Chapter 4

Spectral geometry on quantum SU(2)

In this chapter we provide a detailed treatment of the non-commutative geometry of
quantum SU(2). As alluded to in the introduction, it has turned out remarkably diffi-
cult to properly unify the theory of quantum groups with Connes’ non-commutative
geometry, and the general consensus seems to be that one needs to relax Connes’
axioms by allowing for certain twists; see [19]. There are by now a number of can-
didates for Dirac operators on SU,(2) with various advantages and disadvantages [8,
9,13,21,38,41,42,62], and here we wish to give a detailed analysis of the Dirac
operators proposed in [38,41] from the quantum metric point of view. In order to treat
both Dirac operators simultaneously, it will be an advantage to allow for an additional
parameter ¢ which, for fixed ¢, interpolates between the Dirac operator from [38] and
that from [41] on SU, (2). We emphasise that for t # g we do not work with a single
Dirac operator but rather with a pair of Dirac operators, aligning with the termino-
logy from classical fiber bundles, we refer to them as the vertical and horizontal Dirac
operator, respectively. The vertical and horizontal Dirac operators are in fact incom-
patible in the sense that their interactions with the coordinate algebra require the use
of two different twists.

4.1 The horizontal and vertical Dirac operators

Let us fix two parameters ¢, g € (0, 1]. We define two unbounded operators i);’
and D): O(SU4(2))®% — L2(SU,(2))®2. The first of these unbounded operators
is referred to as the horizontal Dirac operator and is given by the matrix
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We remark that @f is independent of the parameter ¢ € (0, 1]. The second unbounded
operator is referred to as the vertical Dirac operator and given by the assignment

()T ey ) ()

forall § € A7 and n € A7'. A direct computation verifies that both D/} and :D;I are
symmetric and for both operators there exists a family of orthogonal finite dimen-
sional invariant subspaces which span a dense subspace in L2(SU,(2))®2; it may
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even be deduced from (3.9) that we can obtain a joint invariant family of finite dimen-
sional subspaces, by setting

pn A u:’j
! MUy

It therefore follows that :OqH , D) and D) + JDqH are essentially selfadjoint, and we
denote the selfadjoint closures of the horizontal and vertical Dirac operators by D f
and D), respectively. Moreover, we have the following convenient description of the
closure of D} + D 9(SU,(2))®? — L2(SU,4(2))®2:

TS <c} C O(SU4(2)%%, neNgy,i, jelo,... n}.

Lemma 4.1.1. The unbounded operator i),V + JDqH is essentially selfadjoint. More-
over, it holds that Dom(D} + D) = Dom(D}) N Dom(D[T) and D} + DY =
D/ +DJ.

Proof. We already argued that i),V + i)qH is essentially selfadjoint. Let n,m € Z.
Using that 9, (A}) C AZ~2 and 35 (A]) S A +2, we obtain for & € A and n € AJ
that
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Hence, D! and HF anti-commute on the core O(SU,4(2))®? and from [51, Pro-
position 2.3] it therefore follows that DtV and D (51 weakly anti-commute in the sense
of [51, Definition 2.1]. An application of [51, Theorem 2.6] thus gives that D) + DX
is selfadjoint on Dom(D)) N Dom(Df); see also [36, 58]. Hence D) + J)f c
DY + DqH and since both operators are selfadjoint the opposite inclusion follows
trivially. |

4.2 The origin of the Dirac operators

We now describe the precise relationship between the Dirac operators constructed
above and those introduced in [38,41]. Setting f = ¢, a direct computation verifies
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that
1—q3k_2 _1
= —q 20 ,p—1
a4 ! 0 _J;k_l forqg € (0,1)
—q20p—1 q_kT

Dy =D +Df = 1
>(0n — 1 —0
20 = 1) . 4 forg = 1.
—de _5(8h+1)

Comparing with the Dirac operator i)gs introduced in [38] we then have the identity

(0 1\ ks (0 —1
2= (5 0)2R (1Y)

In [41], Krdhmer, Rennie and Senior proposed another candidate for a Dirac oper-
ator, D‘();(Rs, which they apply to construct a non-trivial twisted Hochschild 3-cocycle;
see [41, Theorem 3.5]. This provides one way of formalising the intuition that SU, (2)
ought to have dimension 3 as a non-commutative manifold, avoiding the typical
dimension drop phenomenon. In our notation, their Dirac operator is given by
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The relationship between our horizontal Dirac operator and the horizontal Dirac oper-
ator introduced by Kriahmer, Rennie and Senior is governed by the unbounded strictly
positive operator I'; o via the relation

Iy0DiksTg0 = _5051- 4.3)

The vertical and horizontal Dirac operators D}/ and D (51 are also compatible with the
unbounded Kasparov product in a way which we will now explain; see [37,58,59]. It
is however important to realise that the triple

(C(SU,4(2)), L2(SU,(2)¥2, D) + DY)

is not a spectral triple unless ¢ = 1, so that we are formally beyond the scope of the
current state of the art in unbounded K K-theory. We let Dg denote the Dirac oper-
ator associated with the Dabrowski-Sitarz spectral triple (C(S7), H; ® H, ', DJ);
see [22]. We are going to discuss this even spectral triple in more details in Sec-
tion 5.1, but record for the moment that Dg agrees with the closure of the unbounded
symmetric operator

0._ 0 _af ! -1 1 -1
D .—(_ae 0 .AqEBAq —>HqEBHq7 .
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The grading operator on H,; @& H, ' is denoted by y := (§ % ), and the derivation on
(9(85) coming from Dg by taking commutators is denoted by 9°: O(S;) — IB%(qu @
H .

Let E denote the Hilbert C*-module obtained by completing @ (SU,(2)) with
respect to the C (qu)—valued inner product given by (x, y) := I5(x*y). We may
turn E into a C *-correspondence from C(SUy(2)) to C(S 3) where the left action of
the unital C*-algebra C(SU,(2)) is induced by the product structure in @ (SU,(2)).
The C*-correspondence E can moreover be equipped with the unbounded selfad-
joint and regular operator N:Dom(/N) — E defined on the core O (SU,(2)) C E by
putting N(x) = n - x whenever x € 4. The pair (C(SU4(2)), E, N) is then an odd
unbounded Kasparov module from C(SU,(2)) to C(S ;); see [12] for more details.

