσ

1

+E1
1αE

1
1β +D

1
µ(αB

µ

β)
)dxα ⊗ dxβ + (∇µB

µ
α − ıσ

1E1
1α)dxα ⊗ s1

+ (∇µB
µ
α −E

1
1ρB

ρ
α)s1 ⊗ dxα +Bµ

ρB
ρ
µs

1 ⊗ s1) − 2ρ2s2 ⊗ s2,
S = 1

2
(−∂µΓµ

αβ
+ ∂αΓ

µ
µβ
+ Γµ

αρΓ
ρ
µβ
− Γµ

µρΓ
ρ
αβ
+
1

h
∇α(AµB

µ
β
) + 1

h2
AµAνB

µ
αB

ν
β

−
2

h
Aα∇µB

µ
β −

1

h2
AνB

ν
ρB

ρ
αAβ) g̃αβ + 1

2
Bµ

ρB
ρ
µh̃

11 +
2ρ2

h
.

Next, we recognise part of S as the Ricci scalar for g̃, which using Γ̃ from Proposi-
tion 3.7, is

S̃M = 1

2
(−∂µΓ̃µ

αβ
+ ∂αΓ̃

µ
µβ
+ Γ̃µ

αρΓ̃
ρ
µβ
− Γ̃µ

µρΓ̃
ρ
αβ
)

= 1

2
(−∂µΓµ

αβ
+ ∂αΓ

µ
µβ
+ Γµ

αρΓ
ρ
µβ
− Γµ

µρΓ
ρ
αβ
+
1

h
∇α(AµB

µ
β
) − 2

h
∇µ(AαB

µ
β
)

+
1

h2
(AµAνB

µ
αB

ν
β +AαB

µ
ρAβB

ρ
µ)) g̃αβ

so that

S = S̃M +
2ρ2

h
+
1

2
(− 1

h2
AνB

ν
ρB

ρ
αAβ +

2

h
B

µ
β
∇µAα −

1

h2
AαB

µ
ρAβB

ρ
µ) g̃αβ + 1

2
Bµ

ρB
ρ
µh̃

11

= S̃M +
2ρ2

h
+
1

2
(− 2
h
−

1

h2
g̃αβAαAβ + h̃

11)Bµ
ρB

ρ
µ +

1

2h
(− 1
h
AνB

ν
ρB

ρ
αAβ +B

µ
β
∇(αAµ)) g̃αβ
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= S̃M +
2ρ2

h
−

1

2h
(Bµ

ρB
ρ
µ +

1

h
AνB

ν
ρB

ρ
αAβ g̃

αβ) .
Finally, we write Bµ

ν in terms of ∇[µAν] = Fµν according to (3.18), to give the
result for S as stated. �

The ρ here is in principle allowed to vary on spacetime, but this does not appear to
be associated to interesting dynamics so we will take it a constant (i.e. fix both the
quantum metric and connection inM2(C)), in which case this term can be dropped
as a constant from the action. The ∣∣A.F ∣∣2 term is unexpected but Lemma 3.8 says
(by way of getting some intuition) that if we make a simplifying ‘gauge fixing’ like
assumption that Aµ is a Killing form with respect to ∇̃ then this term is

∣∣A.F ∣∣2 = g̃µν∂µ(∣∣A∣∣2)∂ν(∣∣A∣∣2)
which is like a kinetic term for ∣∣A∣∣2 as a real scalar field.

4. Special case where A = 0

In this section, we impose a second simplifying condition on σ in addition to (3.1),
namely that σ(si ⊗ sj) doesn’t have any terms with dxµ. According to (3.4), this
means

Di
αβj = Ei

kαj = 0. (4.1)

With this further condition, we can solve more general hij(x, t) but with A = 0, in
contrast to the preceding section. This is the same as case (i) in Proposition 3.6.

Proposition 4.1. Assuming (4.1), a QLC of the form in Proposition 3.2 has A = 0,
Γ the usual Levi-Civita connection for gµν , γ a QLC for hij on M2(C) according
to

hjiγ
j
mn + 2ıhpjγ

p
mnqγ

j
qi + hnjγ

j
mi = 0 (4.2)

and the fields C,E required to obey

C
µ
ij = −gµαhmjE

m
iα0, (4.3)

∂αhij + hmjE
m
iα0 + himE

m
jα0 = 0, (4.4)

2ıhpmE
m
nα0γ

p
ijn + (hjm − hmj)Em

iα0 = 0. (4.5)

Here, i, j, n,m, p, q ∈ {1,2}, all the repeated labels are summed, and all fields could
depend on spacetime.

