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A Borel-Weil theorem for the quantum Grassmannians
Alessandro Carotenuto, Colin Mrozinski, and Réamonn O Buachalla

Abstract. We establish a noncommutative generalisation of the Borel-Weil theorem for the cel-
ebrated Heckenberger—Kolb calculi of the quantum Grassmannians. The result is formulated in the
framework of quantum principal bundles and noncommutative complex structures, and generalises
previous work of a number of authors on quantum projective space. As a direct consequence we get
a novel noncommutative differential geometric presentation of the twisted Grassmannian coordinate
ring studied in noncommutative projective geometry. A number of applications to the noncommut-
ative Kidhler geometry of the quantum Grassmannians are also given.
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1. Introduction

The Borel-Weil theorem [55] is an elegant geometric procedure for constructing all unit-
ary irreducible representations of a compact Lie group. The construction realises each
representation as the space of holomorphic sections of a line bundle over a flag mani-
fold. It is a highly influential result in the representation theory of Lie groups and since
the discovery of quantum groups has inspired a number of noncommutative generalisa-
tions. Important examples include the derived functor approach of Andersen, Polo, and
Wen [1], the quantum coordinate algebra approaches of Parshall and Wang [54], and
Mimachi, Noumi, and Yamada [49, 50], the approach of Biedenharn and Lohe [8] based
on g-bosons, the coherent state approach of Juréo and St ovicek [32], and the compact
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quantum group approach of Gover and Zhang [24]. Moreover, in [4, 5], Kremnizer and
Backelin generalised Beilinson—Bernstein localisation (itself a far-reaching generalisation
of the Borel-Weil theorem) to the setting of quantum flag manifolds.

In the classical setting the holomorphic sections of a line bundle over a flag mani-
fold are the same as its Borel invariant sections. Very roughly speaking, the above works
generalise the Borel invariant description without introducing any formal noncommutat-
ive notion of holomorphicity. In recent years, however, the study of differential graded
algebras over the quantum flag manifolds @,(G/Ls) has yielded a much better under-
standing of their noncommutative complex geometry. Subsequent work on the Borel-Weil
theorem for quantum groups has used the notion of a complex structure on a differen-
tial x-calculus to generalise the Koszul-Malgrange presentation of holomorphic vector
bundles [38]. This direction of research was initiated by Majid in his influential paper
on the Podles§ sphere [44]. It was continued by Khalkhali, Landi, van Suijlekom, and
Moatadelro in [34-36] where the definitions of a complex structure and a noncommutat-
ive holomorphic vector bundle were introduced and the family of examples extended to
include quantum projective space O, (CP"). The same notion of holomorphic structure
would later appear independently in the work of Beggs and Smith on noncommutative
coherent sheaves [6].

The differential calculi used in the above works are those identified by Heckenber-
ger and Kolb in their remarkable classification of calculi over the irreducible quantum
flag manifolds [27]. This is one of the most important results in the study of the non-
commutative geometry of quantum groups, and a touchstone for future theory. In the last
years remarkable progress has been made in our understanding of the Heckenberger—Kolb
calculi, in particular in our understanding of their noncommutative complex and Kéhler
geometry, see for example [45, 52, 53]. Of particular relevance to this paper is the recent
proof that every homogeneous vector module over an irreducible quantum flag manifold
04(G/Ls) admits a unique left @, (G)-covariant holomorphic structure [19]. For the spe-
cial case of quantum projective space O4(SU,/U,—1) this reduces to the holomorphic
structures explicitly constructed in [34-36, 44], giving them a conceptual presentation.
Thus it is natural to ask if the g-deformed Borel-Weil theorem for quantum projective
space extends to all the irreducible quantum flag manifolds. In this paper we show that this
is indeed the case for the A-series examples, which is to say, the quantum Grassmannians.

We approach the problem using the framework of quantum principal bundles. This
means that the paper is closer in form to [34, 44] rather than [35, 36], where Dabrowski
and D’ Andrea’s spectral triple presentation of the quantum projective space calculus was
used. We start by taking the direct sum of all line bundles over the quantum Grassmannian
O4(Gry, ). This forms a @ (Uy)-principal comodule algebra which we call the quantum
Grassmann sphere. For quantum projective space it reduces to the odd-dimensional quan-
tum sphere, and for the special case of the quantum projective line, we recover the cel-
ebrated quantum Hopf fibration over the Podles$ sphere. In order to construct a differen-
tial structure for the Hopf—Galois extension O4(Gry,n) < O4(S™™), we generalise the
approach introduced in [51]. Explicitly, we exploit the well-known connection between
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coquasi-triangular structures and bicovariant differential first-order calculi [7, 31, 37] to
construct a quantum principal bundle structure for the Hopf—Galois extension

O4(Grp m) = Og(S™™).

This allows us to induce the holomorphic structures of the line bundles & from a prin-
cipal connection for the bundle, and it is this picture that allows us to prove our quantum
generalisation of the Borel-Weil theorem.

Throughout the paper we adopt a quantum coordinate algebra approach, using the
FRT-construction of O,(SU,) and its coquasi-triangular structure. Indeed, with a view
to minimising the necessary preliminaries, the quantised enveloping algebra U, (sl,) is
discussed only in an expository appendix. As such, for the comodule classification and
the Peter—Weyl decomposition of O,(SU,) we follow the quantum minor formulation
of Mimachi, Noumi, and Yamada. This approach fits particularly well with the quantum
Grassmannians: the algebra O,(S™™) is generated as a x-algebra by certain quantum
minors of length n — m, and endowing the minors and their conjugates with degree 1
and —1 respectively recovers the Z-grading of O,(S™"™). Moreover, the holomorphic
elements of each line bundle &; are precisely the degree-k elements of the homogen-
eous coordinate ring S, (Gry ), giving a geometric realisation of the Borel coinvariant
presentation of the corresponding irreducible O, (S U, )-comodule.

An important motivation of the paper is to further explore the connections between the
quantum coordinate algebras O, (G/Lys) and their twisted homogeneous coordinate ring
counterparts S;(G/Lg) in noncommutative projective geometry [3, 56]. For the special
case of the quantum Grassmannians, these rings are deformations of the Pliicker embed-
ding homogeneous coordinate ring and are important examples in the theory of quantum
cluster algebras [35,36]. The quantum Grassmannian Borel-Weil theorem gives us a direct
g-deformation of the classical ample line bundle presentation of S, (Gry ;). This directly
generalises the work of [34-36] for quantum projective space, and gives us an import-
ant point of contact between noncommutative differential geometry and noncommutative
projective geometry (see [6] for a discussion of what a noncommutative generalisation of
the classical GAGA correspondence might look like). Another important application of the
quantum Grassmannian Borel-Weil theorem is to the study of the noncommutative Kihler
geometry of O, (Gry,,). The given cohomological information allows us to identify which
line bundles over O, (Gry,,) are positive and which are negative. Moreover, it allows us
to conclude that twisting the Dolbeault-Dirac operator of O4(Gr, ) by a negative line
bundle produces a Fredholm operator, which is to say, it allows us to conclude analytic
behaviour from purely geometric information [18].

The paper naturally leads to a number of future projects. In particular, we highlight
the task of extending the Borel-Weil theorem to all irreducible quantum flag manifolds,
as well as the more general question of calculating the cohomology of general covariant
holomorphic modules [19, Remark 4.7].

The paper is organised as follows: In Section 2, we recall a number of basic Hopf
algebraic constructions: Hopf—Galois extensions, principal comodule algebras, quantum
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homogeneous spaces, and Takeuchi’s equivalence for relative Hopf modules. We recall
how such structures interact with differential calculi, focusing on the theory of quantum
principal bundles. We also present some more recent material about complex structures,
and holomorphic structures.

In Section 3 we introduce the notion of a principal pair, a formal structure that abstracts
the algebraic properties of the quantum Grassmann sphere @4 (S™"™). This is a special
type of Hopf-Galois extension B = P where P and B are assumed to be quantum
homogeneous A-spaces, for some Hopf algebra A. We then introduce a robust set of results
for constructing quantum principal bundles and principal connections from principal pairs.

In Section 4, we recall the FRT-construction of O, (S Uy,), the construction of the quan-
tum Grassmannians O, (Gry, ), and the quantum Grassmann spheres O, (S™™), as quan-
tum homogeneous spaces, and recall a set of generators for both spaces. Moreover, we
present the @ (U;)-Hopf—Galois extension O4(Gry,.n) — O4(S™™) as a principal pair,
and construct an explicit strong principal connection for the bundle.

In Sections 4 and 5, we use the coquasi-triangular quantum Killing form, and its asso-
ciated bicovariant calculus, to construct a distinguished quotient calculus £2 }](S U,,m)
which restricts to the Heckenberger—Kolb calculus on @,(Gry ;). Moreover, using the
general results of Section 3, we show that ch1 (SU,, m) induces a quantum principal
bundle structure on the Hopf—Galois extensions Og4(Gry ) < O4(S™™). The univer-
sal principal connection introduced in Section 3 is then shown to restrict to a principal
connection for the bundle.

In Section 6, we prove the main result of the paper, which describes the holomorphic
sections of the holomorphic line bundles & introduced in [20].

Theorem (Borel-Weil). Defining the space of holomorphic sections of the line bundle &y,
to be the O4(S Uy, )-module

HY(6r) = ker(dg, : €k > 2OV ®0,(r,.m) Ek)-

it holds that
H (&) = Viw, »  Hy(E—x) =0,

forallk € Zso, where Vg, . is the Og(SUy)-comodule corresponding to the partition
(k,k,...,k)of lengthn —m.

We then use this theorem to give a novel presentation of S;(Gry ) generalising the
classical ample bundle presentation of the homogeneous coordinate ring of the Grassman-
nian.

Finally, in Section 7 we summarise some recent applications of the Borel-Weil the-
orem to the study of the noncommutative Kéhler structures of the quantum Grassmannians
[14,18,20]. In particular, we show how the general theory of Kahler structures allows us
to extend the Borel-Weil theorem for positive line bundles to a quantum generalisation
of the Bott—Borel-Weil theorem, and how to produce Dolbeault-Dirac Fredholm modules
by tensoring with a negative line bundle.
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2. Preliminaries on differential calculi and quantum principal
bundles

We begin with a presentation of the necessary results on quantum group noncommutat-
ive geometry, namely the theory of covariant differential calculi and quantum principal
bundles. All this material is by now quite well known, and a more detailed presentation
can be found in the recent monograph [7].

Throughout this section (and indeed the paper) all algebras will be unital and defined
over the complex numbers. For all Hopf algebras we denote comultiplication by A, the
counit by &, the antipode by S, the unit by 1, and multiplication m, moreover we use
Sweedler notation. Hopf algebras will always be assumed to have bijective antipodes. For
a Hopf algebra A, we denote at := a — e(a)1, for a € A, we denote V't = V N ker(e),
for V' a subspace of A, and 04 denotes the cotensor product over A.