Following the scheme of unbounded K K-theory, we should in principle be able
to form the unbounded Kasparov product of the odd unbounded Kasparov module
(C(SU4(2)), E, N) and the even spectral triple (C(S2), H; @ H, ', DJ). The result
of this operation is in general not a spectral triple on C(SU,(2)), but we still invest-
igate the involved unbounded operators on the Hilbert space E® c( S(%)( ]—Iq1 @ Hq_l),
which arises as the interior tensor product between the C *-correspondence E and the
C*-correspondence H, & H,'. The interior tensor product E ®C(s3)(H s ®H
is isomorphic to L?(SU,(2))®? and the isomorphism is induced by the product struc-
ture in @ (SU,(2)). The unbounded selfadjoint and regular operator N:Dom(N) — E
gives rise to the unbounded selfadjoint and regular operator N ®y: Dom(N ®1) —
E@’C(sg)(qu @ H, ') which is given by N ® y on the core

Dom(N) ®¢ 52y (Hy @ Hy') CE ® (Hy & HY).
4 C(s2)

Under the isomorphism between E®c (s,2)(H} & H;') and L2(SU,(2))®? it can
be verified that N®y agrees with D}/ . This explains the relationship between the
vertical Dirac operator D}/ and the expected formula from unbounded K K -theory.
In order to explain the relationship between the horizontal Dirac operator and
constructions appearing in unbounded K K-theory, we define the Grafimann connec-
tion
V:0(SU,(2) » E ® B(H} @ H,")
C(S2)
by putting V(x) := >/ (ul)* ® 3°(u?, - x) whenever x belongs to the algebraic
spectral subspace A7 S O(SUg(2)). Combining this GraBmann connection with the
Dirac operator from the Dabrowski—Sitarz spectral triple we obtain the linear map
1 Qv D):0(SU4(2) ® (A @A) > E ® (Hy & H,')
0(S3) C(s3)
given by (1 ®v D)) (x ® y) := V(x)(y) + x ® D (y), where the domain agrees
with the balanced tensor product O (SUyq(2)) ® g s2) (04,; @ A;l). It can then be veri-
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fied that 1 ®vy i)g induces an unbounded symmetric operator on the Hilbert space
E ®C(S 2 (H, ql ® H, 1). Moreover, this unbounded symmetric operator is unitar-
ily equivalent to DEFS: O(SU4(2))®? — L2(SU,(2))®2. The dampening procedure
applied in (4.3) in order to pass from the horizontal Dirac operator i)IIfIRS to the hori-
zontal Dirac operator i);l appears in many places and is systematically investigated
in [32,33] from the point of view of unbounded K K -theory. We record however that
the modular operators applied in [32,33] are all assumed to be bounded (even though
inverses are allowed to be unbounded).

4.3 Bounded twisted commutators

Recall that 7r: C(SU4(2)) — B(L?(SU,(2))®?) denotes the injective *-homomor-
phism obtained by letting the GNS representation p act diagonally. We now wish
to describe the interaction between the coordinate algebra O (SU,(2)) and the hori-
zontal and vertical Dirac operators. To this end, it is convenient to introduce the linear
maps 9! and 9%: O(SU,(2)) — O(SU,(2)) given by the formulae

= q20,, 0%:=q 20y, (4.4)
as well as the linear map 93: O (SU,(2)) — O(SU,(2)) given by
9;(x) :=[n/2];-x forall x € A (4.5)

The following lemma shows that suitably twisted commutators with the hori-
zontal and vertical Dirac do indeed give rise to bounded operators, which may be
explicitly described via the maps just introduced. Note that for ¢ = ¢ the twist is the
same and in this case the lemma below becomes the statement from [38, Lemma 3.2];
cf. Section 4.2.

Lemma 4.3.1. For each x € O(SUy(2)), it holds that the twisted commutators
1 1
D -op(q7.x) —oL(g72.x)- DI 0(SU4(2)®* — L2(SU,(2)®*  and
DY oLt x)—orL(t72.x)- DY 1 O(SUL(2))®2 — L3(SU,(2)®2

extend to bounded operators on L*(SU4(2))®? given, respectively, by

_f( 0 =P _ () 0
0 (x) := (—al(x) 0 ) and atV(x)._( N —ag(x))‘

Proof. Note first that op, (si%, —) preserves O (SUy(2)) for all s € (0, 1] by Lem-
ma 3.6.3, so that the compositions in the lemma are indeed well defined. By linearity,
it suffices to fix an n € Z and prove the statements for x € 7. It then holds that
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oL (qi% X)) =q¥ix = 04 +1(x). Using the twisted Leibniz rule from (3.7), the first
formula may now be verified by a direct computation. For the second equality, one
computes the twisted commutator on an arbitrary vector in A’; ® Ay, and again a
direct computation yields the desired formula. ]

In classical Riemannian spin geometry, it is well known (see e.g. [16, Chapter 6,
Lemma 1]) that a continuous function has bounded commutator with the Dirac oper-
ator exactly if the function in question is Lipschitz with respect to the Riemannian
metric. Our next aim is to provide a suitable counterpart for the algebra of Lipschitz
functions in the g-deformed setting. We recall that both of the parameters ¢ and ¢ in
(0, 1] are currently fixed.

Definition 4.3.2. Let x € C(SU,(2)). We say that x is horizontally Lipschitz when

(1) x is analytic of order —log(q)/2;

(2) the bounded operator o, (q% , x) preserves the domain of DX ;

(3) the twisted commutator
DI .61(¢%.x) = 0(g 2, x)- DX :Dom(D) — L*(SU,4(2)®>

extends to a bounded operator 97 (x) on L2(SU,(2))®2. The set of horizont-
ally Lipschitz elements is denoted Lip? (SU4(2)).

We say that x is vertically Lipschitz when
(1) x is analytic of order —log(z)/2;
(2) the bounded operator o, (¢ 3 , X) preserves the domain of DtV ;

(3) the twisted commutator
DY or(t2.x)—oL(t"2,x)- DY :Dom(DY) — L*(SU,(2))®>
extends to a bounded operator 3} (x) on L2(SU,(2))®2. The set of vertically

Lipschitz elements is denoted Lip}/ (SU4(2))

We apply the notation Lip, (SU,(2)) for the subset of C(SU,(2)) consisting of ele-
ments which are both horizontally and vertically Lipschitz.

A few remarks are in place. The subset Lip,(SU,(2)) € C(SU,(2)) is in fact a
unital *-subalgebra which we refer to as the Lipschitz algebra. Moreover, we obtain
from Lemma 4.3.1 that @ (SU4(2)) < Lip,(SU,(2)) and hence that Lip, (SU,(2)) is
norm-dense in C(SU,(2)). The basic algebraic properties of the linear maps

95 and 0} : Lip, (SU, (2)) — B(L*(SU,(2))®?)

can be summarised as follows.
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Lemma 4.3.3. The linear maps Bf ,0) :Lip, (SU4(2)) > B(L?(SU4(2))®?) are twis-
ted x-derivations, in the sense that the formulae

* * 1 1
o (x*) = =0 (x)*. 0 (x-y) =0 (x)oL(g7.y) + oLlg72. )0 (y) and
* * 1 1
0y (x*) = =3/ ()%, 9/ (x-y) = 8] (Dor(t2,y) + or.(t72,x)d} ()
hold for all x, y € Lip,(SU4(2)).

Proof. The twisted Leibniz rules are verified through a direct computation, and the
x-compatibility follows from the selfadjointness of the involved unbounded operators
and the formula oz, (s% X)) =or (s_% , x™), which can be derived from (3.20). ]

We are interested in the linear map
drg := 0 + 0} :Lip,(SU4(2)) — B(L*(SU,(2))®?).

It is important to clarity that d; , is not a twisted derivation unless ¢ = g. It does
however hold that d; 4(x*) = —0;,4(x)* for all x € Lip,(SU,(2)). Later on, in Pro-
position 5.2.4, we shall moreover see that d; 4 is closable for the norm topology.