Proof. We use the analysis in Lemma 3.4 with the further assumption (4.1). Using
Ei

kαj = 0, En
jαk = Amαh

niγmijk and γm11 + γ
m
22 = iσm, we find Amαıσ

m = 0, which
requires

Amα = 0
for all m,α. Then the various conditions on A in Lemma 3.4 are satisfied automat-
ically. The conditions on B,C reduce to

∇αgβν = 0, B
µ
iα = 0, C

µ
11 +C

µ
22 = 0,

gµαC
µ
ij + hnjh

nk(gαµCµ
ki
− ∂αhki) = 0,

− ∂αhji + gµα(Cµ
ij +C

µ
ji) + 2ıγpijq(gαµCµ

pq − ∂αhpq) = 0,
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hjiγ
j
mn0 + hnjγ

j
mi0 + 2ıγ

p
mnqhpjγ

j
qi0 = 0.

Considering the last equation of above equations and the condition on γ in Lemma 3.4,
one obtains the complete condition on γ as stated in this proposition. In addition
Dn

αβ0,E
n
jα0 reduce to

Dn
αβ0 = 0, En

jα0 = hni(gαµCµ
ij − ∂αhij).

Considering above equation about En
jα0, the conditions on C can be written as the

one stated. �

The inverse of the quantum metric (, ) on the tensor product algebra, has the form

(dxµ,dxν) = gµν , (si, sj) = hij , (dxµ, si) = 0, (si,dxµ) = 0 (4.6)

where gµν , hij are the inverse of gµν , hij respectively. It follows that h11 + h22 = 0
and in fact that

hij = −hij/det(h)
in terms of h = (hij) and its determinant. We are now ready to compute the QRG
Laplacian ∆ = ( , )∇d on the tensor product, i.e. acting on any f = fa(x, t)σa ∈
C∞(M)⊗M2(C) using our extended Pauli basis with σ0 = id.
Theorem 4.2. The QRG Laplacian on f = fa(x, t)σa in the background solution
in Proposition 4.1 is

∆f =∆LBf +∆M2
f − gµαhmjE

m
iα0(∂µfa)σahij

where ∆LB is the classical Laplacian for the metric g on each component fa and

∆M2
f = hij(fiσj − ǫkcbfcσ

bγkij)
is the Laplacian on M2(C) at each x, t. Here i, j, k ∈ {1,2}, b, c ∈ {1,2,3} and
a ∈ {0,1,2,3}.
Proof. We compute

∆f = ( , )∇d(faσa) = ( , )∇((dfa)σa + fadσ
a) = ( , )∇((∂µfa)σadxµ + fa(∂iσa)si)

= ( , )(d((∂µfa)σa)⊗ dxµ + (∂µfa)σa∇dxµ + d(fa(∂iσa))⊗ si + fa(∂iσa)∇si)
= ( , )(((d(∂µfa))σa + (∂µfa)dσa)⊗ dxµ + (∂µfa)σa∇dxµ

+ ((dfa)(∂iσa) + fad(∂iσa))⊗ si + fa(∂iσa)∇si).
Substituting ∇dxµ,∇s1,∇s2, the above result becomes

∆f = (∂ν∂µfa)σagνµ + (∂ρfa)σa(−Γρ
µνg

µν +Cρ
ijh

ij) + fa(∂j∂iσa)hji + fa(∂kσa)γkijhij
= gµν(∂µ∂νfa − Γρ

µν∂ρfa)σa + (fa(∂i∂jσa + (∂kσa)γkij) +Cµ
ij(∂µfa)σa)hij

= (∆LBfa)σa + fc(∂i∂jσc + (∂kσc)γkij)hij +Cµ
ij(∂µfa)σahij

= (∆LBfa)σa + fc(∂i∂jσc + (∂kσc)γkij)hij − gµαhmjE
m
iα0(∂µfa)σahij ,

where ∆LB is the usual Laplacian on spacetime, ∂iσ
b = −ǫibcσc and i, j, k ∈ {1,2}, a ∈{0,1,2,3}, b, c ∈ {1,2,3} and ǫkbc is the Levi-Civita symbol. All the repeated labels

are summed. We see that the first term is the Laplacian for gµν applied to each
component fa. The last term is the cross term and the middle term is the Laplacian
on M2(C). Here, at each x, t (e.g. regarding f as constant on spacetime),