2.1. Differential calculi and complex structures

We begin with a presentation of the general theory of differential calculi, complex struc-
tures, and their covariant versions over comodule algebras.

2.1.1. Differential calculi. A differential calculus (2°® >~ @kez>0 Qk . d) is a differential
graded algebra (dg-algebra) which is generated in degree 0 as a dg-algebra, that is to say,
it is generated as an algebra by the elements a, db, for a,b € Q0. For a given algebra B,
a differential calculus over B is a differential calculus such that B = Q0. A differential
x-calculus over a x-algebra B is a differential calculus over B such that the x-map of B

extends to a (necessarily unique) conjugate linear involutive map * : Q°® — Q¢ satisfying
d(w*) = (dw)*, and

(@ AV)* = (=D v* Aw*, forallw € QF, v e Q.

A differential calculus Q° over a left A-comodule algebra P is said to be covariant
if the coaction Ay : P — A ® P extends to a (necessarily unique) A-comodule algebra
structure Ay : Q° — A ® Q°, with respect to which the differential d is a left A-comodule
map. Covariance for a right A-comodule algebra is defined analogously. See [7, Section 1]
for a more detailed discussion of differential calculi.

2.1.2. First-order differential calculi. A first-order differential calculus over an algebra
B is a pair (Q!,d), where Q! is a B-bimodule and d : B — Q! is a linear map for which
the Leibniz rule holds

d(ab) = a(db) + (da)b, a.b € B,

and for which Q! is generated as a left B-module by those elements of the form db,
for b € B. The universal first-order differential calculus over B is the pair (21 (B),d,),
where Q1 (B) is the kernel of the multiplication map mp : B ® B — B endowed with the
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obvious bimodule structure, and d,, is the map defined by
dy:B—QL(B), b—>10b—b®I1.

Every first-order differential calculus over B is of the form (! (B)/N, proj o dy), where
N is a B-sub-bimodule of Q! (B), and

proj : Q. (B) — QL(B)/N

is the canonical quotient map. This gives a bijective correspondence between calculi and
sub-bimodules of 9114 (B). For any subalgebra B’ C B, the restriction of a first-order dif-
ferential calculus over B to B’ is the first-order differential calculus Q!(B’) € Q1 (B)
over B’ generated by the elements db, for b € B’.

We say that a differential calculus (I'®, dr) extends a first-order calculus (Q!,dg) if
there exists a bimodule isomorphism ¢ : Q! — T'! such that dp = ¢ o dg. Any first-order
calculus admits an extension 2° which is maximal in the sense that there exists a unique
differential map from Q° onto any other extension of Q1 see [7, Section 1.5] for details.
We call this extension the maximal prolongation of the first-order calculus.

2.1.3. Complex structures. We now recall the definition of a complex structure as intro-
duced in [6, 34]. This abstracts the properties of the de Rham complex of a classical
complex manifold [30].

Definition 2.1. A complex structure Q(**) for a differential s-calculus (Q°,d) is an Zzzo‘
algebra grading @, p)ez2, Q@ for Q* such that, for all (a,b) € Z2, it holds that
k _ ,b
(1 QF = @a+b=k Q@ )’
) (Q@by*x = Qb
3) dQ@b) c Q@T1h) ¢ Q@b+D forall (a,b) € Z2,,

We call an element of @?) an (a, b)-form. For the projections

. Qa+b+1 N Q(a+1,b) . Qa+b+1 N Q(a,b—i-l)

Projqo+1.6) Projqab+1n

we denote
d| b = Pprojoe+is od, 9|gub = Projos+n o d.

These definitions imply the identities
d=0+409, dod=-000, 9 =203*=0,

which is to say, (@(a,b)ezgo Qb g 5) is a double complex. Moreover, both d and

9 satisfy the graded Leibniz rule and one has d(w*) = (dw)*, and 3(0*) = (dw)*, for
all € Q°. The opposite complex structure of a complex structure Q(**) is the Zzzo-
algebra grading Q(**, defined by Q@?) := Q®-9) for (a,b) € Zéo.
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For Q° a covariant differential x-calculus Q° over a left A-comodule algebra P, we
say that a complex structure for Q° is covariant if the Zio—decomposition is a decom-
position in AMod, which is to say, if Q@D s a left A-sub-comodule of Q°, for each
(a,b) € Zxp. A direct consequence of covariance is that the maps d and 9 are left A-
comodule maps.

2.1.4. Connections and holomorphic structures. We now recall the definition of a non-
commutative holomorphic vector bundle, as defined in [6, 34]. A vector bundle over B
will mean a finitely generated projective left B-modules. A line bundle over B will be an
invertible B-bimodule &, where invertible means that there exists another B-bimodule &V
such that & ® g ¥ ~ Y ®p & ~ B. Note that any such & is automatically projective
as a left B-module, and so, a line bundle is automatically a vector bundle. Building on
this idea we define noncommutative holomorphic vector bundles via the classical Koszul—
Malgrange characterisation of holomorphic bundles [38].

For Q° a differential calculus over an algebra B, and ¥ a left B-module, a connection
on ¥ isa C-linearmap V : ¥ — Q! ®p F satisfying

Vbf)=db® f +bVf, forallbeB, feF.

With respect to a choice 2(**) of complex structure on Q°, a (0, 1)-connection for ¥
is a connection with respect to the differential calculus (2%, 9).
Any connection can be extendedtoamap V: Q°* ®p F — Q°* ®p F uniquely defined
by
Vo f)=do® f+(DwAVS forfef, weQ,

for a homogeneous form w with degree |w|. The curvature of a connection is the left
B-module map V2 : ¥ — Q2 ®p F. A connection is said to be flat if V> = 0. Since
V(0 ® f)=w A V2(f), aconnection is flat if and only if the pair (Q° ®p F,V) is a
complex.

Definition 2.2. For an algebra B, a holomorphic vector bundle over B is a pair (¥, 7).
where ¥ is a finitely generated projective left B-module, and the map d¢ : ¥ —Q 0D @p
F is a flat (0, 1)-connection, which we call the holomorphic structure for (¥, 0% ).

Note that for any fixed a € Zx, a holomorphic vector bundle (¥, 9 ) has a naturally
associated complex B
oy Q(a,') ®Rp F — Q(dﬂ) ®p F.

For any b € Z>¢, we denote by Hg(a’b)(ff7 ) the hth-cohomology group of this complex.

2.2. Principal comodule algebras

A right H-comodule algebra (P, AR) is said to be an H -Hopf-Galois extension of B :=
P ifformp : P ®p P — P the multiplication of P, a bijection is given by

can:= (mp ®id)o(id® Agr) : P®p P - P ® H.
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The Hopf-Galois condition is equivalent to exactness of the sequence
0> PRLBP S QL) S PoHY >0, 2.1)
where Q) (B) is the restriction of QL (P) to B, ¢ is the inclusion map, and
Ver := can o projg

with projp the restriction to . (P) of the canonical projection P ® P — P ®p P. We
call the map ver the vertical projection.
We say that P is faithfully flat as a right B-module if the functor

P ®p —: pMod — Modc

preserves and reflects exact sequences. Faithful flatness as a left B-module is defined
analogously.

Definition 2.3. A principal right H-comodule algebra is a right H-comodule algebra
(P, Ag) such that P is a Hopf-Galois extension of B := P<() and P is faithfully flat
as a right and left B-module.

In most cases, directly verifying the requirements of this definition proves impractical.
The following theorem gives a workable reformulation.

Definition 2.4. For a right H-comodule algebra (P, AR), a principal £-map is a linear
map{: H - P ® P satisfying

(1) €(1g) =1p Q lp,
(2) mpol =cepglp,
(3) U ®idg)oAg = (idp ® Ag) oL,
@) (dg ® £)o Ay = (AL ®idp) o,
where, for flip: P ® H — H ® P the flipmap, Ay := (S ® id) o flip o Ag.

As shown in [9, 11], a right H-comodule algebra (P, Ag) is principal if and only if
there exists a principal {-map £ : H - P ® P.

We finish with a special type of comodule algebra which plays an important role in
this paper. Let 7 : A — H be a surjective Hopf algebra map between Hopf algebras A
and H. The coaction Agr := (id® 7)o A: A —> A® H, gives A the structure of a
right H-comodule algebra. The associated space of coinvariant elements B := A®°) jg
called a quantum homogeneous space if A is faithfully flat as a right B-module. As is well
known, if H is cosemisimple then faithful flatness is automatic, in fact the pair (4, Ag) is
a principal comodule algebra (see [20, Section 3.3] for a more detailed discussion). Note
that for the special case of # = ¢ : A — C, which we call the trivial quantum homogeneous
space, it holds that B = A.
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2.3. Quantum principal bundles

A non-universal first-order differential calculus on P is said to be right H -covariant if the
following (necessarily unique) map is well defined

AR :QY(P) > Q' (P)® H. pdq v+ poydqe) ® pa)qa)-

(Covariance for a first-order differential calculus over a left comodule algebra is defined
similarly). The following definition, due to Brzeziriski and Majid [7, 13], presents suffi-
cient criteria for the existence of a non-universal version of the sequence (2.1).

Definition 2.5. Let H be a Hopf algebra. A quantum principal H -bundle consists of a
pair (P, Q' (P)), where (P, AR) is aright H-comodule algebra and Q! (P) is a right-H -
covariant calculus, such that:

(1) P is a Hopf-Galois extension of B = peoH)

(2) If N € QL(P) is the sub-bimodule of the universal calculus corresponding to
Q!(P), we have ver(N) = P ® I, for some Ad-sub-comodule right ideal

I CH" :=ker(se: H— C),
where Ad: H — H ® H is defined by Ad(h) := h) ® S(hqa))h)-

Denoting by 1 (B) the restriction of Q!(P)to B,and A (H):= H /I, the quantum
principal bundle definition implies that an exact sequence is given by

0— PQYB)P S Q' (P) S P AYH) — 0,

where by abuse of notation ver denotes the map induced on Q! (P) by identifying Q! (P)
as a quotient of Q1 (P).

Definition 2.6. A principal connection for a quantum principal H-bundle (P, Q!(P)) is
a left P-module, right H -comodule, projection IT : Q! (P) — Q! (P) satisfying

ker(IT) = PQY(B)P.
A principal connection IT is called strong if (id — IT1)(dP) € Q(B)P.

The existence of a principal connection is equivalent to the existence of a left P-
module, right H -comodule, splitting s : P ® A'(H) — Q' (P) of the vertical projection
ver. Explicitly, the equivalence is determined by

I(w) = s(ver(a))), for w € Q1(P).

Specialising to the universal setting, consider a Hopf—Galois extension B = P ) and
a principal £-map £ : H — P ® P. Then a left P-module, right H-comodule, splitting
s: P ® HY — QL(P) of the vertical projection is given by

s¢:= (mp®id)o (i[d® ) : P ® H — QL(P).
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The associated universal principal connection IT; = sy o ver is strong, and moreover, this
association gives a bijective correspondence between principal £-maps and strong prin-
cipal connections [9, 11]. Thus we see that the existence of a strong universal principal
connection for a comodule algebra is equivalent to the comodule algebra being principal.
(For an expository presentation of this equivalence, as well as the general theory of prin-
cipal comodule algebras, we recommend the notes [12, Section VII]).