Let us denote the standard matrix units in M,(C) by e;;, i, j € {0, 1}, and intro-
duce the twisted derivations ', 3%, 33: Lip,(SU, (2)) — B(L2(SU4(2))) by putting

81(x) = —e11+0r,4(x) - €go

82(x) = —ego - 07,4(x) - €11

8‘:’(x) = €00 3z,q(x) * €00
for all x € Lip,(SU,(2)). By Lemma 4.3.1, this notation is compatible with the nota-
tion introduced in (4.4) and (4.5). The adjective twisted above is here to be understood

in the sense of Definition 3.2.1 where the twists are given by U(q%, -) and a(q_%, 2)
1 1
for 9! and 92, and by o'(¢2,-) and o (t~ 2, -) for 03.

Remark 4.3.4. Let x € Lip,(SU4(2)) be given. A direct computation shows that
(¢, 009y (x)eoo - ¢) = (¢, e118) (x)err - &) = 0

. _p2 .
forall ¢, ¢’ € O(SU, (2));2. We thereby obtain 8/ (x) = (_a?(x) 9 O(X) ). Similarly,
one sees that 9} (x) = (* éx) a;;(()x)) for some twisted derivation 97: Lip, (SU,(2)) —

B(L?(SU,4(2))). As a consequence, the following inequality holds:
max{[|3; (), 1857 I} < 12,40l (4.6)

In analogy with the algebraic case described in Lemma 4.3.1, we shall later show (see
Remark 5.3.3) that 97 (x) = —d3(x), implying that

0 (x)  —9*(x)

Org(x) = (—81(x) —aﬁ(x)) for all x € Lip,(SU,;(2)).
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Definition 4.3.5. We define two seminorms, L; 4 and L7, on C(SUy (2)) by setting

Loox) = [0,4(x)|  forx € O(SU4(2))
T ) s for x € C(SU,4(2)) \ O(SU,(2))

[9:,4(x)|l  for x € Lip,(SUq(2))
00 for x € C(SUy(2)) \ Lip,(SUq4(2))

Lmax (x) —

The (extended) metrics on §(SUg(2)) induced by the two seminorms L; 4 and L7

through the formula (1.1) will be denoted d; 4 and d,’", respectively.

Remark 4.3.6. It follows from Lemmas 4.3.1 and 4.3.3 that L77* and L, 4 are both
Lipschitz seminorms in the sense of Definition 2.1.1.

In Latrémoliere’s approach to the quantised Gromov—Hausdorff distance [46,47],
a central role is played by an axiom demanding that the seminorm in question satisfies
a certain Leibniz inequality [47, (1.1)]. Since 0, 4 is not a derivation, we only get a
twisted version of the Leibniz inequality, where the operator norm appearing in [47,
(1.1)] is replaced by the norm || - ||;,4 introduced in Section 3.6.

Lemma 4.3.7. Let x,y € Lip,(SUg4(2)). Then we have the estimate

Lig (x-y) < x|

ra - Lig )+ Lig () - Iyl

1,q-

Proof. Let x,y € Lip,(SU4(2)). We first notice that the following inequalities hold:

Jof (e )| < 08 0] - |or@®. »)] + [oria™2. x)] - |08 )]
< L% (x) - loz (g2, »)| + Jori@™ 2. %) - LT ().

Since a similar computation shows that

||3}/(x y)“ LmaX(x) ||UL(I2’y)H + ”O-L(t 2 x)” LmaX(y)
we obtain the result of the present lemma. .

One of the main results of the present memoir is Theorem B, which shows that
Ly% turns C(SUy(2)) into a compact quantum metric space. Knowing this, it then
follows (cf. Theorem 2.1.5) that L 4 also has this property. The proof of Theorem B is
contained in Chapter 5 below, but before proceeding to this, we will need to carry out
a rather detailed analysis of the spectral geometry on SU,(2) arising from the hori-
zontal and vertical Dirac operators introduced above. We first show how one recovers
the classical spin geometry on SU(2) whent = g = 1.
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4.4 Comparison with the classical Dirac operator

In this section, we analyse the classical case where both of the parameters ¢ and ¢
are equal to one. Consider therefore the compact Lie group SU(2) of special unitary
2 x 2-matrices. The unital C *-algebra of continuous functions on SU(2) agrees with
C(SU{(2)) and the fundamental representation U: SU(2) — U(C?) identifies with
the fundamental unitary ¥ € M, (C(SU;(2))). We equip SU(2) with the Haar measure
w and record that the corresponding state on C(SU(2)) agrees with the Haar state
h:C(SU;(2)) — C. In particular, the Hilbert space of (equivalence classes) of square
integrable functions L2(SU(2)) coincides with L2(SU(2)). We are now going to
explain how the classical Dirac operator on SU(2) identifies with the sum of the
vertical and horizontal Dirac operators, c’DIV and ODIH , from (4.2) and (4.1) up to
rescaling and addition of a constant.

The Lie algebra of SU(2) is denoted by su(2) and is explicitly given by the space
of skew-hermitian (2 x 2)-matrices of trace zero. We equip the Lie algebra su(2)
with the inner product defined by

(X,Y):=TR(X*Y) forall X,Y € su(2),

where TR: M, (C) — C denotes the normalised trace satisfying that TR(1) = 1. We
single out the orthonormal basis for $11(2) consisting of the matrices

0 -1 0 i i 0
xe= (1) =) x=(5 %)

The elements in su(2) can be identified with left-invariant vector fields on SU(2).
Indeed, for each element X € su(2) one obtains a derivation X: C*°(SU(2)) —
C°°(SU(2)) by the formula

d
X(f)(g) = E(f(g-etx)”t:o forall f € C*®(SU(2)), g € SU(2). 4.7)

In this way, the inner product on the Lie algebra su(2) yields a Riemannian metric
on SU(2) and therefore in particular a metric on SU(2). Upon identifying SU(2) with

the 3-sphere S via the map
Z1 Iz
(22 E)H(Zl,zz)

it can be verified that the corresponding metric on S3 agrees with the classical round
metric. This means that S3 sits inside R* as a sphere of radius one, or more precisely
that the standard inclusion S3 — R* becomes a Riemannian immersion.

The spinor bundle for SU(2) is the trivial complex hermitian vector bundle of
rank 2. The fundamental representation of the Lie algebra s11(2) on C? induces a
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representation of the Clifford algebra associated to s1(2) on C2. The classical Dirac
operator Dg3: C*®(SU(2))®2 — L2(SU(2))®2 on SU(2) is then given by the expres-
sion

3 . -
@Sx(f) = ZXi - Xi(§) = ( iX3(§) X6 + ZXZ(E)) ‘
i=1

X1(6) +iX2(8) —iX3(§) ’

see for example [24, Section 3.5]. Notice that we are here considering g3 as an
unbounded operator on the Hilbert space of L2-sections of the spinor bundle. We
denote the closure of Dg3 by D g3 and record that Dg3 is a selfadjoint unbounded
operator.