∆M2
f = ( , )∇((∂if)si))
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= (∂kf)( , )∇sk + ∂j∂if( , )sj ⊗ si
= (∂kf)( , )(Ek

iα0(dxα ⊗ si + si ⊗ dxα) + γkijsi ⊗ sj) + (∂i∂jf)hij
= fc(∂i∂jσc + (∂kσc)γkij)hij .

Using ∂iσ
b = −ǫibcσc and h11 = −h22,

∆M2
f = (fiσj − ǫkcbfcσ

bγkij)hij
= (γ1ij2 − γ2ij1)hijf3σ0 + (fihi1 + (ıf2γ1ij2 − f3γ2ij0 − ıf1γ2ij2)hij)σ1

+ (fihi2 + (f3γ1ij0 − ıf2γ1ij1 + ıf1γ2ij1)hij)σ2

+ (f1γ2ij0 − f2γ1ij0 − ıf3γ1ij1 − ıf3γ2ij2)hijσ3.

�

Explicitly,

∆M2
σ0 = 0,

∆M2
σ1 = (h11 − ıγ2ij2hij)σ1 + (h12 + ıγ2ij1hij)σ2 + γ2ij0h

ijσ3,

∆M2
σ2 = (h21 + ıγ1ij2hij)σ1 + (h22 − ıγ1ij1hij)σ2 − γ1ij0h

ijσ3,

∆M2
σ3 = (γ1ij2 − γ2ij1)hijσ0 − γ2ij0h

ijσ1 + γ1ij0h
ijσ2 − ı(γ1ij1 + γ2ij2)hijσ3.

so that ∆M2
as a matrix in the basis {σ0, σ1, σ2, σ3} can be written as

∆M2
=
⎛⎜⎜⎜⎝

0 0 0 0
0 h11 − ıγ2ij2h

ij h12 + ıγ2ij1h
ij γ2ij0h

ij

0 h21 + ıγ1ij2h
ij h22 − ıγ1ij1h

ij −γ1ij0h
ij

(γ1ij2 − γ2ij1)hij −γ2ij0h
ij γ1ij0h

ij −ı(γ1ij1 + γ2ij2)hij
⎞⎟⎟⎟⎠
.

These results are general. We now focus on the standard quantum metric onM2(C)
but allow the scale of this (and the parameter ρ in its QLC) to vary over spacetime.

Proposition 4.3. Let hijs
i ⊗ sj = h(x, t)(s1 ⊗ s1 − s2 ⊗ s2) be a scaling of the

standard QRG of M2(C) with its 1-parameter QLC in Section 2.2. Then

E2
1α0 = E1

2α0 = ıρ(x, t)2h(x, t)∂αh(x, t), E1
1α0 = E2

2α0 = − 1

2h(x, t)∂αh(x, t)
solve the conditions for a QLC on the product in Proposition 4.1. Moreover,

∆f(x, t) = (∆LBfa(x, t))σa −
1

h(x, t) (−f1(x, t)σ1 + f2(x, t)σ2 − gµν(∂νh(x, t)∂µfa(x, t))σa) .
If h(x, t) is constant in spacetime and we let h−1(x, t) = δm then the KG equation
operator reduces to

(∆ +m2)f = (∆LBfa)σa +m2f0 + (m2 + δm)f1(x, t)σ1 + (m2 − δm)f2(x, t)σ2 +m2f3σ
3,

which implies a splitting of the masses of the f1, f2 components of f regarded a
quadruplet of fields on M . Here a ∈ {0,1,2,3}.
Proof. In fact, we already described the 1-parameter QLC for this form of quantum
metric onM2(C) in Section 2.2 and the scale factor h(x, t) in front does not change
this. In terms of the general analysis above, the corresponding γ tensor is