2.4. Connections from principal connections
Denoting by pMod the category of left P-modules, we define a functor
U AMod — pMod, Ve POgyV,

which acts on morphisms y : V — W as W(y) = id ® y. For any ¥ := ¥(V'), we can
use principal connections to define a connection V : ¥ — Q1(B) ® g F . Note first that
we have a natural embedding

j:QYB)®p F — QYB)PORYV,

given by the multiplication map. A strong principal connection IT defines a connection V
on ¥ by

V:iF Q' B)®sF. Y pi®uvi 7 ((id-(dp) ®v;).
i

Indeed, since d and the projection IT are both right H-comodule maps, their composition
(id — IT) o d is a right H -comodule map. Hence the image of (id — IT) o d is contained in
J(QY(B) ®p F) and V defines a connection.

Finally, we consider the special case where P is endowed with a left A-coaction
giving it the structure of an (A, H)-bicomodule. If the principal connection IT is a left
A-comodule map, then we see that the connection V will also be left A-comodule map.
This will be the case for all the connections considered in this paper.

2.5. Some categorical equivalences

We denote by gMod the category of relative Hopf modules, that is, the category whose
objects Ay, : F — A ® F are left A-comodules, endowed with a left B-module structure
such that, forall f € ¥,b € B,wehave Ap(bf) = ApL(b)AL(f), and whose morphism
are left A-comodule, left B-module, maps. Moreover, we denote by 7 Mod the category
whose objects are left H-comodules, and whose morphisms are left H-comodule maps.
Consider the functor ® : §Mod — #Mod, defined by ®(F) := ¥ /BT F, where the left
H -comodule structure of ®(F) is given by

ALlf] = n(f-p) ® [f0]

(with square brackets denoting the coset of an element in ®(F)). In the other direction,
using the cotensor product we can define the functor W : #Mod — gMod by setting
(V) := AOgV, where the left B-module and left A-comodule structures of W(V') are
defined on the first tensor factor, and if y is a morphism in 7 Mod, then ¥(y) :=id ® y.
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As established in [58, Theorem 1], an adjoint equivalence of categories between éMod
and #Mod, which we call Takeuchi’s equivalence, is given by the functors ® and ¥ with
the unit natural isomorphism

U:F > Vod(F), [+~ fin® Ll 2.2)

and the counit natural isomorphism

1

C:DPoWY(V)—>V, [Zai@)vi]l—)Ze(ai)vi. 2.3)

In what follows, when it is not clear from the context, we will put a subscript to Takeuchi’s
functors to specify in which module category we are working, so for example ®p will
denote Takeuchi’s functor ® with domain f;Mod.

Consider next the category gModB whose objects are formed by endowing objects
F e gMod with a right B-module structure, giving & the structure of a B-bimodule
satisfying Az (fb) = AL (f)A(b), forall b € B, f € ¥, and whose morphisms are left
A-comodule and B-bimodule maps. Consider also the category 7 Modp whose objects
are left H-comodules Ay : V — H ® V and right B-modules, satisfying

Ar(vb) = v(_l)n(b(l)) ® v(o)b(2)7

and whose morphisms are left H-comodule and right B-module maps. For any ¥ €
gModB, we endow O(F) with the right B-module structure [ fb := [fb], for f € F,
b € B. Moreover, we endow W (1) with a right B-module structure by setting

(Zai ® vi)b = Zaib(l) ® (vib(2)).

forany b € B, and any Zi a; ® v; € Ay V. These definitions allow us to extend Takeu-
chi’s equivalence to an equivalence between g‘ModB and ¥ Modp.

Denote by gModo the full sub-category of gModB whose objects ¥ satisfy the iden-
tity ¥ BT = BT ¥ . Moreover, denote by 7 Mod, the full subcategory of #Modp con-
sisting of those objects endowed with the trivial right B-action, which is to say, those
objects V for which v <b = g(b)v, forall v € V,and b € B. (This category is clearly iso-
morphic to H Mod). As explained in [53, Corollary 2.5], Takeuchi’s equivalence restricts
to an equivalence between ﬁModo and 7 Mod.

For the special case of the trivial quantum homogeneous space we get an equivalence
between the categories jModA and Mody. In this case we denote @ by F, and W by
A ® — (note that for this special case the cotensor product reduces to the usual tensor
product over C). When discussing bicovariant differential calculi in Section 2.7 we find it
useful to consider the category of Hopf bimodules j{f‘Modﬁ, whose objects are objects of
j{f‘ModA endowed with a right A-comodule structure satisfying the obvious compatibility
relations, and whose morphisms are A-bimodule, A-bicomodule, maps. This category is
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equivalent to Zyi)ﬁ the category of Yetter—Drinfeld modules over A, which is to say the
category whose objects are right A-module right A-comodules V' satisfying

V)am) ® vayaey = (Wh)o) ® hay(vhy)a)y, a€ A, veV,

and whose morphisms are right A-module right A-comodule morphisms. Explicitly, for
any ¥ € ﬁModﬁ we endow F(¥') with the right adjoint A-comodule structure

FF) = FF) A, [fl= ol ®S(f-n)fu).

and for V' € ZyéDﬁ, we endow A ® V' with the tensor product right A-coaction.

2.6. Covariant first-order differential calculi

For A a Hopf algebra, and B a left A-comodule algebra, a first-order differential calculus
Q1(B) over B is said to be left A-covariant if there exists a left A-coaction

A QY(B) > A® QY(B)
(which is necessarily unique) satisfying
Ap(bdb') = Ap(b)(id ® d)AL ("), forall b,b’ € B. 24

A differential calculus over B is said to be left A-covariant if it admits a left A-coaction
satisfying the obvious analogue of (2.4). The maximal prolongation of a covariant first-
order calculus is automatically covariant.

For any quantum homogeneous space B = A°°H) 4 covariant first-order differential
calculus over B is naturally an object in ﬁModB. Moreover, an isomorphism in ¥ Modp
is given by

0:®(Q4(B)) > BT, [bdb] > e(b)(d)T. (2.5)

As established in [29] (see also [44]) we can use ¢ to classify covariant first-order differ-
ential calculi in terms of subobjects I € BT in 7 Modp. Explicitly, for a B-sub-bimodule
N C QL(B) the corresponding ideal is given by o (®(N)) = I. This gives us the com-
mutative diagram

QI(B) (id®0)oU Ay V(B),
|
(id®[1oAL

B

where V(B)=B™"/I and || : BT — V(B) denotes the canonical projection map. Moreover
by abuse of notation o denotes the projection of the map (2.5) to the non-universal calculus
Ql(B).

For the special case B = A, the classification of covariant first-order differential calculi
discussed above reduces to Woronowicz’s celebrated classification [60] which gives a
bijection between covariant first-order differential calculi over 4 and right ideals of A™.
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Consider next the restriction of a left A-covariant right H -covariant first-order differ-
ential calculus '(A) to a (necessarily left A-covariant) first-order differential calculus
on B. This gives us the following commutative diagram in the category 4Mod:

(id®0) o Ug1 “@

Ql(A) A® A (A)
] o
Q'(B) AOpV(B),

(id®0) °U91(B)

where 1 : Q1(B) — Q1(4) and /' : V(B) — A'(A) are the evident inclusions. Recall that
the antipode of H implements an equivalence between the categories of left and right H -
comodules. Explicitly, any V € #Mod can be endowed with a right H-coaction Ag g
defined by

AR.a (V) :==v0) ® S(v(~1)), foranyveV.

An important point to note is that endowing V(B) with its right H-comodule structure
makes the inclusion
! V(B) = AY(A)

aright H-comodule map. See [44] for a detailed discussion of these results.

2.7. Coquasi-triangular structures and bicovariant calculi

Continuing with the special case of B = A, we say that a first-order differential calculus
QL (A) is bicovariant if it is both left and right A-covariant and satisfies

(id® Ag,4)oApL 4= (AL,4®id) o AR 4,

Using the equivalence of the category of Hopf bimodules and the category of Yetter—
Drinfeld modules it is possible to identify those ideals I € A™ that give bicovariant calculi
[60, Theorem 1.8]. Explicitly, a left-covariant first-order calculus Q1(A) is bicovariant if
and only if the corresponding ideal I € A™ is a subcomodule of A™ with respect to the
(right) adjoint coaction

Adg : AT 5> AT R A4, a— ap) ® S(aqgylag).
When considering left-covariant first-order calculi over Hopf algebras we use the notation
AY(A) = AT/I.

Definition 2.7. We say that a Hopf algebra A is coquasi-triangular if it is equipped with a
convolution-invertible linear map r : A ® A — C obeying, for all a, b, ¢ € A, the relations

rab®c)=r(a®ca)rd ®cqp). r@®bc) =r(aqy ®c)r(ap) ®b).
r(a(l) 29 b(l))a(z)b(z) = r(a(z) 024 b(z))b(l)a(l), r(a (04 1) = r(l (04 a) = e(a).
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For any a € A, we have a linear map
0a:A—=C, brr(ag ®buy)r(bp @ aw)).
For a finite-dimensional subcoalgebra C C A, consider the subspace
Ic :=1{b e A" | Qu(b) =0, foralla € C}.

A direct calculation confirms that I¢ is a right ideal of AT. Moreover, I¢ is an Ad-
subcomodule of A™ for every subcoalgebra C [37, Section 10.1.3]. Hence there exists a
bicovariant calculus over A for every subcoalgebra C C A.

3. Principal pairs and Takeuchi’s equivalence

In this section we introduce the notion of a principal pair of Hopf algebra maps, and
show how one can construct quantum principal bundles from them. This serves as our
formal framework for investigating the quantum Grassmannian sphere and the quantum
Grassmannians in Sections 5.3 and 6.

3.1. Principal pairs

In this subsection we introduce the notion of a principal pair of surjective Hopf algeb-
ras maps. As explained below, this generalises the definition of a homogeneous principal
comodule algebra, and comes with an associated generalisation of Takeuchi’s equivalence.
It provides the general framework in terms of which the results of Section 3.3 below are
presented. We begin with a technical lemma necessary for the statement of the definition
of a principal pair.

Lemma 3.1. Let A and K be two Hopf algebras, and nx : A — K a Hopf algebra map,
with associated right K-coaction Agr x : A — A ® K. For any right K-subcomodule
subalgebra P C A, it holds that

(1) T := ng(P) is a sub-bialgebra of K,

(2) T is the smallest subspace of K for which Ag x(P) S P ®T,

(3) AR,k restricts to a coaction A : P - P®T.
Proof. (1) Since mg is an algebra map, it is clear that 7 is a subalgebra of K. Since P
is a left coideal of A, as well as a right K-subcomodule of A, we can write A(p), for

any p € P, as a linear combination of elements in P ® P and elements in A ® ker(rg).
Thus for any ¢t = g (p) € T, we see that

A@t) = A(mk(p)) = ik (pay) ® mk(p2)) € nk(P) @ nk (P) =T Q T.