At the level of the coordinate algebra 9 (SU;(2)), which we tacitly identify with
a unital *x-subalgebra of C*°(SU(2)), we now single out the correspondence between
the derivations associated to X1, X», X3 € su(2) and the derivations 9, dr, d;, defined
in Chapter 3. Using the formula (4.7) on may verify the relations

1 1
0 = _E(Xl +iXz) df = E(Xl —iXz2) 0p =iXs,

directly on the generators a, b, a*, b*, and since all maps are derivations the same
relations hold on all of @(SU;(2)). We may thus rewrite the unbounded operator
DY + DH:09(SU1(2))%2 — L2(SU;(2))®? as follows:

1 iX X +iX 1
|4 H_ ' 3 1 AN
D+ DE =5 (X1 +iX,  —iX; ) 2
At the level of unbounded operators on L?(SU(2))®? we therefore obtain that 2 -
(D} + D) +1C Dys. Since both of the unbounded operators 2 - (D} + D) + 1
and Dgs are essentially selfadjoint we conclude that their closures agree, resulting in
the identity

2-D/ + DF +1=Dgs.

We moreover recall from Lemma 4.1.1 that JDIV + JDlH = DY + D{I . Lastly, we
spell out some consequences of the above identity of Dirac operators from the point of
view of quantum metric spaces. Let us denote the classical round metric by dg3:S3 x
S3 — [0, 00) and the corresponding Lipschitz algebra by Lip(S3). The Lipschitz
constant associated to a Lipschitz function f:S* — C is denoted by Ly;p(f). For
each point p € S* we apply the notation ev,: C(SU;(2)) — C for the pure state
given by evaluation in the point p. We are here suppressing the x-isomorphisms
C(SU;(2)) = C(SU(2)) = C(S?).

Theorem 4.4.1. The pair (C(SU1(2)), LTT) is a compact quantum metric space.
The Lipschitz algebra Lip,(SU;(2)) identifies with the Lipschitz algebra Lip(S?)
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and for every f € Lip(S3) it holds that
LI () = 5 L),
In particular, for every pair of points pg, py € S> we obtain the formula

2-dg3(po, p1) = di'7(evpy,eVp,),

where the metric on the right-hand side denotes the Monge—Kantorovi¢ metric asso-
ciated with the Lip-norm L.

Proof. A continuous function f:S3 — C has bounded commutator with Dg3 =
2.(D}Y + DH) + 1if and only if f is Lipschitz with respect to d g3 [16, Chapter 6,
Lemma 1], and by the paragraph following [16, Chapter 6, Lemma 1] one has that
I[Dg3, f]l equals the Lipschitz constant Ly, (f). Since ¢t = ¢ = 1, all twists appear-
ing in the definition of the Lipschitz algebra Lip,(SU;(2)) are trivial. Using that
Dg¢s=2- (D}/ + D{{ ) + 1 and, in particular, that the domain of D g3 is the intersec-
tion of the domains of DY and DIH , it can then be verified that a continuous function
f:83 — C has bounded commutator with D3 if and only if f is both vertically
and horizontally Lipschitz (meaning that f has bounded commutators with D}/ and
with D). The Lipschitz algebra Lip; (SU;(2)) therefore agrees with the Lipschitz
algebra Lip(S?3) and the formula LYT(f) = %LUP( 1) now follows. The comparison
max

formula for the two metrics dg3 and d7’{* is now a consequence of [16, Chapter 6,
Formula 1]; see also [15, Proposition 1]. ]

4.5 The real structure

In Connes’ non-commutative geometry, one encounters the notion of a real struc-
ture for a spectral triple (A, H, D); see [17]. A real structure captures the dimension
(modulo 8) of the non-commutative spin manifold in question and is encoded by an
antilinear unitary J: H — H (subject to a couple of conditions). Even though we
are working on the borderline of non-commutative geometry we shall nevertheless
show that one may define an analogue of a real structure in our setting. As one would
expect, this real structure gives SU,(2) real dimension 3; see Remark 4.5.6 below for
more details.

Let us fix the parameters ¢, g € (0, 1]. Define the antilinear map J: O (SU,(2)) —
O (SU4(2)) by setting J(x) = (9x8k)(x™). Using that the modular automorphism v
is given by §—20;,—2: O (SU4(2)) — O(SU4(2)) a direct computation shows that ¢
extends to an antilinear unitary J on L2(SU,(2)). In fact, J is the modular conjuga-
tion arising when applying Tomita—Takesaki theory (see e.g. [74, Chapter VI]) to the
left Hilbert algebra @ (SU,(2)) equipped with the inner product (x, y) := h(x*y).
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In particular, it therefore holds that JL*°(SUg(2))J = L*°(SU,4(2))’; see [74, Chap-
ter VI, Theorem 1.19].
We now define the antilinear map

I:= (_03 f)‘) :0(SU4(2)®2 — 0(SU,(2)®?

together with the associated antilinear unitary operator

I:= (_OJ g) : L2(SU4(2))®% — L*(SU,(2))®2.

We record that /2 = —1. This is the map that will be our substitute for a real structure,
and our next aim is therefore to prove a version of the first order condition, which in
our setting amounts to a relation of the form [0, 4 (x), [ yI] = 0; see Proposition 4.5.4.
To achieve this, the unbounded operator I'y o defined in (3.21) turns out to be essen-
tial, and we analyse its interaction with I, i)tV and i)f in the following series of
lemmas.

Lemma 4.5.1. The horizontal Dirac operator fl)qH commutes with I'y o and the ver-
tical Dirac operator !OtV commutes with Us o for all s € (0, 1].

Proof. Let n,m € Z. By linearity, it suffices prove the two commutation relations
on vectors of the form (fl) € Ay @ A7 Since I'y o preserves the algebraic spectral
subspaces and 9, (A}) S A2~2 and 97 (A)') S AZ+? we obtain that:

1 —1—m
—q72q" 2 dp—1(n)
‘thquao(é):< 1 1=n g
n —q2q 2 0pp—1(§)

1—(m—+2)
2

—1—-(n—2) q
0 q- 2 n
§
=T, 0D ( ,
q, q n
thus proving the first commutation relation. Since both i)tV and Iy o are diagonal on
Ay @ A they clearly commute here. [

Lemma 4.5.2. It holds that I - Fs_,é =T 1 foralls € (0, 1]. Moreover, we have
the commutation relations

DT ) I=I-DFT;y) and (DT 3)-I=1I-(D/T;y).
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Proof. By linearity, it suffices to check the three commutation relations on subspaces
of the form A; @ A7 for arbitrary n,m € Z. The first commutation relation I -
Fg(} = T's,0 - I follows on Aj @ AZ by noting that 5((4%1(;) = A;k for all k € Z.
For the second commutation relation, we first remark that 97 4 (§) = —g0.(§) for all
vectors £ € O(SU,(2)). Indeed, using the defining relations for U, (s1(2)) from (3.2)
and the x-relations from (3.5) we may compute as follows:

I (&) = 00k (E") = i (€7) - ¢! = —0pxde(§)* = —F e (§).