γ1111 = γ1221 = γ2112 = γ2222 = γ1212 = γ2121 = −γ1122 = −γ2211 = ı2 ,
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γ1121 = γ2212 = γ1112 = γ2111 = γ1222 = γ2221 = γijk0 = 0,
γ1211 = γ2122 = −ρ(x, t), γkij0 = 0.

and results in

∆M2
=
⎛⎜⎜⎜⎝
0 0 0 0
0 h−1(x, t) 0 0
0 0 −h−1(x, t) 0
0 0 0 0

⎞⎟⎟⎟⎠
in line with Section 2.2. Here ρ is also allowed in principle to depend on spacetime
but does not enter directly into the Laplacian. Then ∆f(x, t) in Theorem 4.2
reduces as stated. �

Note that if we use the full 3-parameter connection from Section 2.2 then only ∆M2

changes, now to (2.1). This gives effective square masses m2 + δim with

δ1m = (u + v − 2)4ρh
(v − u − 2ρ),

δ2m = (u + v − 2)4ρh
(v − u + 2ρ),

δ3m = (u + v − 2)2ρh
(v − u)

for the field fi in terms of the parameters u, v, ρ, instead of the formulae above.
These are again in principle allowed to vary in spacetime, but the insteresting case
is for constant shifts in square mass. Finally, we compute the curvatures of the
tensor product quantum geometry in the 1-parameter case (the formulae for the
3-parameter case are more complicated and are omitted).

Theorem 4.4. The Ricci curvature of the QLC on the product in Proposition 4.1
is

S = SM + SM2
+
1

2
gαβ (En

mα0E
n
mβ0 − hnmh

nm(∇αE
i
iβ0 −E

i
jα0E

j
iβ0
)) ,

where SM is the classical Ricci scalar for gµν in our conventions and

SM2
= −1

2
hjk(γkmnγ

n
mj − ıγ

k
mjσ

m + γkmjbǫmbcσ
c)

is the QRG scalar curvature on M2(C) at each x, t. Here n,m, i, j, k ∈ {1,2}, b ∈{1,2}, c ∈ {1,2,3}.
Proof. We first compute the Riemann curvature for the connection Proposition 4.1,

R∇dx
µ = −(∂νΓµ

αβ
+ Γµ

νk
Γk
αβ)dxν ∧ dxα ⊗ dxβ + (∂νCµ

ij + Γ
µ
νβ
C

β
ij +C

µ
imE

m
jν0)dxν ∧ si ⊗ sj

− (Cµ
jiσ

j + ıCµ
mjγ

j
mi)Vol⊗ si − ıCµ

mjE
j
mα0Vol⊗ dxα,

R∇s
k = (∂µEk

iν0 −E
k
jµ0E

j
iν0)dxµ ∧ dxν ⊗ si + (∂µEk

iν0 −E
k
jµ0E

j
iν0 −E

k
iα0Γ

α
µν)dxµ ∧ si ⊗ dxν

− (Ek
iµ0σ

i + ıEj
mµ0γ

k
mj)Vol⊗ dxµ + ((∂µγkija)σa + γkimE

m
jµ0)dxµ ∧ si ⊗ sj

− (γkjiσj + ıγkmjγ
j
mi + ıγ

k
mibǫmbcσ

c + ıEk
mα0C

α
mi)Vol⊗ si.

This then leads to the Ricci tensor,

Ricci = 1

2
(−∂µΓµ

αβ − Γ
µ
µkΓ

k
αβ + ∂αΓ

µ
µβ + Γ

µ
αkΓ

k
µβ − hnkh

ni(∂αEk
iβ0 −E

k
jα0E

j
iβ0 −E

k
iµ0Γ

µ
αβ))dxα ⊗ dxβ
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+
1

2
ıhnkh

ni(Ek
jµ0σ

j + ıEj
mµ0γ

k
mj)si ⊗ dxµ −

1

2
hnkh

ni((∂µγkija)σa + γkimE
m
jµ0)dxµ ⊗ sj

+
1

2
(gµαhmj(Γβ

µαE
m
iβ0 +E

m
nµ0E

n
iα0 − ∂µE

m
iα0)

+ ıhpkh
pi(γkmjσ

m + ıγkmnγ
n
mj + ıγ

k
mjbǫmbcσ

c − ıgαβhnjE
k
mα0E

n
mβ0))si ⊗ sj .