(2) Since P is a left coideal of A, we see that, for any p € P,

Ark(p) = pa) ®k(pe) € PRT.
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Thus Ar,xk(P) € P ® T.Let T’ C T be a subspace satisfying Ag x(P) € P ® T’. For
any p € P, we see that

nk(p) = (e ®id)(pa1) ® 7k (P2))) = (e ®id) o Ar x(p) € T'.

Thus 7 € T’, meaning that 7’ = T is the smallest subspace satisfying Ag x (P)C P QT.
(3) This follows directly from (2). [

Definition 3.2. For A, H, K a triple of Hopf algebras, a principal pair is a pair of sur-
jective Hopf algebra maps (7 : A — H, g : A — K) such that

(1) P := A°H) j5 a quantum homogeneous A-space,

(2) P is aright K-subcomodule of A,

(3) T = ng(P) is a Hopf subalgebra of K,

(4) denoting by Ag, 7 the restriction of Ag g to P, the pair (P, Ag,) is a principal

comodule algebra,
(5) B := PeoK) = goolK),

Note that for the special case of H = K and m = mg, we recover a homogeneous
principal comodule algebra.

We now introduce a novel variation on Takeuchi’s equivalence for principal pairs.
Generalising the category of relative Hopf modules we have the following category.

Definition 3.3. Let A, H, K be a triple of Hopf algebras, (m : A - H,ng : A —> K) a
principal pair of Hopf algebra maps, and denote P = A®H)_The objects of the category
}‘;ModK are objects F € IéMod endowed with a right K-comodule structure Ag g : ¥ —
F ® K giving ¥ the structure of an A-K-bicomodule and satisfying

Ark(pf) = Ark(P)Ark(f).

The morphisms of the category are those morphisms in ﬁMod which are right K-comodule
maps.

Generalising the category of left H-comodules we have the following category.

Definition 3.4. The objects of the category ¥ ModXF are left H-comodules, which are
also right K-comodules (but not necessarily H -K-bicomodules) such that the cotensor
product A0y V is a right K-subcomodule of A ® V' equipped with the tensor product
right K-coaction

ARk Q@AR:A®V - AQV ®K,

where Ap is the right K-coaction of V. The morphisms of the category are left H-
comodule maps, which are also right K-comodule maps.

We now introduce a functor

W : AMod®E — 4ModX
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by endowing Ay V' with the tensor product right H-comodule, and by operating on
morphisms as for Takeuchi’s functor W.
Proposition 3.5. The following assertions hold.

(1) A functor @ : ﬁModK — AMod®U is defined by considering ¥ € ﬁModK as an
object in ﬁMod and then endowing ®(F') with the right K-coaction defined by

O(F) > (F)® K., [ [fio] ® 7k (S(fien)) f)

and by operating on morphisms as for Takeuchi’s functor .

(2) Takeuchi’s unit and counit maps given in (2.2) and (2.3) are here right K -comod-
ule maps, and hence a unit-counit equivalence between ﬁModK and HModXH
is given by ¥, ®, U, and C.

Proof. (1) We need to show that the right K-action is well defined. Take an element of the
form pf and note that

Ark(pf) = p@) fo) ® Tk (S(pay fi=1))) f()

where Ap g : ¥ — F ® K is the obvious lift of Ag x to a right K-coaction on .
Since AT is closed under the right adjoint coaction, P is closed under the right adjoint
coaction, meaning that

[P@) f0)] ® 7k (S(pay fie1)) Sy = O.

Hence the right K-coaction is well defined. To see that & (') is well defined as an object
in #Mod%D it remains to show that AQg V is a right K-subcomodule of 4 @ ®(F).
That this is true follows from the fact that, for any f € ¥, we have

ARk (fon ® [fo)]) = fies) ® [f0)] ® 7k (fie2)S(fi-1)) fa)
= f-1) ® [fo] ® fa)
= U(f(0) ® f)- CRY

Note next that, for ¥, 9 € ;‘;ModK ,and f : ¥ — § a morphism, the fact that f is
a bicomodule map means that ®( f) is a left H-comodule map, and a right K-comodule
map, which is to say a morphism in #ModX"C. Thus ® is a well defined functor.

(2) Equation (3.1) implies that the following diagram commutes

f = fen ® Lol
AR,KI IAR,K
Jo ® fen Ton Jo ® f-n ® fo).

Thus we see that U is a right K-comodule map.
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For V € HModK, v eV, and Zi a; ® v;, we see that
AR,K([Zai ® Ui]) = [Z(ai)(z) ® (vi)(O)] ® S((ai)m) (@)@ va)
i i
=[Ya®wo|ewa.
i

This implies that the following diagram commutes

Do ai ® vl = > elai)vi
AR,KI IAR,K
> ai ® (vi)o)] ® (Vi) Cod > €@ (i) ) ® (vi)q)-
Hence C is a right K-comodule map as claimed. ]

3.2. The first-order differential calculus induced on 21 (B)

In this subsection, for a principal pair (ryg : A - H, g : A — K), we consider the
restriction of a left A-covariant right K-covariant first-order differential calculus Q! (P)
over P to a first-order differential calculus Q!(B) over B := P<°K) We note that Q! (B)
is necessarily left A-covariant, and that the right K-coaction of Q!(P) restricts to the
trivial right K-coaction on 2'(B). We begin with the following commutative diagram
generalising the special case presented in Section 2.6. (The proof is an easy generalisation
of the special case, and hence is omitted.)

Proposition 3.6. A commutative diagram in the category “Mod is given by

(id®ac) o U,
QU(P) 2P ADxV(P)
lT Tid@t’
Ql(B AQKV(B).
(B) — o ADK V()

where 1 : QY(B) — QY (P) and ' : V(B) — V(P) are the evident inclusions. Moreover,
endowing V(B) with its right H-comodule structure (from the antipode) gives the inclu-
sion

! V(B) = V(P)
the structure of a right H -comodule map.

Corollary 3.7. The subobject I € BY in the category XModp, corresponding to the
calculus QY (B), is given by
I € BT no(®(N)),

where N is the sub-bimodule of QL (P) corresponding to the calculus Q' (P).
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Proof. The identity follows from the fact that
o (®(N N2, (B))) = 0(2(N)) N0 (2(2,(B))).
where in the second identity we have used the fact that ® is an equivalence and hence

commutes with pullbacks, and in particular intersections. ]

An important point to note is that if we start with a covariant calculus on A4, induce
a covariant calculus on P by restriction, and then in turn restrict to a calculus on B, we
can embed ¢/ (V(B)) € V(P) the nested pair of subsequences into A'(A). This fact will
be used tacitly throughout Section 5 when we present the Heckenberger—Kolb calculus in
quantum principal bundle terms.

3.3. Principal pairs and universal quantum principal bundles

Throughout this subsection, so as to avoid tedious repetition, A, H, and K will denote
Hopf algebras, and (7 : A — H, g : A — K) a principal pair. The space of coinvari-
ants is denoted by P := A and the equivalent pair of categories by ﬁModK and
H©\od®H. Moreover, we write T = g (P) and B := P,

We start with a technical lemma establishing some necessary results about universal
quantum principal bundles.
Lemma 3.8. The following assertions hold.

(1) The map ver is a morphism in the category ﬁModK .

(2) Endow P with the left H-coaction (wg ® id) o A, and with the right adjoint
K-coaction
(id®ng)oAdg: Pt - PT® K.

A left H-comodule, right K-comodule, isomorphism is given by
o:®(QL(P)) > P, [pdg]l — e(p)gt.
Hence P is an object in Hp\od&H,
(3) Endowing T with the trivial left H -coaction and the right adjoint coaction
Adg: Tt > TYQT T ®K,
it holds that AQyg T = P ® T and hence T is an object in Hp\jodKoH,

(4) The map mg|p+ : PT — T is a morphism in the category H\od®H, and
moreover, the diagram

pt K T+
d |
o(QL(P)) Y (P RTY)

commutes.
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Proof. (1) Since ver is by construction a morphism in éMod, we need only show that ver
is a right K-comodule map, which is to say, we need to show that the following diagram
is commutative:

QL(P) il PQTt
AR,KJ{ lAR,K(Z)AdR,K
QlPyeT o PRTTQT.

This follows from the calculation

ver

pdq s P4 ® Tk (qy)

AR,KI :I:AR,K®AdR,K

P ® Tk (P@4@) F—mgr PWAM @ TK(4(5) ® Tk (P@)4(3)-

where we have used the fact that

(AR.x ® Adr ) (g ® 7k (q2)))
= P4 ® 1k (q@) ® 1k (P)92) 7k (S(43))4(5))
= P40 ® 1k (4@)) ® Tk (P(2)4(3))-
(2) The fact that o is an isomorphism in gMod is well known (see for example [52,

Theorem 2.10.3]). Thus it remains to show that o is a right K-comodule map. This follows
from the calculation

[dp] > p*
AR,KI IAdR,K
[dpe)] ® 7k (S(pa)) P3) - (PG ® 7k (S(P(1)) P3))-

(3) Follows from
\IJ(T+) — ADHT+ — Aco(H) ® TH=p Q T+
(4) The calculation

+ K

P g (p)
d I
[dp] Y= () ® K (p(2))-

now implies commutativity of the diagram as claimed. Moreover, since commutativity
implies that x| p+ is a composition of morphisms in & Mod®B, we can conclude that
7k | p+ is a morphism. [
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Corollary 3.9. The diagram

QL(P) PRTT,
(id®o)oUl
id®mk | p+
AOgy P+

commutes.

Proof. From (3.8) we know the following diagram commutes

QL(P) PRT*

° |
1 + id
ADHCIJ(Qu(P)) Py AOg®(PRTT) PeT+

id®ol id®cl

+ +

AOg P o PT™.

which implies that the given diagram commutes. ]

With the above technical results about universal quantum principal bundles in hand,
we now establish an existence result for non-universal principal bundles and principal
pairs.

Proposition 3.10. Let Q' (P) be a left A-covariant, right K-covariant, first-order dif-
ferential calculus over P, with corresponding sub-object N C QL(P) in the category
AModX. It holds that

(1) the pair (P, 2 (P)) is a quantum principal bundle,

2) o(@(Q(P)nor)) = ' (V(B))P = {[p] | p € ket(mk|p+)}-
Proof. (1) Since ®p(P ® TT) and T are isomorphic as objects in Hp\odKH, we see

that the right H -coaction on ®p (P ® TT) is trivial. Thus since ®p (ver(N)) is a subob-
jectof ®p(P @ TT), we have that

ver(N) >~ P ® ®p(ver(N)).