Similarly, one sees that d,§ = —gdr, and the second commutation relation then
follows by noting that

_1 _1
DHP-1 — 10 —q 23fk—1 q~ 20 10 _ ( 0 —8/) .
q " 4,0 —g20,1 0 0 q2 0 —d. 0

To prove the last commutation relation, observe that the restriction of the unboun-
ded operator D/ Fz_,(% to the subspace Ay @ A7’ is represented by ([%]’ _[@]t )
Using one more time that g(A’; ) = A;k for all k € Z, we now obtain the identity
(D/T;5)- I =1I-(D/T;})on A& AL from a direct computation. n

Lemma 4.5.3. For each y € O(SU,;(2)) we have the identities
(D, IyI] = Tqo- 108 (1)1 - Ty = 0 k(W) - T7,
[DY . IyIl=T1o 10V ()1 Tyo= 10" (oL (t2,y))I - 7,
on the subspace O(SU4(2))®? € L2(SU,(2))®2.
Proof. Using Lemmas 3.6.4, 4.5.1 and 4.5.2, we may compute as follows:
D - IyI =0T, § Tgolyl
= DT 4 ToL(a?. )T Ty
=Ty0- IDHo1(q2 )T - Tyo
= Tqo- T ()T Tyo+ Tyo- ToL(q™2, )DI I - Typ
=Tgo-10J (VI -Tgo+IyI-DF.

This proves the first identity regarding the commutator with the horizontal Dirac
operator. The second one follows by a similar computation, using the same series
of lemmas as above:

Ty0d0f (1) ITq0 = IT, (DI T, 4y g0 — Tg0yT; 6D ) ITq0
= I(DFT, 5yT2 0 — yDI )T §IT0
= I3[ () IT;,.
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The remaining identities regarding the commutator with the vertical Dirac operator
are proven by completely analogous computations. ]

With the above lemmas at our disposal, we may now state and prove the analogue
of the first order condition.

Proposition 4.5.4. For each y € L*°(SUy4(2)) and x € Lip,(SUy(2)) we have the
identities
[Iy1.85 (0)] = 0 = [IyL.8f (¥)].

Proof. Since the von Neumann algebra L°°(SU,(2)) agrees with the closure of the
coordinate algebra O (SU,(2)) € B(L?(SU,(2))) with respect to the strong operator
topology, it suffices to treat the case where y € O(SU,(2)). Let thus y € O(SU,(2))
be given. We will just focus on proving that /y/ commutes with 8} (x) since the
proof of the analogous result for 851 (x) follows the same pattern. From Lemmas 3.6.4
and 4.5.3 we obtain the identities

Iyl -GL(Z_%,X)@tV
= o (t72,x) Iyl - D)
=0 (72, )D) - IyI —o,(t72, )00 137 ()T -Tro
= o (t72,x)D) - IyI —T,- 13" (»)Ix - Tyo (4.8)
of unbounded operators defined on the dense subspace ©(SU,(2))®? in the Hilbert
space L?(SU,(2))%2.
Similarly, using Lemmas 3.6.4 and 4.5.3 one more time, we obtain that
(Iy] . DtVUL(l%,x)E, 7])
= (oL(t>.0)E. D) - Iy* I)
= (oL(:2. ))&, Iy* - D) n) + o0, )8, Tro - 10 (v)I - T o)
= (DYoL, x) - IyIE.n) = Ty - 19 ()1 - Trf.n) 4.9)
for all £, 7 € O(SU4(2))®2. Combining the identities in (4.8) and (4.9) we see that

Iyl -8} (x)(§) = Iyl - D) op(t2,x)(§) — Iy] -0, (™2, x) D/} (§)
=DV op(t2,x)- Iy1(§) — T; - 18} (»)Ix - Ty 0(€)
—or(t72, x)D) - IyI(€) + T, - 18} (»)x - Ty 0(€)
=9/ (x) - IyI(§)

for all £ € O(SU,(2))®2. This proves the proposition. n
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Corollary 4.5.5. The twisted x-derivations
9/ and 9" Lip,(SU,(2)) — B(L*(SU,(2))®?)
both take values in M (L*°(SU4(2))).

Proof. Since J is the modular conjugation for the left Hilbert algebra O (SU,(2))
with inner product coming from the Haar state, it holds that

L*®(SU4(2)) = JL®(SU4(2))J

as an identity between operator algebras in B(L?(SU,(2))); see [74, Chapter VI,
Theorem 1.19]. For x € Lip,(SU,(2)), it therefore suffices to show that each entry in
97 (x). 8} (x) € B(L*(SU4(2))%%) = M (B(L?(SU,(2)))) belongs to the commut-
ant (JL*°(SUg(2))J)'. For y € L*°(SU,(2)) it holds that

_ (Iy 0
== )

and hence it suffices to show that [IyI,dY (x)] = [Iy], 85’ (x)] = 0, but this was
already proven in Proposition 4.5.4. |

Remark 4.5.6. In the classical setting of non-commutative geometry, a real 3-dimen-
sional structure for an odd spectral triple (A, H, D) with coordinate algebra 44 C A
is given by an antilinear unitary J: H — H. This data is then supposed to satisfy
the conditions J2 = —1, DJ = JD and for all a,b € + one has [a, JbJ] = 0 and
[[D.a].JbJ] = 0; see [17].

In our setting, the antilinear unitary I € B(L?(SU4(2))®?) provides the substitute
for a real structure. Lemma 4.5.2 may thus be viewed as a twisted analogue of the
relation DJ = JD, while Proposition 4.5.4 is the analogue of the first order condition

[[D,a], JbJ] = 0. The relation [a, I bI] = 0 also holds by Tomita—Takesaki theory
as already remarked in the beginning of the present section.

4.6 The equivariance condition

We are now going to investigate the equivariance properties of the spectral geo-
metric data governed by our pair of Dirac operators. In some of the literature on
Dirac operators on g-deformed spaces (see e.g. [21,22]) the equivariance is to be
understood in the sense that the Dirac operator in question commutes with the right
action of U, (s1(2)); i.e. with the diagonal action of operators of the form &, with
n € Uy (su(2)) on the core O(SU,(2))®? C L?(SU,(2))®2. Since i)qH is construc-
ted explicitly using the left action it clearly commutes with §,, and since 6, preserves
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the spectral subspaces it also follows easily that i)tV commutes with &,. Thus, this
type of equivariance is basically built into the construction of D; 4. In this section we
shall show another kind of equivariance, in that we will show that our spectral data
is compatible with the coproduct on the C *-algebraic quantum group C(SU,(2)).
More precisely, we will show in Lemma 4.6.1 below that the vertical and horizontal
Dirac operators both commute with the multiplicative unitary for SU,(2), which
seems to be an equivariance condition which is more closely related with the SU(2)-
equivariance of the classical Dirac operator on S3; see Remark 4.6.2 for more details.
Throughout the section, we are still keeping the two parameters ¢ and g in (0, 1] fixed
unless explicitly stated otherwise.

Let us consider the Hilbert space tensor product 2.2(SU,(2))®L?(SU,(2)) and
introduce the unitary operator

W:L*(SU,(2)®L*(SU,(2)) — L*(SU,(2))®L?(SU,(2))

given by the formula W(x ® y) := A(y) - (x ® 1) for all elements x, y € O(SUy(2)).
We record that W(O(SUy(2)) ® O(SU,4(2))) = O(SUy(2)) ® O(SU,(2)) and hence
that W*(O(SU4(2)) ® O(SU4(2))) = O(SU4(2)) ® O(SU,(2)) as well. The unitary
operator W implements the coproduct A: C(SUy(2)) = C(SUg(2)) ®min C(SU4(2))
in the sense that

A(z) = WA @ z)W* forall z € C(SU,4(2)).