Finally, we apply ( , ) to obtain the Ricci scalar S,

S = ( , )Ricci = 1

2
gαβ(−∂µΓµ

αβ
− Γµ

µk
Γk
αβ + ∂αΓ

µ
µβ
+ Γµ

αk
Γk
µβ)

+
1

2
gαβ(hpkhpihijhnjEk

mα0E
n
mβ0 − (hnkhni + hknhin)(∂αEk

iβ0 −E
k
jα0E

j
iβ0
−Ek

iµ0Γ
µ
αβ
))

+
1

2
ıhpkh

pihij(γkmjσ
m + ıγkmnγ

n
mj + ıγ

k
mjbǫmbcσ

c)
= 1

2
gαβ(−∂µΓµ

αβ
+ Γµ

µk
Γk
αβ + ∂αΓ

µ
µβ
− Γµ

αk
Γk
µβ)

+
1

2
gαβ(En

mα0E
n
mβ0 − hnmh

nm(∂αEi
iβ0 −E

i
jα0E

j
iβ0
−Ei

iµ0Γ
µ
αβ
))

+
1

2
ıhjk(γkmjσ

m + ıγkmnγ
n
mj + ıγ

k
mjbǫmbcσ

c).
Here we used hpkh

pihijhnj = −hpk hpi

det(h)
hijhnj = −hpk δjp

det(h)
hnj = −hjkhnj

det(h)
= hjkhnj =

δnk and hnkh
ni + hknhin = hnmhnmδik. We recognise the first and last terms as re-

spectively the spacetime curvature (which in our conventions − 1
2
of the usual value)

and an expression which can be identified as the scalar curvature SM2
for the QRG

on M2(C) defined by γ. �

We use ∇µ,∇µ = gµν∇ν for the usual Levi-Civita covariant derivative for the metric
gµν . These results are again general and we now focus on the scaled standard QRG
on M2(C).
Proposition 4.5. Let hijs

i ⊗ sj = h(x, t)(s1 ⊗ s1 − s2 ⊗ s2) as in Proposition 4.3.

If we assume that ρ(x, t) is constant and let h(x, t) = e 2√
3−3ρ2

φ(x,t)
, then

S = SM + ∇
µφ∇µφ +

2√
3 − 3ρ2

∇µ∇µφ

where φ(x, t) is real scalar field and ρ is now an imaginary parameter. Moreover,

E2
1µ0 = E1

2µ0 = ıρ√
3 − 3ρ2

∂µφ(x, t), E1
1µ0 = E2

2µ0 = − 1√
3 − 3ρ2

∂µφ(x, t).
Proof. Substituting γs in Section 2.2 and E in Proposition 4.3 into S, we find

S = SM +
1

2
gαβ (3 − 3ρ2

2
(∂αlnh)(∂βlnh)+ 2∂α∂βlnh − 2Γµ

αβ
(∂µlnh)) + 0

= SM +
1

2
gαβ (3 − 3ρ2

2
(∂αlnh)(∂βlnh)+ 2∇α∂βlnh)

= SM +
3 − 3ρ2

4
(∇αlnh)(∇αlnh) +∇α∇αlnh,

where ∇α,∇
α = gαβ∇β .
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Next, under the reality condition on the quantum metric, we know h(x, t) is real,
and under ∗-preserving condition on the connection, ρ(x, t) is an imaginary func-
tional parameter so that 3 − 3ρ2 ≥ 3 is real. Hence, if ρ is constant then we can let

h(x, t) = e 2√
3−3ρ2

φ(x,t)
and then we find S and E as stated. �

The last term of S is a total divergence and hence will vanish on integration overM
when we look at the corresponding Einstein-Hilbert action. This therefore shows
the same mechanism for the dynamical perturbation of mass as in [4] in which a
similar field to φ appears as a real scalar field and enters as in Proposition 4.3 to
produce a square mass variation

δm = e
− 2√

3−3ρ2
φ(x,t)

. (4.7)

5. Alternate QRG on M2(C)
Here we consider another choice of quantum metric for which the QRG is well
understood, namely g = ı(s2 ⊗ s1 − s1 ⊗ s2) on M2(C) as in [5, 17]. The physical
interpretation here is less clear so we will give this only briefly. A natural 4-
parameter QLC here was found in [5] and in our si basis becomes