In particular, we see that ver(N) is a free left P-module admitting a basis of left A-
coinvariant elements. The only such subobject of P ® T is of the form P ® C, for C
some right coideal of 7.

(2) For any p/(db)p € Q'(P)por, observe that

o([p'dbp]) = e(p)[b™ p] = e(p)[b1p.

This gives us the first claimed identity.
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Note next that the commutative diagram in Lemma 3.8 gives

o (QY(P)hor) = o(q)p(ker(ver))) = ker(g),

establishing the second identity. ]

3.4. Principal pairs and principal connections

In this subsection we investigate principal connections for quantum principal bundles
coming from principal pairs.

Lemma 3.11. Let (ng : A — H,ng : A — K) be a principal pair.

(1) Fori : Tt — P* amorphism splitting ng|p+ : P* — T, a left A-covariant
principal connection is given by

I =U'loW( loiongoo)oU: Q;(P) — Q;(P).

(2) This gives a bijective correspondence between left A-covariant principal connec-
tions T1: QL(P) — Q}J(P) and morphisms splitting 7| p+.
(3) It holds that
o (D(2)(P)ver)) = o(®(im(I1;))) = i (TT).
(4) Taking the image under ® of the decomposition of QL(P) into horizontal and
vertical forms, and then acting on it by o, gives the decomposition

Pt =ker(ng) ®i(TT) (3.2)

in the category Hp\jodKH,

Proof. (1) Consider a left A-covariant principal connection IT. As recalled in Section 2.3,
principal connections are equivalent to right K-comodule splittings

s:PRTT — Ql(P)

of the vertical projection ver. Note that the connection associated to s is left A-covariant
if and only if s is a left A-comodule map. Such maps correspond under & to splittings of

d(ver) : (Q(P)) > (P RT™).

By Lemma 3.8, such maps correspond to splittings of nx |p+ : PT — T, as claimed.

(2) We have the commutative diagram

P+ T+
.y -
®(s)
o(QL(P)) P RTY)

P (ver)
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Thus we see that for i a splitting of wg|p+, the corresponding principal connection is
explicitly given by W(o~! 0 i o g o o). Moreover, part 1 above implies that

o (D(24(P)ver)) = 0o(®(im(I1;))) = o (im (D(s o ver)))
= im (0 o d(s) o <I>(ver)).
(3) From the commutative diagram above, we see that
go®(s)od(ver) =0 'oooioCoC longoo =iongoo.
Since wx and o are surjective maps, we have that
im(i o mg 0o0) = im(i) = i(TT),

giving the third claimed identity.
(4) This follows directly from part (3) of this proposition and from part (2) of Propos-
ition 3.10. [

Let us now consider a non-universal quantum principal bundle structure
Q'(P) = Q,(P)/N

for a principal pair (my : A — H,wg : A — K). As usual we denote P := A°H and
T = ng(P).

Proposition 3.12. A universal left A-covariant principal connection T1, corresponding to
a splitting i of the map g |p+, descends to a principal connection on Q' (P) if and only if

J = J(CD(N ))
is a homogeneous subspace with respect to the decomposition in (3.2).

Proof. We note first that IT; descends to a connection on Q!(P) if and only if N is
homogeneous with respect to the decomposition of Q) (P) into horizontal and vertical
forms. Since @ is an equivalence it commutes with pullbacks, and so, it holds that

o(®(N N PQLB)P)) =0a(P(N)) Na(®(PQL(B)P)),
and moreover that
o(®(N Nim(I1))) = o(®(N)) N o (@(im(IT)))).

Thus we see that N is homogeneous with respect to the decomposition into horizontal and
vertical forms if and only if J is homogeneous with respect to the decomposition in (3.2).
Hence IT; will descend to a connection on 2!(P) if and only if J is a homogeneous
subspace. ]
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From this we get the following immediate corollary, which we present as such for sake
of clarity.

Corollary 3.13. If I1 descends to a principal connection on Q' (P), then
Vier(P) 1= 0 (®(Q1(P)ver)) = {[i(®)] | 1 € TT},

in the category Hp\odKoH,

4. The quantum Grassmannians O, (Gr,_,,)

In this section we introduce the main object of study in this paper, namely the quantum
Grassmannians, their covariant line bundles, and the quantum Grassmannian sphere. In
addition to defining these objects, we recall that a set of generators is given by the quantum
minor determinants of O,4(SU,), and recall how the coquasi-triangular structure of the
Hopf algebra @, (S Uy,) acts on quantum minors. Since coquasi-triangular structures play
a central role in the paper, we adopt an FRT approach throughout [37, Section 9.1.1].

4.1. Quantum matrices and quantum minors

For g € Rx, let O4(M,) be the FRT bialgebra, with generators u; fori,j =1,...,n,
associated to the R-matrix

Ry, = q% 858 + (g —q )06 — )N6udje, i, j kI =1,....n, (41

where 0 is the Heaviside step function. As is well known, the center of O,(M,,) is gener-
ated by the grouplike element

o L 1 2
det, = Z (=q) (0)”0(1)”0(2)”'”2(@’

geS,

which we call the quantum determinant.

The quantum determinant is a special example of a quantum minor, whose general
construction we now recall. Let 1 := {iy, ..., iy} and J := {j1,..., jp} be a pair of
subsets of {1,...,n}. The associated quantum minor [I|J] is the element of O4(M,)
given by

e L(0),,0(1) o(ip) _ £(o),,! i
1] = 30 ) OuGE el = 3 ) gy .

0ES) 0ES)

Note that when I = J = {1,...,n} we get back the quantum determinant det,,. The
coproduct acts on any quantum minor [/ |J] according to

A7) =D _[IIK] ® [K]J].

K
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where summation is over all ordered subsets K < {1,...,n} with |K| = |I]| [50, Sec-
tion 1.2].

For I, J ordered subsets of {1,...,n} wedefine £(I,J) :=|{(i,j) el xJ|i>j}
and denote by 7+ the ordered complement to I in {1, ..., n}. Moreover for |I| = |M]|

and |J| = |[M*| we denote

zp:=[I|M] and Z;:=[J|M™],
and in particular we write

z:=[M|M] and Z:=[M*M].

The following useful generalisation of Laplace expansions was established in [50, Pro-
position 1.1]. For I, J C {1,...,n} with |I| = |J|, and J; a choice of non-empty subset
of J, the associated Laplace expansion is given by

(~) IO = Y () IO I, 4.2)
I
where summation is over all subsets /; € / such that |/;| = |J;|. The *-map of O4(SU,)

acts on quantum minors as
(1J])" = S(I|1]) = (=g)' T DUEID L gLy,

Recall that a Young diagram is a finite collection of boxes arranged in left-justified
rows, with the row lengths in non-increasing order. Young diagrams with r rows are clearly
equivalent to partitions of length r, which is to say elements

A=A1,.... ) eZ suchthat Ay > --- > A,.

>0

We denote the set of partitions of length r by .. Fori = 1,...,r, let ¢; be the standard
generators of the monoid ZZ . The fundamental partitions are given by

wy:=e  +ey+---+e, fork=1...,r

Note that any partition 4 = (@1, ..., i) can be expressed as the sum of fundamental
partitions:

w= (1 — p2)@r + (2 — U3)@2 + -+ + (Ur—1 — Ur)Dr—1 + Uy Dr.

A semi-standard tableau of shape A with labels in {1,...,n} is a collection T =
{Tap}ap of elements of {1,...,n} indexed by the boxes of the corresponding Young
diagram, and satisfying, whenever defined, the inequalities

Ta—l,b < Ta,b’ Ta,b—l =< Ta,b,

We denote by SSTab(1) the set of all semi-standard tableaux, for any dominant weight A.
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For a Young diagram with n — 1 rows, and a semi-standard tableau T, we associate
the product of quantum minors

(1) := [T [(T)] -+ [ T3, 1(T3,)] € Og (My).

where Ty, :={T1p,..., T, p}, and (Tp) :={1,..., b}, as ordered sets, for 1 < b < Ay,
and /[, is the length of the bth column. Associated to any A we have the coideal

V(A) := spanc {[T] | T € SSTab(1)}.

We denote the associated subcoalgebra of matrix coefficients by C(A). (Note that in the
definition of V(A) taking (7p) = {1, ..., b} is merely a convention. One could just as
well choose (7)) = {n — b + 1,...,n}, and produce an isomorphic V(1). By abuse of
notation we use the same symbol for both comodules, the sense always being clear from
the context).

4.2. The Hopf algebras O,(SU,) and O4(U,)

Centrality of det,, makes it easy to adjoin a formal inverse det;1 to O4(My). The bialgebra
structure of O, (M,) uniquely extends to a bialgebra structure on this extended algebra.
Indeed it is a Hopf algebra with antipode defined by

S(det") = dety, S = ()™ D () ugly iy, gy ety
0ESH—1
where {k1,...,kp—1} :=1{1,....n}\{j},and {l1,...,ln—1} :={1,...,n}\{i} as ordered
sets. A Hopf x-algebra structure is determined by (det,')* = dety, and (u})* = S(u}).
We denote this Hopf *-algebra by O, (Uy,), and call it the quantum unitary group of order
n. We denote the Hopf *-algebra O, (U,)/(det, —1) by O,(SUy,), and call it the quantum
special unitary group of order n. The *-map of O,(SU,) acts on quantum minors as

(119])" = S(J11]) = (=) DI=@ID 74, (4.3)

An analogous formula holds for O, (Uy,).

The coalgebras C(4) embed into O, (U,) and Q4 (S U,), and by abuse of notation we
denote them by the same symbol. Both Hopf algebras O, (S Uy,) and O4(U,) are cosemi-
simple, which is to say, they are the direct sum of their simple subcoalgebras. Explicitly,
we have

0,Un)~ @ PCcydets. 045U~ @ C. (4.4)
AEPy_1 k€Z AEP,_1
as established in [49, Theorem 2.11] and [50]. We denote the associated Haar maps
h@q(Un) and hg o (SU)- (Recall that hg 0 (Un) and h@q(SUn) are given by projection onto
the subcoalgebra Clg, (v,), and Clg, (v,) respectively). Both maps are positive, that is

h@q(Un)(a*a) >0, forall non-zeroa € O4(Uy,).,

and similarly for hg,(sv,)- In particular, this means that each Hopf algebra can be com-
pleted to a compact quantum group in the sense of Woronowicz [21].
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4.3. Quantum Grassmannians

We begin by recalling Meyer’s definition of the quantum Grassmannians [46]. (As dis-
cussed in Appendix A this is equivalent to Stokman and Dijkhuizen’s definition given
[57D). Let o : Og(SU,) — O4(Uy) be the surjective Hopf *-algebra map defined on
generators by

o (ul) i = 8y detydin, fori,j = 1,....n5 (i, j) ¢ M x M,
am(u;) = u; for(i,j) e M x M.

Moreover, let B,, : O4(SU,) — Oy (SUy—m) be the following surjective Hopf x-algebra
map .