The operator W is referred to as the multiplicative unitary for quantum SU(2); see [6]
for more details on these matters. For each x € Lip,(SU,;(2)) we may use the multi-
plicative unitary to make sense of the expressions A(af (x)) and A3} (x)). Indeed,
since 97 (x) and 9} (x) are bounded operators on L?(SUg(2))®2 we may apply the
following definitions:

A@F (x)) == (W & W)(1 ® 9 (x))(W @ W)* and
AQY (x)) := (W @ W)(1 ® 3} (x)(W & W)*,
where both of the right-hand sides are bounded operators on the Hilbert space tensor

product L2(SU,(2))®L2(SU,(2))®2. We would like to commute the coproduct past
the twisted *-derivations 85’ and 8} obtaining formulae of the form

(1®3HAKX) =A@ (x)) and (1®0))A(x) = A0 (x)).

In order to make sense of the left-hand sides of these expressions we first investigate
the unbounded selfadjoint operators 1& D f and 1® D tV , defined, respectively, as the
closures of the unbounded symmetric operators

1® DF:0(SU,4(2) ® O(SU4(2)®2 — L*(SU,(2)®L*(SU,(2) 92,
1® D) :0(SU,(2)) ® O(SU,(2))®? — L2(SU,(2))®L3(SU,(2))®2.
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Lemma 4.6.1. The unitary operator W @ W preserves the subspaces Dom(1Q D f )
and Dom(1® DY) € L2(SU,(2))®L2(SU,(2))®2. Moreover, it holds that

1®DF W e W) =0 forall§ e Dom(1®D[) and

~ v ~ (4.10)
(1D, . W@ W]() =0 forall; € Dom(1QD;).

Proof. We first remark that the direct sum W @ W preserves the common core
O(SU4(2)) ® O(SU,(2))®2 for the two selfadjoint unbounded operators 1® D and
1®D ,V . Using standard results on commutators with selfadjoint unbounded operat-
ors, it therefore suffices to verify the identities in (4.10) for elements of the form
E=0=x®ywithx € O(SUy(2)) and y = (E) € O(SU,(2))®2. Using the coas-
sociativity of A, one sees that Ad,(w) = (1 ® d,)A(w) for all n € U, (su(2)) and
w € O(SU,(2)). It therefore follows that

(1@ DIHW & W)(§)

__ 0 1® q_%afk—l (A(yl) . (x ® 1))
1 ® q2 0,41 0 Ay2) - (x ®1)
=_¢fA@%mmyu®n)
42 A(0g—1(y1)) - (x ® 1)
=WewW)(1e D) ®).

This proves the relevant identity in the case of the horizontal Dirac operator. To treat
the commutator with the vertical Dirac operator, we simply record that W preserves
the subspace O (SUq(2)) ® sy for all values of n € Z. The commutation relation now
follows since !DtV acts as a diagonal scalar matrix on ,AZ ® A;” foraln,meZ. m

Remark 4.6.2. In the situation where ¢ = ¢ = 1, Lemma 4.6.1 together with the
formulae A& = (evy—1 @ DA(E) = (eve—1 @ (W & W)(1 ® &) for the left trans-
lation operator Az: O(SU(2)) — O (SU(2)) implies that Ag 0 Dy 1 = Dy,1 0 A, as
operators on @ (SU(2))®2. Lemma 4.6.1 thus recovers the SU(2)-equivariance of the
classical Dirac operator in this case (cf. Section 4.4).

Next, we wish to introduce the analogue of the Lipschitz algebra Lip,(SU,(2))
for the minimal tensor product C(SUy(2)) ®min C(SU4(2)), but in this case asso-
ciated with the unbounded selfadjoint operators 1®Df and 1®DtV instead of the
unbounded selfadjoint operators Df and D/ . For this to make sense, we let the
minimal tensor product of C *-algebras C(SU;(2)) ®min C(SU4(2)) act on

L%(SU,(2))®L*(SU,(2))®?

via the representation p ® s, which we will from now on often suppress. Note that in
this representation, the coproduct is implemented by W & W in the sense that

(PR T)(AX) =W @ W)(1®x(x)) (W W)* forall x € C(SUy(2)). (4.11)
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We start out by expanding our notion of analytic elements. To this end, we record that
the left circle action o7: S x C(SU,(2)) — C(SU,(2)) induces a left circle action
1 ® oz on the minimal tensor product C(SU4(2)) ®min C(SU4(2)) given on simple
tensors by

(1®0.)(z,x®y) :=x®o0r(z,y) forallze S, x,ye C(SU4(2)).

We recall that the closed strip Iy € C was introduced in (3.19) for all values of
s € (0,1].

Definition 4.6.3. Let s € (0, 1]. Anelement x € C(SU4(2)) ®min C(SUy(2)) is called
analytic of order —log(s)/2 when the continuous map

R — C(SU4(2)) ®min C(SU4(2))
given by r = (1 ® o7)(e’”, x) extends to a continuous function

Iy = C(SU4(2)) ®min C(SU,(2))
which is analytic on the interior I € I5. We denote this (unique) continuous exten-
sion by z = (1 ® oz.)(e’?, x).

We record that the *-algebra structure on the minimal tensor product
C(SUq(2)) ®min C(SU,4(2))

induces a x-algebra structure on the subset of elements which are analytic of order
—log(s)/2.

Lemma 4.6.4. Lets € (0, 1]. If x € C(SU4(2)) is analytic of order —log(s)/2 in the
sense of Definition 3.6.1, then A(x) is analytic of order —log(s)/2 in the sense of
Definition 4.6.3. Moreover, we have the formula

(1 ® or)(€?, A(x)) = A(or(¢'%,x)) forall z € I.

Proof. We first notice that (1®0y7)(e'”, A(x)) = A(or(e'", x)) for all x e C(SU,(2))
and r € R. To verify this identity, it suffices to use the formula in (3.16) for the matrix
coefficients and then extend to all of C(SU,(2)) by continuity and linearity. Suppose
next that x € C(SU,(2)) is analytic of order —log(s)/2. The map r +— A(or(e'”, x))
then extends continuously to I and the extension is analytic on /. It follows that
A(x) is analytic of order — log(s)/2 as well. The desired formula for all z € I is
then a consequence of the identity theorem in complex analysis. ]

We now have the data needed in order to formally introduce the Lipschitz algeb-
ras associated to the unbounded selfadjoint operators 1Q D f and 1®DtV .Letx €
C(SU4(2)) ®min C(SUy(2)). We say that x is horizontally Lipschitz when

(1) x is analytic of order —log(g)/2 (with respect to 1 ® or.);
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(2) the bounded operator (1 ® UL)(q% , x) preserves the domain of 1 D ;

(3) the twisted commutator
18D - (1@ 01)(g?.x) — (1@ o1)(g ™%, x) - 1&D]T)
extends to a bounded operator, denoted (1 ® 85’ )(x), on the Hilbert space
L2(SU,(2)®L2(SU,(2))®2.
We say that x is vertically Lipschitz when
(1) x is analytic of order —log(z)/2 (with respect to 1 ® op);
(2) the bounded operator (1 ® oz )(¢ 3 , X) preserves the domain of 1® D} ;
(3) the twisted commutator
(1&D)) - (1@ 01)(t?,x) — (1@ 01)(t72,x) - 18D/
extends to a bounded operator, denoted (1 ® ))(x), on the Hilbert space
L?(SU,4(2))®L*(SU,(2))®2.
The Lipschitz algebra Lip,;(SU4(2) x SUy4(2)), then consists of the elements in
C(SU4(2)) ®min C(SUg(2)) which are both horizontally and vertically Lipschitz. We

record that the Lipschitz algebra Lip, (SUg(2) x SU,(2)) is a norm-dense *-subalg-
ebra of the minimal tensor product C(SU4(2)) ®min C(SUq(2)).