γ1221 = ı − γ1111, γ2121 = 2ı − γ1111, γ2211 = ı − ı2(a + b + u + v) − γ1111,
γ1212 = γ1111 − ı(a − b)(av − bu)4ab

, γ2222 = 2ı − γ1212, γ2112 = γ1212 − ı,

γ1122 = γ1212 − ı + ı2(a + b − u − v), γ1211 = −γ2221 = γ2111, γ1121 = γ2111 + 1

2
(a − b − u + v),

γ1112 = γ2111 − (u + v)(bu − av)4ab
, γ1222 = γ2122 = −γ1112, γ2212 = −γ1112 + 1

2
(a − b + u − v),

γ1111 = ı(1 + (av + bu − 2ab)(a + b + u + v)8ab
) , γ2111 = (bu − av)(a + b + u + v)8ab

.

The reality condition for a ∗-preserving connection is v = −ū, b = −ā. We now
calculate the Ricci curvature, Ricci tensor and Ricci scalar. A further restriction
that avoids matrices in the Ricci scalar is v = −u and hence u real. In this case,

R∇s
i = (−1)i ı

2
(a + b)Vol⊗ si + 1

2
(a − b + (−1)i2u)Vol⊗ sī,

Ricci = 1

4
((a + b)s1 ⊗ s1 + ı(a − b − 2u)s1 ⊗ s2 + ı(a − b + 2u)s2 ⊗ s1 − (a + b)s2 ⊗ s2),

S = −u.
The Laplacian ∆M2

is

∆M2
f = −(2 + u + v)f3σ0 +

1

2
((a − b + u − v)f1 + ı(a + b − u − v)f2)σ1

+
1

2
(ı(a + b + u + v)f1 − (a − b − u + v)f2)σ2 + (u − v)f3σ3

= − 2f3σ0 +
1

2
((a − b + 2u)f1 + ı(a + b)f2)σ1 +

1

2
(ı(a + b)f1 − (a − b − 2u)f2)σ2 + 2uf3σ

3
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in the case v = −u and u real. The 1-parameter case of interest further sets a = b = 0
so that

∇si = ı(σ1s1 + σ2s2)⊗ si − uǫikσisi ⊗ sk, ∆M2
f = uf1σ1 + uf2σ

2 + 2uf3σ
3 − 2f3σ

0

as one can then check directly for this quantum metric. Note that ∆M2
has f0 as

a zero mode, and also the action 1
2
Tr(f̄∆M2

f) is not real due to a f̄0f3 term.

If we put this quantum metric into the general setting of Lemma 3.4 then (after
a long calculation) one can show that we are forced to A = 0, as in the preceding
section. In this case we find from Theorem 4.4 that

Proposition 5.1. If hijs
i⊗sj = ıh(x, t)(s2⊗s1−s1⊗s2) and we set h(x, t) = e2φ(x,t)

and γ to be the 1-parameter QLC with v = −u, a = b = 0 then

S = SM − ∇µφ∇
µφ + 2∇µ∇

µφ − u

where φ(x, t) is real scalar field. Here u is allowed to vary in spacetime.

Proof. Conditions (4.4) and (4.5) in Proposition 4.1 for h(x, t) = e2φ(x,t) become

E2
1α0 = E1

2α0 = ıE1
1α0 + ı∂αφ(x, t), E2

2α0 = −E1
1α0 − 2∂αφ(x, t)

with E1
1α0 arbitrary. Substituting E and γ into S, we obtain

S = SM − u +
1

2
gαβ(−2∂αφ∂βφ + 4∇α∂βφ)

which we write as stated. �

The last term of S is the Ricci scalar of M2(C) and the term before that is a total
divergence and can be dropped when we integrate overM . Hence we have the same
kind of result as before, namely the scaling field h appears as a scalar field φ, but
note that its action enters with a negative sign. On the other hand, Theorem 4.2
now gives

∆f =∆LBf +
1

h(x, t)(uf1σ1 + uf2σ
2 + 2uf3σ

3 − 2f3σ
0 − ∂µh(x, t)∂µfaσa).