Bt =681, fori.j=1.....n (i.j)¢M-xM",

ﬂm(uj) = uj-:’,"n, for (i, j) € M+ x M*.
Definition 4.1. Denoting O,(L,,) := Og(Upn) & Oy(SUy—n), the quantum Grassman-
nian O4(Gry, ;) is the quantum homogeneous space associated to the surjective Hopf

x-algebra surjection
7 :04(8U) = Og(Lim), 7:= (tm @ Bm)o A.

Since @4 (L) is the product of two cosemisimple Hopf algebras, it is itself cosemi-
simple. Hence, as discussed in Section 2.2, the pair (O4(SUy), AR 0,(L,,)) is a principal
comodule algebra.

Classically the Grassmannians Gry, ,, are projective manifolds, with an explicit embed-
ding of Gr,_,, into complex projective space being given by the venerable Pliicker embed-
ding. Just as in the case of the coordinate algebra @ (Gt ), the homogeneous coordinate
ring S(Gry,,m) associated to the Pliicker embedding admits a natural g-deformation.

Definition 4.2. The twisted Grassmannian homogeneous coordinate ring Sq(Grty ) is
the subalgebra of O,(SU,) generated by the quantum minors Zj.

As suggested by the notation, the algebra S, (Gry ;) does indeed reduce to the homo-
geneous coordinate ring S(Gr, ,,) when g = 1. The ring theoretic properties of the twisted
Grassmannian homogeneous coordinate rings have been extensively studied in the lit-
erature [22, 33,41, 42]. They form a very important family of examples in the theory
of quantum cluster algebras [25, 26]. Moreover, as Noetherian connected Zx¢-graded
algebras, with well-behaved homological regularity, they are important examples of non-
commutative projective varieties. In fact, the special case of quantum projective space
Sq(CP"), where the homogeneous coordinate ring reduces to the well-known quantum
plane, is a prototypical example in noncommutative projective geometry [2,3].

Remark 4.3. In the literature on twisted Grassmannian coordinate algebras, S;(Gry 1)
is usually defined to be the subalgebra of the quantum matrices O, (M, ) generated by the
quantum minors, where quantum minors in @4 (M, ) are defined in obvious analogy with
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the O, (SU,) case. However, the canonical projection from O4(M,) to O4(SU,) restricts
to an algebra embedding of S, (Gry,,,) allowing us to identify the two presentations.

Remark 4.4. Classically the Grassmannians are very special examples of generalised
flag manifolds G/Lg, where G is a compact semisimple Lie group, and Lg is a Levi
subgroup of G. This picture generalises to the quantum setting. Indeed for every gen-
eralised flag manifold G/Ls we have a g-deformed coordinate algebra O,(G/Lys) [57]
and a g-deformed homogeneous coordinate ring [40,56]. Indeed the present paper should
be considered as part of a general program to understand the noncommutative complex,
Kihler, and projective geometry of the quantum flag manifolds.

4.4. Line bundles and the quantum Grassmann sphere

We now introduce a variation on the map a,,. Let o), : Og(SU,) — O4(SUpy,) be the
surjective Hopf *-algebra map defined on generators by
, (uh) == 681, fori,j=1,....n: (i j)¢MxM,

(x;n(u;) = uj-, for (i, j) € M x M.

Associated to a), we have a quantum homogeneous space, which as we see below, gives us

a very useful description of the covariant line bundles over the quantum Grassmannians.

Definition 4.5. Denoting O, (L3,) 1= Oy (SUp) ® O4(SUp_p), the quantum Grassmann
sphere O4(S™™) is the quantum homogeneous space associated to the surjective Hopf
x-algebra surjection

7' 048U, — O4(L;,), 7' := (o, @ Bm) o A.
Just as for the quantum Grassmannians, the pair (O4(SUy), Ar 0,(L;,)) is @ principal
comodule algebra.
Lemma 4.6. It holds that
(1) Og(S™™) is a right O4(Ly)-subcomodule of Oy (SUy,),
(2) 1(O4(S™™)) = (detE! 1) ~ O(U)).

Proof. Take the decomposition of O, (S U, ) into irreducible right O, (L, )-subcomodules:

04(SU) ~ B V. (4.5)
ney

where Y is some subset of index set of isomorphism classes of Oy (L, )-comodules. For
any p € Y, we denote by C(V,,) the coefficient coalgebra of V,,, which is necessarily
simple. Now the Peter—Weyl decompositions given in (4.4) imply that the canonical pro-
jection proj : Oy (Usn) — O4(SUy) is injective when restricted to a simple subcoalgebra,
and moreover that the image under proj of a simple subcoalgebra is again simple. Since

AR, L3 (Vi) S Vi ® proj (C(Vy)).
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we now see that V, must be irreducible as a right O, (L3, )-comodule. In particular, V}, can
contain a right @, (L;,)-coinvariant element only if dim(C(V},)) = 1, and hence only if

C(Vy) = detfn ®1, forsomek € Z.

Thus since O,4(S™™) is clearly homogeneous with respect to the decomposition in (4.5),
we must have that

AR, L (0g(5™™)) S Og(S™™) ® (deth! ®1).
It now follows from Lemma 3.1 that
7' (S™™) C (deth! ®1).
Finally, the definition of & implies that
w(z) =det, ®1, =x(z)= det,_n1 1,
giving us the opposite inclusion and hence equality. ]

As explained in [47, Example 1.6.7], the fact that @ (U,) is the group Hopf algebra of
Z, means that we have an associated Z-graded algebra structure

0q(5™™) ~ P &

keZ

The following proposition presents some properties of this grading which will be used
throughout the paper.

Proposition 4.7. Denoting by Ag ow,) the right O(U)-coaction corresponding to the
Z-algebra grading of O4(S™™), the pair (O4(S™™), Ar,ow,)) is a O(Uy)-principal
comodule algebra. Moreover, each &, is a covariant line bundle over &y = O4(Gry ).

Proof. By definition
Eo = O (S™™)*C1Em) = 04 (SU,) O Em) = Oy (Grnm),

where the second identity follows from the fact that all right O, (L, )-coinvariant elements
of O4(SU,) are automatically contained in O, (S™"™). By construction each & is a left
04(SUy)-comodule, and so it is a relative Hopf module over O4(Grp ).

The fact that we have an algebra grading means that £, &_; C &y = O4(Gry ), which
is to say, &16_; is a subobject of an irreducible object. Since there are no zero divisors in
O4(SU,), it cannot be that &;E_; = 0, hence we must have &,&_; = &) implying that
the grading is strong, and hence that we have a Hopf—Galois extension (see for example
[47, Theorem 8.1.7]).

The fact that the grading is strong in turn implies that

Ex R0, (Gram) & = & ®e, & ~ 6,86, forallk,l €Z,
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see [48, Corollary 3.1.2]. In particular, for all k € Z, we have

Ek ®0,(Gram) E—k = E—k B0, (Gram) €k = Og(Grym),

which is to say, each &y is a line bundle.

Note next that since &y is invertible, it is projective as a left and as a right module over
O4(Gry ). This means that O, (S™™) is a direct sum of projective modules and hence
also projective as a left and as a right module, and hence flat as a left and as a right module.
Finally, we note that since O, (S™™) contains O4(Gry ) as a direct summand, it must be
faithfully flat as a right and left module. Thus we have a principal comodule algebra as
claimed. ]

Finally, collecting all the results and observations of this subsection allows to conclude
the following corollary.

Corollary 4.8. The pair of Hopf algebra maps
(72 0g(SUn) = Oy (L), 7' - O4(SU,) — (%(Lin))
is a principal pair.

4.5. Sets of generators

As discussed in Appendix A, the algebra O, (Gry 5,) is generated by the quantum minor
products

zryi=zyzy for|l|=m, |J|=n—m.
Using these generators it is possible to produce a set of generators for Qg4 (S™™), as well
as a very useful presentation of the line bundles introduced in the previous subsection. We
begin with an abstract lemma used in the proof of the main proposition.

Lemma 4.9. Let A, and H be two Hopf algebras, m : A — H a Hopf algebra map, and
B = A®H) the associated quantum homogeneous space. Any irreducible ¥ € gMod is
generated as a left B-module by any left A-subcomodule of ¥ .

Proof. For V' a non-zero left A-subcomodule of ¥, consider the left B-submodule BV
that it generates. Since BV is clearly also a left A-subcomodule of ¥, it is a sub-object
of ¥ . However, since ¥ is by assumption irreducible, and BV # 0, we must have that
BV =%. |
Proposition 4.10. It holds that:

(1) the quantum Grassmann sphere O4(S™™) is generated as an algebra by the ele-
ments
{21,21|f0r|1|=n, |J|=n—m}, 4.6)
(2) Viw,, is a subcomodule of &, and so, it generates &y as a left O 4(Gry 1, )-module,
(3) the Z-algebra grading on Oy (S™™) is determined by

deg(zy) = —1, deg(zy) =1.
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Proof. 1t follows from the definition of & that

Ar(zr) = Y 1141 @ «([A|B]) ® B(z8) = 21 ® a(2) ® B(2) = z1 ® dety, B,
A,B

where the last equality follows from the fact «(z) = det,, € O4(Uy,). A similar computa-
tion shows that
AR(Zy) = Z; @ det,! ®1.

Thus the algebra generated by the elements given in (4.6) is contained in Q4 (S™™), and
that deg(zy) = —1 and deg(zy) = +1.

As a direct implication we see that the irreducible comodule V4, is contained in &.
Hence Lemma 4.9 implies that V4, generates & a left O, (Gry, ,,)-module. Moreover,
since O4(S™™) is equal to the direct sum of all line bundles &, we see that O, (S™™)
is generated as a O, (Gry ,)-module by elements given in 2. But since O, (Gry ;) is gen-
erated by the elements z;; = z7Z;, we see that O,4(S™™) is in fact generated by the
elements given in (4.6). Moreover, we see that knowing the degrees of z; and z; com-
pletely determines the Z-grading of Qg4 (S™™). |

We now give an explicit construction of an £-map for the principal comodule algebra
(O4(8™™), AR,0(y,))- This is a direct direction of the construction of the £-map for the
quantum Hopf fibration [43, Example 24.4].

Proposition 4.11. A principal £-map £ : O(U1) — Oy (S™™) @ Oy (S™™) is defined by
LN S(Zfl)) ® 22‘2), % S(Zé‘l)) ® Zé), k € Zsy.

Hence, O4(Gryp m) — O4(S™™) is a principal O(U;)-comodule algebra, which we call
the standard circle bundle of O, (Gry ).