Lemma 4.6.5. For x € Lip,(SU,(2)) it holds that A(x) € Lip,(SU4(2) x SU4(2))
and we have the formulae (1 ®8§1)A(x) = A(af (x)) and (1Y) A(x) =AY (x)).

Proof. Let x € Lip,(SU,(2)) be given. We focus on showing that A(x) is horizont-
ally Lipschitz and that (1 ® 85’ JA(x) = A(af (x)), since the same argument applies
to the vertical case as well. First note that A(x) is analytic of order —log(g)/2 by
Lemma 4.6.4. Let £ € O(SU4(2)) ® O(SU,4(2))®? be an element in the core for
1®Df, and recall that (W* @ W*)(§) € O(SU4(2)) ® O(SU,(2))®2. Using Lem-
mas 4.6.1, 4.6.4 and (4.11) we then see that

(1 ®01)(g%, AX))(E) = Afor(g?, ) ()
=W e W)(1®oL(g, x)(W* & W*)(E) € Dom(1&DL).

Using this, another application of Lemmas 4.6.1, 4.6.4 and (4.11) shows that the
twisted commutator may be computed on £ as follows:

(1®DI) (1 ®01)(q?. AW)(E) — (1 ® o) (¢72. AX) (1D ()

=WaW)(1®DHo(gh,x)— 1®0.(g™2, x)DE)(W* & W*)(&)
=W e W)(1® ) (x)W* & W*)(E) = A0) (x))®).
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The result of the lemma now follows since A(Bf (x)) is a bounded operator and
since O(SU,4(2)) ® O(SU4(2))®? is a core for the selfadjoint unbounded operator
I®D f . ]

For £,¢ € L?(SU,4(2)) we let ¢¢ ¢: C(SU4(2)) — C denote the bounded linear
functional ¢¢ ¢ (x) := (£, p(x)¢). Let us moreover introduce the two bounded operat-
ors Tg and T¢: L2(SU,4(2))®2 — L2(SU,(2))®L?(SU4(2))®2 given by the formulae
Te(n) := & ® nand T¢(n) := ¢ ® n. We define the bounded operator

¢e.c ® 1:B(L*(SU4(2)®L*(SU4(2))9%) — B(L*(SU,(2))®?)

given by (¢gr ® 1)(z) := T;ZT;, and record that we have the estimate ||¢¢ ; ® 1]| <
€]l - II1¢]| on the operator norm.

The last result of the present section shows how the Lipschitz seminorm and the
coproduct interact with the slice maps just introduced. This result will be essential in
our analysis of the Berezin transform; see Proposition 6.3.6.

Proposition 4.6.6. For each £,¢ € L?(SU,(2)) and z € Lip,(SU,(2) x SU,(2)) it
holds that (¢pg,; ® 1)(z) € Lip,(SUq(2)) and we have the identities

81 (¢ ® (2) = (dee ® D1 ® 87)(z) and
3/ ((e.r ® D(2)) = (pee ® (1 ® 3])(2).

In particular, we have the estimate
LYY ((fee ® D(AX))) < NENNCN - LTE(x)
forall x € Lip,(SU,(2)).

Proof. Let &,¢ € L*>(SU,4(2)) and z € Lip,(SU,(2) x SU,(2)) be given. We focus
on showing that (¢¢ ¢ ® 1)(2) is vertically Lipschitz and that 8} ((¢s ¢ ® 1)(2)) =
(Pee @ D1 ® dY)(z). The analogous claim regarding the horizontal Dirac oper-
ator follows by a similar argument. Notice first that we have the inclusion T;DtV c
(1®D))T; of unbounded operators on L2(SU,(2))®2. Since the same inclusion
holds with T instead of T; we also obtain the inclusion T;(l@DtV yc< D) Tg* by
applying the adjoint operation. Secondly, since (¢g ¢ ® 1)(y1 ® y2) = Pe,c(¥1)y2
for y1, y2 € C(SU,(2)) it follows that

o1 (e, (der ® N1 ® y2)) = (¢ec ® DI ®op)(e, y1 ® y2) forallr € R,

and hence the same formula holds globally on C(SU;(2)) ®min C(SUy(2)) by linear-
ity and density. We thereby obtain that x := (¢¢¢ ® 1)(z) € C(SU4(2)) is analytic
of order —log(?)/2 (in the sense of Definition 3.6.1) and that we have the identity

or(e™,x) = (¢ee ® D1 ®@0L) (e, z) forallw € ;.
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It follows from the above observations that the bounded operator
1 1 1
op(t2,x) = ((Pg,g R N1 ®op)(t2,2) = T;(l ®op)(t2, Z)T;

preserves the domain of D). Moreover, we may compute as follows for any vector
n € Dom(D/):

DY -oL(t2. x)(n) = DY - TF(1 @ 01)(t2.2) Tz (n)
= T (18D)) - (1 ® 01)(12.2)T¢ (1)
= T (1®3)) ()T () + TF (1 ® o)t~ 2.2) - (1&D)) e ()
= (pe.c ® D1 ® 8))(2)() + 0,72, x) - D) (1)

This ends the proof of the first part of the lemma. The second part of the lemma
(regarding the estimate relating to the seminorm L3'2*) now follows immediately by
an application of Lemma 4.6.5. |

4.7 Conjugating the Dirac element with the fundamental unitary

The main technical tool for proving quantum Gromov—Hausdorff continuity for the
Podles spheres S [3, Theorem A] is a trivialisation of the “spinor bundle” A @ A, ',
implemented by the fundamental corepresentation unitary u:=u' € M, (® (SU4(2))).
Note that this trivialisation is not compatible with the Z/27Z-grading on the spinor
bundle. As in Section 4.2, we let 3°: O(S7) — B(H, ® H, ') denote the derivation
arising by taking the commutator with the Dabrowski—Sitarz Dirac operator; see [22].
In the work [3] we analysed the linear map §° := u3%u*, a key feature of which is that
it gives rise to the same seminorm as d° after composition with the operator norm.
Moreover, we saw in [3, Proposition 3.12] that §° can be described by means of the
right action of the quantum enveloping algebra U, (s11(2)) on the coordinate algebra
O(SU,4(2)).

To obtain quantum Gromov—Hausdorff continuity also at the level of quantum
SU(2), it is therefore relevant to analyse the analogue of §° in this context as well,
and we carry out the relevant details in this section. For the analysis below to work of
out we need the vertical and horizontal derivations to obey the same twisted Leibniz
rule. We thus focus exclusively on the special case where the two parameters ¢ and
q € (0, 1] agree, and consider the twisted *x-derivation (see Definition 3.2.1)

3 a2
0:=044 = (_agl _33) :0(SU4(2)) — M>(O(SU4(2))),
q

where the twists are given by dx and ;-1 so that d(xy) = 9(x)dx(y) + dx—1(x)3(y)
forall x,y € O(SU,(2)).
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Note that the twisted *-derivation 82 can be described by the formula

q—q!