In the simplest case where h is a constant, the scalar field action Sf = ∫ f̄∆f using
1
2
Tr for the integration over M2 is then

Sf = ∫
M

√
−g∏dxµ (∑

a

f̄a∆LBfa + e
−2φ(−2f̄0f3 + uf̄1f1 + uf̄2f2 + 2uf̄3f3)) ,

showing a change of mass of the fa modes for a = 1,2,3 and an unphysical coupling
of the f0, f3 modes. The latter can be avoided if we restrict to a triplet of fields
with f0 = 0.

6. Concluding remarks

We have shown how the assumption of a finite noncommutative geometry, in our
case with ‘coordinate algebra’M2(C) adjoined to classical spacetimeM (by a tensor
product of the coordinate algebras) leads to two different physical phenomena. One
solution for the QRG on the product, in Section 4, behaves remarkably similarly to
[4] where we adjoined a completely different finite QRG, namely a discrete circle
Zn. In both cases, the finite QRG metric is allowed to vary over spacetime by a
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scale factor h(x, t) and its logarithm enters the scalar curvature (and hence the
Einstein-Hilbert action) for the product QRG as a massless real scalar field field φ,
i.e. becomes a dynamic field, see Proposition 4.5. Moreover, the mass coupling to
scalar field multiplets when the KG equation on the product QRG is broken down
in terms of component fields onM , enters as the exponential of φ in the Lagrangian,
see (4.7), so that even a ground state φ = 0 produces mass. Also, in both cases the
quantum metric on the product does not have cross terms due to natural restrictions
coming from the QRG. This confirms, for a second independent model, a novel
mechanism of dynamical mass-splitting (or dynamical mass generation) induced by
tensoring with a finite noncommutative geometry.

Our other phenomenon, as in Proposition 3.6, is a complementary QRGs on the
product and is closer to the spirit of the original Kaluza-Klein hypothesis in that
cross terms in the quantum metric are allowed and the scale function h for the
M2(C) geometry is instead forced to be a constant. The cross terms correspond to
a 1-form Aµ on the spacetimeM and a real scalar field appears as a multiplet where
two of the real components combine to a single charged scalar field ψ minimally
coupled to Aµ. The latter is again a dynamic field in that it enters the scalar
curvature on the product (and hence the Einstein-Hilbert action), but this time
with a Maxwell action ∣∣F ∣∣2, see Theorem 3.10 but with an additional term ∣∣A.F ∣∣2.
Hence this is a dynamical charge generation phenomenon where again part of the
geometry on the product appears as a new field on M . This is not unlike the basic
discovery of Kaluza-Klein but surprising to see it here for a finite QRG as the extra
factor rather than S1.

There are a great many questions that arise naturally from the present work. One of
these, but not at all easy to address, would be to analyse the automorphisms of the
QRG on the product and see to what extent these reduce to diffeomorphisms on M
and U(1) gauge transformations such that Aµ transforms as expected. This requires
a general theory of such automorphisms which would first need to be developed.
Here any algebra has a ‘measuring bialgebra’ of all possible transformations, which
should be cut down to respect the differential calculus, etc. In the paper, the Aµ

arises very differently as a 1-form entering into the quantum metric and given terms
such as ∣∣A.F ∣∣, if a gauge potential arises from the theory (as the minimal coupling
to a scalar field suggests) then it does so as intrinsically gauge fixed. Which gauge
is not at all clear but a natural simplification suggested by Lemma 3.8 was to
impose the Killing form equation ∇̃(µAν) = 0 as a stronger version of Lorentz gauge

g̃αβ∇̃αAβ = 0. With this assumption, A.F = −d∣∣A∣∣2 and the equations of motion
for A including the ∣∣A.F ∣∣2 term are

g̃αβ∇̃αFβµ = Jµ, Jµ = g̃αβ∂α(∣∣A∣∣2)Fβµ.