Proof. We begin by showing that £ is well defined, which is to say that its image is con-
tained in Oy (S™™) ® O4(S™™). Note first that

SCa) ®zey= Y. S(MIKi])---S(IM|K1]) ® zx, -+~ 2k,
K1, K

It follows from (4.3) that £(z¥) is contained in Oy(8™™) ® Oy (S™™), for k > 0, as
required. The case for k < 0 follows similarly.
We now show that the requirements of Definition 2.4 are satisfied. It is obvious that
conditions / and 2 hold. For k£ > 0, condition 3 follows from
(6 X id@(Ul)) o A@(Ul)(lk) = K(lk) ® lk
k k k

= S(Z(])) ® 2(2) ® t

= (ido,(sv,) ® AR)S(z(1) ® z(2))

= (ido, (su,) ® AR)(L(F)).
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The fourth condition is demonstrated analogously, as are both conditions for the case of
k <0. |

The proof of the following corollary is a routine calculation and so we omit it.

Corollary 4.12. The strong principal connection Iy associated to £ is left O4(SUy)-
covariant. The associated splitting map i : O(Uy)" — O4(S™™)% is given by the restric-
tion to O4(U1)™ of the linear map i’ : O(Uy) — Og(S™™) determined by

i'(Fy =z ieTFy = 2%, fork € Zso.

4.6. A coquasi-triangular structure and the Goodearl formulae

We begin by recalling the FRT-construction of a coquasi-triangular structure for O, (S Uy).
(For details on general FRT-algebras see [37, Section 10.1.2], and for the special case
of O4(SU,) see [37, Section 9.2]). The R-matrix presented in (4.1) is a solution of the
quantum Yang—-Baxter equation, thus by the general theory of FRT-algebras a coquasi-
triangular structure for O, (S U,) is defined by
r(uj- ® u’f) = AR%‘,
where A € R+ is positive nth-root of g~ 1.
We next recall a number of formulae, due to Goodearl [23], which describe the action

of the coquasi-triangular structure of @,(SU,) on the quantum minors. We find it con-

venient to use the following notation: For I C {1,...,n},and i, j € {1,...,n},
(1\{i})U{j} ifi # jandi €1
lij = e
1 ifi = J.

Fori # j, wheni ¢ I or j € I we do not assign a direct meaning to the symbol /;;,
however we do denote [/;;|J] = [J|];;] := 0, for all index sets J. The following result
follows directly from the formulae established for the quantum matrices O4(M,) in [23,
Section 2].

Proposition 4.13 (Goodearl formulae). It holds that, fori, j = 1,...,n,
1) r(u; ®[I|J]) #Oifand only ifi > j and J = Ij;,
@) r([I|J]®u’) #0ifand only ifi < j and J = Ij;.
We inform the interested reader that a comprehensive presentation of the action of the

coquasi-triangular structure of the quantum matrices O, (M,) on their quantum minors
can be found in [23].

4.7. The Heckenberger-Kolb calculi and holomorphic structures

In this subsection we give a brief presentation of the Heckenberger—Kolb calculi of the
quantum Grassmannians. One should note that each of the results presented below extends
directly to the more general setting of the irreducible quantum flag manifolds. All refer-
ences refer to this more general form.
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We start with the classification of first-order differential calculi over Oy (Gry, ;). Recall
that a first-order calculus over an algebra B is called irreducible if it contains no non-trivial
B-sub-bimodules.

Theorem 4.14 ([27, Section 2]). There exist exactly two, non-isomorphic, finite-dimen-
sional irreducible left-covariant first-order differential calculi over O 4(Gry ).

We denote the direct sum of these two first-order calculi by €2 ; (Gry,m). Moreover, we
denote the maximal prolongation of Q}I (Gry,m) by

Q5 (Gram) = €D Qh(Gram),
kGZZQ
and call it the Heckenberger—Kolb calculus of the quantum Grassmannians.

Theorem 4.15 ([28, Proposition 3.11]). Each Q’; (Gry,m) has classical dimension, which
is to say,

dim (®(QF (Gram))) = (2’"(” —m)

k
and Q& (Gt m) = 0, for k > 2m(n — m).

), fork =0,...,2m(n —m),

The calculus Q; (Gr1y,m) has many remarkable properties, some of which we will now
recall. Firstly, the results of [27,28,45] give the following result about covariant complex
structures.

Proposition 4.16. It holds that:
N Q;(Grn,m) is a *-calculus,

(2) 25(Gry,m) admits precisely two left Oq(SUy)-covariant complex structures, and
these are opposite to each other.

In the classical setting Liouville’s theorem for a compact complex manifold X says
that the only holomorphic functions from X to C are constant. The following result shows
that this fact extends to the quantum setting. (A proof for the special case of quantum pro-
jective space can be found in [34-36], while the general irreducible quantum flag manifold
case is treated in [16]).

Theorem 4.17 (Liouville). The Heckenberger—Kolb calculus Q;(Grn,m) is connected,

which is to say
H{q(Grn,m) = Hj ,(Grpm) = Cl.

Next we recall an existence and uniqueness result for covariant connections and holo-
morphic structures for relative Hopf modules over the quantum Grassmannians.
Theorem 4.18 ([19, Theorem 4.51). For each ¥ € 0%;1 “"IMod, it holds that
(1) ¥ admits a left O4(SUy)-covariant connection

V:F = QL(Gram) ®6,Grnm) F -

and this is the unique such connection if ¥ is simple,
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(2) aleft O4(SUy)-covariant holomorphic structure for ¥ is given by
95 = proj @V o V
and this is the unique such holomorphic structure if ¥ is simple.

We finish with the novel observation that the *-calculus structure of Q;(Grn,m) can
be deduced from the classification of Heckenberger and Kolb without any need for direct
calculation. As is easily seen, the argument is directly extendable to the general irreducible
quantum flag manifolds case, even if we do not state it in this form.

Proposition 4.19. The Heckenberger-Kolb calculus €23 (Gry ) is a differential -calcu-
lus.

Proof. Denote by N9 the left O4(S U, )-covariant sub-bimodule of the universal calcu-
lus corresponding to (-9 Since the universal calculus of any x-algebra is a first-order
differential *-calculus, we can consider

W= (NGO,

As is easily checked, W is a left O, (S U,)-covariant sub-bimodule of the universal calcu-
lus. Moreover, since QL) ¢ irreducible, the associated first-order calculus

r':=Q,  (Grym)

must also be irreducible. It now follows from Heckenberger and Kolb’s classification of
the irreducible finite-dimensional left-covariant calculi over the quantum Grassmannians
that I'! is equal to Q10 or QD In the first case Q19 is necessarily a *-calculus, for
the second case the Heckenberger—Kolb calculus Q;(Grn,m) is a *-calculus. Repeating
the argument for Q9 now implies that Q}I(Grn,m) is a x-calculus as claimed. ]

Remark 4.20. Each of the relative Hopf modules ¥ comes endowed with a covariant g-
deformed Hermitian metric g : ¥ x ¥ — O4(Gry, 1), which is unique when ¥ is simple.
Using g one can mimic the classical construction of the Chern connection [7, Section 8.6],
which by uniqueness must coincide with V. Chern connections will appear in Section 7
when we discuss positivity for line bundles.

S. A restriction calculus presentation of the Heckenberger—Kolb
calculus

In this section we generalise the work of [51] for the case of quantum projective space
and realise the Heckenberger—Kolb calculus of O, (Gry ) as the restriction of a quotient
of the standard bicovariant calculus of O4(SUy,).
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5.1. Quotients of the standard bicovariant calculus on @, (SU,)

In this subsection we construct a left O, (S Uy,)-covariant, right Oy (L,,)-covariant first-
order differential calculus over O,(SU,). This calculus will be an essential tool used
throughout the paper. We begin by using the framework presented in Section 2.7 to con-
struct a bicovariant first-order differential calculus for O, (SU,).

Definition 5.1. Let Q;’biC(S Up) be the bicovariant first-order calculus on @, (S U, ) asso-

ciated to its coquasi-triangular structure r and the subcoalgebra spanned by the matrix

generators u} ,fori,j =1,...,n. We denote by A;’bic the space of invariant forms, and
by {b;j | i.j =1,...,n} the basis of A;’bic dual to the functionals Q;; := Qul]

The restriction of the standard bicovariant calculus Q;,bic(S U, ) to the quantum Grass-
mannians can be shown to have non-classical dimension even in the simplest cases of
O4(CP") and O4(Gry4 ). Hence it cannot be isomorphic to the Heckenberger—Kolb calcu-
lus. We circumvent this problem by constructing a family of quotients of Q;,bic(S U,).The
proof of the following proposition is a simple and direct generalisation of [51, Lemma 4.3]

and so we omit it.

Proposition 5.2. It holds that:

(1) a right submodule of A;,bic (SUy) is given by

Vi :=spanc{b;; |i,j =m+1,...,n},
(2) with respect to the right coaction

Ag:=(d®m)oAdg : AL (SU) = AL L. (SUp) ® Of (L),

1
q,bic q,bic

the subspace Vy, is a right coideal of A(},bic(S U,).
The following corollary now follows from a direct application of Takeuchi’s equival-
ence, generalising [51, Corollary 4.4].

Corollary 5.3. A right Oy4(Lm)-covariant, left O4(SUy,)-covariant, first-order differen-
tial calculus over O4(SUy,) is given by

Qp(SUn.m) 1= Q) 1;.(SUp) /B = Og(SUp) ® AL (SUp).

where we have denoted

By :=UT"(A® Vi) € Q4ie(SU).  AL(SUn) := A} (SUp)/ Vi

5.2. The action of O on the generators of O, (S™™) and Oy (Gry,1n)

In this subsection we establish necessary conditions for non-vanishing of the functionals
Q;; on the generators of O,(S™™) and O4(Gry, ;). These results are used in the next
subsection to describe the restriction of the calculus €2 ; (SU,,m) to the quantum Grass-
mannians.
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Lemma 5.4. The following assertions hold.
(1) For I,J € {1,...,n}, we have Q;;([I|J]) # O only if I = J;j, or equivalently
only if J = Ij;.
(2) It holds that Q;;(z) = Q;;(2)~' # 0. Moreover Q;; = Qi for every i,i’ €
{1,...,m}.

Proof. (1) By Goodearl’s formulae

0:;([117]) = ZZ uly ® [1|Al)r([A17] ® uf)

a=1 A
=Y r(ul @ [11aj1)r ([Jaj | J] @ uf).
a=1

Now r(ul, ® [I|J4;]) gives a non-zero answer only if a € I N J and I, = J,;. This
can happen only if I = J;;, or equivalently only if J = [;;. Hence Q;;([/|J]) gives a
non-zero answer only in the stated cases.

(2) It follows from Goodearl’s formulae that, fori = 1,...,n,

n

Qii(z) = Z r(u; ® [M|K])r(zK ®ui) = r(uﬁ Q)r(z® ui) #0,

a=1
as claimed. Moreover it follows from [23, Lemma 2.1] that Q;;(z) = Q;i/(z) for every
i,i’ e{l,...,m}. [

Building on this lemma, we next produce a set of necessary requirements for non-
vanishing of the maps Q;; on the generators of Oy (Gry,m).

Lemma 5.5. Fori,j = 1,...,n, and (i, j) ¢ M+ x M, it holds that Q;j(z17) # 0
only in the three following cases:

(1) I = M;jandJ = M*, with (i, j) € M x M+,
() I =MandJ = Mg, with (i, j) € M+ x M,
B I=MandJ =M+, withi = j.