9% =093 =
%8;2 forg =1,

{ L R q#1

q

so that d is defined entirely in terms of the left action of U, (s11(2)) on the coordin-
ate algebra @ (SU,(2)). The main point is to show that when 9 is conjugated with
the fundamental corepresentation unitary we obtain a twisted *-derivation which can
be expressed in terms of the right action of the quantum enveloping algebra. Recall
that for n € U, (su(2)), the right action of 1 is defined by the linear endomorph-
ism 8,: O(SU4(2)) — O(SU,4(2)) given by the formula 8, := ({n,-) ® 1)A, and in
this way we obtain three twisted derivations 81, §2, §3: ©O(SU,(2)) — O(SU,(2)) by
setting

85—, —1
$1i=gds, =g bsy ana §i= ] et 4!
%8;, forqg =1,

which are all twisted by the automorphisms 8; and 8;—1 so that § (xy) =8 (x)8x (y) +
8p—1(x)8'(y) forall x, y € O(SU,4(2)) and i € {1,2,3}. We now assemble this data
into a single twisted *-derivation

83 —52
§im (_51 _53) 0(3U,(2)) — M (98U, (2))).

where the twists are again given by §; and §;—1. Recalling that u = u! denotes the
fundamental corepresentation unitary, the main result of this section is the identity

ud(x)u* =§(x) forall x € O(SU,4(2)), (4.12)

which will play crucial role in our further analysis. The strategy for proving (4.12)
will be to first show that ud(—)u™ satisfies the same twisted Leibniz rule as §, thus
reducing the proof to verifying (4.12) on the generators of @(SU,(2)). To this end,
we will need the algebra automorphism v7D = Ok 0 0k: O(SU4(2)) — O(SU,4(2)).
Notice that it follows from the defining commutation relations in @ (SU,(2)) that

bx =v2(x)b and b*x = v 2Z(x)b* forallx € O(SU,(2)).  (4.13)

Before we proceed we will introduce some relevant notation: if o, 8: @(SU,(2)) —
O(SU,4(2)) are algebra automorphisms, we shall write

o, Xlg = y0(x) —o(x)y

for the twisted commutator between two elements x, y € O(SU,(2)).
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Lemma 4.7.1. We have the identities
sl 3y = (=o' () and [, ¥, = (1—gP)g~ b0 (x)
5 [b*,x]ak =b*(0x — 0p—1)(x) and 5,10 X1y, = b(9k — g—1)(x)
forall x € O(SU4(2)).

Proof. A direct computation reveals that the operation x > [a*, x]ak satisfies the
following twisted Leibniz rule:

sla® xyly, = 5. la* xly, - 0k (¥) + 8k (x) - 5. [a*, y]y, forallx,y € O(SU4(2)).

It moreover follows from (4.13) that the operation x +— bd!(x) satisfies the same
twisted Leibniz rule so that

b (xy) = b3 (x)0x (y) + Sk (x)bd' (y) forall x,y € O(SU4(2)).
In order to prove the first identity of the lemma, it thus suffices to check that
a*dp(x) — Sk (x)a* = (1 — ¢*)bd' (x)

for x € {a,a*, b, b*}. In these four cases, one may verify the relevant identity by a
straightforward computation. The second identity of the lemma can be proved by a
similar argument. The two last identities (those involving twisted commutators with b
and b*) follow immediately from (4.13). [

Lemma 4.7.2. We have the identities

5 [U: X1y, = (¢>-1) (q_(l)b* (I;) d(x) and

-1
by = @i (7 °)

forall x € O(SU,4(2)).

Proof. The relevant identities are trivially satisfied for ¢ = 1, so we focus on the
case where ¢ # 1 and let x € O(SU,(2)) be given. Applying the definition of the
fundamental corepresentation unitary u together with Lemma 4.7.1 we obtain that

N 5k[a*ax]ak U gk[bvx]ak
8k[ua'x]3k - (5k[b*,x]3k Sk[a’x]ak )
_ ( (1—-g*)bd'(x)  —qb(3 — 3k—1)(x))
b* (9 — d-1)(x) (1 =¢*)g™'b*3*(x)

0 b
=0 (e o) 000
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This proves the first identity of the lemma. The remaining identity then follows from
the first via the following computation:

-1
=i, )7

— = Sy )00 = el ey
=u*§p—1(x) — -1 (X)u* = B [14"‘,)c]5k_1 . [
We are now ready to show that the operation x — ud(x)u* is a twisted derivation.
Proposition 4.7.3. It holds that
ud(xy)u* = ud(x)u* S (y) + Sp—1 (x)ud(y)u*
forallx,y € O(SU,4(2)).
Proof. Letx,y € O(SU,(2)) be given. We compute that
ud(xy)u* = ud(x)oe (Vu” + udp—1(x)(y)u*
= ud(x)u*ud (Y)u™ + udg—1 (x)u*ud(y)u*
= ud(xX)u* 8k (y) + Sp—1 ()ud(y)u*
+ ud(x)u* - 8k[u, y]aku* —u- ak_l[u*,x]sk_lua(y)u*.

Notice now that

0 q7'b g~ 'bb* ab «f O b
* u= =1 %3 * =u —1p%* .
b 0 q 'a*b gb*h q b* 0

Thus, applying Lemma 4.7.2 we obtain that

b
ud(u® g [u, yly u* = (¢* — Dud(x)u* (q_(l)b* 0) o(y)u*

—1
= (¢? — Dudx) (bo* 7 ”) ud(yyu®

=y 0ty b
This proves the proposition. |

We are now ready to verify that u conjugates 0 into §.

Proposition 4.7.4. It holds that ud(x)u* = 8(x) for all x € O(SUg(2)).
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Proof. Using Proposition 4.7.3 we see that the operations x — ud(x)u™ and x
6(x) satisfy the same twisted Leibniz rule. Since they also behave in the same way
with respect to the adjoint operation, it therefore suffices to verify the required identity
on the generators a, b € O(SUy(2)). To treat the case ¢ = 1 and ¢ < 1 on the same

footing, we define
=[1/2]g = 1
K- q ql2 4+ ¢-1/2’

so that 33(a) = pa and 93(h) = ub. The two relations may now be proven by a
straightforward computation, indeed:

«_(a* —qb\[ n-a 0 a b
nota _(b* a )(—qib* —M-a)(—qb* a*)

w-a*a? +q2bb*a g% -bab* w-a ab+q2bb b+qu - baa
w-b*a? q2ab*a—|—qu a*b*  p-b*ab— qzab b—pu-a?

p-d qzb):8(a), and
0 —U-a

«_(a* —qb w-b 0 a b
ud(b)u _(b* a )(q—ia* _M.b)(—qb* a*

Ww-a*ba— q2ba a—q?u-b*b*  p-a*b? q%ba*b—l—q,u b2%a*
u-b* ba—l—q_faa a+qu-abb* w-b*b>+q~ Zaa*b— u-aba*

:(_f‘{b 0 ):8(19). =
g 2a p-b

We now have the tools needed to properly investigate the quantum metric space
structure on SU,(2), and we proceed to do so in the following chapter.