The effective ‘source’ here is not automatically conserved. Even this special case,
as well as the full equations of motion, remain to be better understood. We can,
however, make one remark, which is the sense in which the ∣∣A.F ∣∣ term is a per-
turbation. Naively, this would seem to be at large h, but in fact this is misleading
when we match the ∣∣F ∣∣2 to Maxwell theory.
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First off, putting in physical constants but with c = 1, we suppose that the Einstein-
Hilbert action on the product is

−
1

8πG ∫M
√
−g̃∏dxµ S

remembering that our S is −1/2 of the usual conventions for the scalar curvature.
This then recovers the correct Einstein-Hilbert action for g̃ with the signature (- +
+ +) from the first term of S in Theorem 3.10. Note that S has units of length−2

and hence h has units of square-length. Moreover, Aµ/h in Proposition 3.9 needs
to have length−1 so Aµ as units of length. Moreover, comparing with the covariant
derivative for a particle of charge e, Maxwell potential Āµ and curvature F̄ , we
need

Aµ = eh
h̵
Āµ, ∣∣F ∣∣2 = e2h2

h̵2
∣∣F̄ ∣∣2 = 4παǫ0h2

h̵
∣∣F̄ ∣∣2

where α is the fine structure constant if we take e to be the electron charge, say. If
we want the above action to recover

−
ǫ0

4 ∫M
√
−g̃∏dxµ ∣∣F̄ ∣∣2

from the third term of S in Theorem 3.10, then we need

h = 4Gh̵

α
= 4λ2P

α

where λP is the Planck length. In this case, the last two terms in S with physical
fields and constants are proportional to

∣∣F̄ ∣∣2 + e2h
h̵2
∣∣Ā.F̄ ∣∣2 = ∣∣F̄ ∣∣2 + 16πGǫ0∣∣Ā.F̄ ∣∣2

hence this second term is generically suppressed if the 1-form field strength is weak
in the rough estimate sense

∣∣Ā∣∣ << 1

4
√
πGǫ0

.

Of course, this is not something one can properly consider in gauge theory as
this quantity is not gauge-invariant but, as mentioned above, the theory should
presumably be compared with Maxwell theory in a particular gauge. Ignoring this

for purposes of discussion, to reach this bound for the field strength ∣∣Ā∣∣ ∼ ∣e∣
4πǫ0r

at radius r from a classical electron point source, we would need to be within
2
√
α ≈ 1/6 Planck lengths of the origin, i.e. in practice this would not be reached

due to quantum gravity effects. One can conversely speculate that the ∣∣A.F ∣∣2
term could prevent theoretical issues such as the classically infinite self-energy of
the electron, but this remains to be studied further.

Another direction for further work would be to follow the programme of this paper
and of [4] but for other QRGs tensored onto spacetime. Indeed, the second case
with Aµ did not result in any modified mass to a scalar field because we were forced
to the case where the Laplacian ∆M2

= 0 on M2(C) (see Proposition 3.6), which
is rather special. Likewise in Section 4, natural restrictions on the QRG led to
Aµ = 0 but these could be relaxed. One could also look at other metrics on M2(C)
as well as other algebras entirely. Here, much of the analysis for the fuzzy sphere
here in this role as in [4] but the equations for a QLC on the product were too
hard to solve. This could certainly be pursued further. Similarly, one could put
a chosen finite graph QRG as each point of spacetime, where the QRG of the An
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graph ●-●-⋯-● was recently solved in [3]. It would also be interesting to consider
quantum geodesics on products and relate them to physics on M . These are a
relatively new concept but already give a new point of view in the classical case on
the Ricci curvature [8]. The quantum geodesic formalism was recently elaborated
for a particular quantum Minkowski spacetime model in [18].

Finally, it would be critical for physics to extend our analysis for the KG equation
on the product in this paper to the Dirac equation. Apart from obviously being
needed to include fermionic matter fields, this could also make contact with Connes
approach to the standard model, e.g. [10, 11], where a finite noncommutative ge-
ometry is again tensored onto classical spacetime. A Connes spectral triple already
models a Dirac operator, so this aspect is already covered. Also, the automorphisms
can be analysed and, in the spectral action, a Higgs field can be seen to emerge.
Coming at the same problem within QRG is much harder as we do not necessarily
even have a Dirac operator and therefore have to build one from a spinor bundle,
bimodule connection and other data compatible with the quantum metric. How-
ever, one can indeed arrive at Connes spectral triples or something similar in several
known cases, e.g. [7, 17, 24] allowing for an intersection of the two approaches. The
potential here is that this additional restriction (that a spectral triple be realisable
within QRG) could end up explaining features of particle physics which might not
be explained if we allowed any spectral triple. These are some key directions for
further work.
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