Proof. Note first that

Qizrtn = > Y. > r(u®UIKIJIL])r* @ uf)

|K|=m |L|=n—m a=1

= > Y Z (ul, ® [J|IL])r(uf ® [I1K])r (zx @ ub)r(ZL ® uf)

|K|=m |L|=n—m a,b,c=1

Z Z u ® [J|L]) Qac(ZI)V(ZL ® Mc)

|L|=n—m a,c=1
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Now r(Zp @ uf) # Oonlyifc < j. Thusc € M+ implies that j € M+. Now if ¢ # j,
then M CJJ' would contain j as repeated element, and so, could not be equal to L as required
by Goodearl’s formula. Hence

0u(zrs) = 3. 1l ® 2) 0y G GL 1),

a=1

If we assume that / # M, then by Lemma 5.4, Q,;(z7) # O only if (a, j) € M x M+
and I = M,;. Since we have assumed that (i, j) ¢ M+ x M=, we must have thati € M,
and so, r(ul, ® Zy) # O only if i = a. Thus, if I # M, then Q;;(z7;) # Oonly if I = M;;
and J = M J-, which gives us the first case. If we instead assume that / = M, then an
analogous argument will shows that Q;;(z77) # 0 only when J = Ml.J.-, giving us the

second and third cases. [
Lemma 5.6. It holds that Q;; (zMM™) = 0,;(1).

Proof. We can derive this identity from Laplacian expansion as follows. In (4.2), setting
I =J={1,...,n}and J; = M gives

1 _ Ly _
I=dety = ) () "zz = 3 (022,

[I1|=m [I1|=m

=3 (—q){ I S0 I
[I1]|=r

. . . . L
Since Q;;(z7s) is non-zero only in one of the three cases given above, Q;; Iy =0
unless /; = M. Hence,

Qi)=Y (—) T 1D 0y (11 = 0y (MM
[I1|=m

as required. ]

5.3. A restriction presentation of the Heckenberger—-Kolb calculus

Using the results of the previous subsection, we present the Heckenberger—Kolb calculus
as the restriction of the calculus Q;(S U,.m), reproduce its decomposition into € (1-0)
and Q1 and introduce a basis of (2, (Gr)).

Lemma 5.7. Denoting
VD =y |, j) e MEx MY, VOD = Ib; | (G, )) e M x M*),

it holds that
1) VOO and VO gre non-isomorphic right O4(Ly)-subcomodules of A; (SUy),
) VOO 4pd VO gre right 04 (SUy,)-submodules of Aé(S U,).
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Proof. The fact that V(10 and V(-1 are subcomodules of A ; (SU,) can be demonstrated
using the explicit coset representatives of b;; presented in [51, Lemma 4.2]: For example,
for (i, j) € M x M+,

(id ® 7) o Adg[u’]

= > (] ® 7nm (ul, S?))

a,b=1

=Y ) D ) ®@am(uiS))) ® B (ul Sh))

a,b=1x=1y=m+1
m n ‘
=Y D> Wil ®am(uS@)) ® Bum(ufS@)).
a,x=1 b,y=m+1

Thus we see that V(-1 is coinvariant under the right O4(Ly)-coaction (id ® ) o Adg.
The fact that V(19 is also coinvariant is established similarly.
Consider now the Hopf algebra map t : Oy (L) — O(U;) uniquely determined by

‘L’(u;- ®1):=46;;t, (1® M;) = 0jj.

Composing the left O (L, )-coactions on V10 and V@D with id ®  we get a right
O (U;)-coaction on both spaces which we denote by Ag ¢(v,). From the calculation of
the O4(Lm)-coactions above, it follows that Ag o (,) acts according to

Arowyli]l = uil®t for [ui] e VO

and
Arowylu;] = ;] ® 71 for [uj] € y a0,

Thus we see that, since the two comodules are not isomorphic as @ (Uy)-modules, they
cannot be isomorphic as O 4 (L,)-modules.
The fact that V10 is an O, (S U,)-submodule follows from the calculation

Qap(iuf)y =0, forall (i, j) € M+ x M; (a.b) ¢ M x MY k.1 =1,....n.
A similar argument shows that V@1 is a submodule. ]

Proposition 5.8. The restriction of Q ; (SUyp,m) to Oy(Gry ) is the Heckenberger—Kolb
calculus, with the decomposition into subcalculi given by

Q(I’O) = Qq(SUn)D@q(Lm)V(I’O), Q(O’l) = Oq(SUn)D@q(Lm)V(O’I).

Proof. Denote by 2} (Gry,,) the restriction of 2} (S Uy,.m) to Oy (Gry ). It follows from
Proposition 3.10 and Lemma 5.7 that the image of ®(Q!(Gry, 5,)) in A; (SU,) is given by
the linear span of the elements of the form [b™], for b € O4(Gry ). Consider next the right
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O4(Gry,m)-ideal generated by the elements (z75)", for |[I| = m, |J| = n — m. Noting
that the quotient of 9,4 (Gry ) by this ideal is one-dimensional, we see that Qg (Gry,m) ™
is generated as a right 9;(Gry,,)-module by the elements (z7;)". Lemma 5.5 implies
that

spangc {[(211)+] |[I|=m, |J|=n —m} c 10 gy,

Thus, since Lemma 5.7 tells us that V19 @ 1701 is a right submodule of Aé (SU,), we
must have that
([6*] | b € O (Grym)} € VOO @ yOD,

Moreover, Lemma 5.5 tells us that each non-zero [(z77) "] is contained in either V(-9 or
VO Thus, since V1 and V©D are each submodules of V19 @ Y ©.1 we must
have a decomposition

(2" (Gry,m))
=Wwa0 g wOD .= (0(Q"(Gram)) N VD) & (®(Q" (Grym)) N VOD)

as well as a corresponding decomposition of calculi. Since Lemma 5.7 tells us that V (1:0)

and V1 are non-isomorphic as left O4(Ln)-comodules, WV 10y and w(V©O-D) are

. . . . 048U, . . .
non-isomorphic as objects in OqEGr ))Mod, and so, the two calculi cannot be isomorphic.
q n,m

The classification of calculi over the quantum Grassmannians in Theorem 4.14 tells us
that there can exist no non-trivial calculus of dimension strictly less than dim (€2 ‘1] (Gry,m)).
Thus it follows from the inequality

dim (W19) < dim (V1Y) = m(n —m) = %dim (2 (Gram))

that W 1.0) = V1.0 or w10 = (. That the former is true follows from the fact that the
coset [ZM Mm+1a1] is non-zero. This can be seen explicitly from the fact that

1
Qm+1,](ZMMm+1’1)
is equal to
n n
YYD (T @ (Mo |BY)r(uh ® [M A (24 ® ub)r (25 @ uS),
a=1b=1|Al=m |B|=n—m
which, since the last factor is non-zero only for ¢ = 1, is equal to

r(u'l"+1 ® 2M¢+1 ])r(u} ®2)r(z @up)r(Z ®uj) # 0.

A similar argument establishes that W (@1 = 1/ (®-1)_Since the associated calculi are non-
isomorphic, their direct sum must be isomorphic to the Heckenberger—Kolb calculus. =
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6. A Borel-Weil theorem for the quantum Grassmannians

In this section we prove the main result of the paper, namely the Borel-Weil theorem for
the quantum Grassmannians. To do so we realise the unique O, (S U, )-covariant connec-
tion on the Heckenberger—Kolb calculus as a principal connection acting on a quantum
principal bundle over the Grassmannian.

6.1. A quantum principal bundle

In this subsection we prove that the sphere bundle @, (S™™) together with the restriction
of the first-order differential calculus Qé (SU,), denoted as Qé(S ™) gives a quantum
principal bundle. Then we prove that the universal principal connection IT; descends to a
principal connection on Q7 (SUp,).

Definition 6.1. We denote by Q; (S™™) the restriction of Q}](S U,) to a first-order dif-
ferential calculus on O, (S™™).

We observe that because 2 ;(S U, , m) restricts to the first-order Heckenberger—Kolb
calculus 2} (Grp,m) on Oy(Gry ), then QJ(S™™) must also restrict to 2} (Gry,,) on
O4(Grp ).

Proposition 6.2. The first-order differential calculus Q[II (S™™) is left Og (S Uy,)-covariant
and right O 4(L,y,)-covariant. Hence a quantum principal bundle is given by the pair

(Og(S™™), Q4 (S™™)).

Proof. The left and right covariance of 2 }I(S ) is inherited directly from the left and
right covariance of Q}I (SU,,m). Hence by Proposition 3.10 the given pair is a quantum
principal bundle. ]

We will now prove that the universal principal connection IT, descends to a principal
connection on Q(‘I (S™). We begin with a general technical lemma for principal pairs.

Lemma 6.3. Denote Jyo :== J Ni(TT). If J is not homogeneous with respect to the
decomposition given in (3.2) then

dim (A'(H)) < dim (T /7 (Jyer)).

Proof. We can decompose any element j € J as j = jo + j1, with jo € ker(;r) and
j1 €i(TT). Now we have

7(j) = n(j1), 6.1)

for every j € J.If J is not homogeneous, there exist j € J such that j; ¢ Jye and, since
i : TT — PT isinjective, equation (6.1) implies

dim (71 /7 (J)) < dim (T /7 (Jver)),

as claimed. [
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The following proposition deals with the left O, (S U, )-covariant strong principal con-
nection Iy : Q;(S iy — Q;(S - and the associated splitting map in Corollary 4.12,
iUt - Q;(S"””)“L,

Proposition 6.4. The following assertions hold.

(1) The universal principal connection Iy descends to a left O4(S Uy )-principal con-
nection for the bundle (Q4(S™™), Qé (S™™)).

(2) The associated space of vertical forms Vg(S™"™)ye is 1-dimensional, spanned by
the coset [z — 1], or equivalently by the coset [z — 1], and it is trivial as right
O4(Lp)-comodule.

(3) The connection Iy is the unique left O4(S Uy,)-covariant principal connection for
the bundle.

Proof. Denoting A := Q;;(Z), it follows from [23, Lemma 2.1] that A # 1. Thus we see
that [Z — 1] # 0. Moreover, since we have that

[xG-1)]=[—1]#0,

implying that A'(H) is a non-trivial space spanned by the coset [t — 1].
To prove that J is homogeneous with respect to the decomposition given by (3.2), let
Jver = J Ni(TT). Forany k € Zx, the elements

E-MNE-Dz*, -2rHE-1z*

and 11
E=D-y5—

=D

are contained in Jye;. Thus we can conclude that
dim (7% /7 (Jyer)) < 1.

If J were not homogeneous with respect to the decomposition Lemma 6.3 would then
imply that 7% /7 (J) was trivial, but since we know that 77(Z — 1) # 0, we must conclude
that J is homogeneous.

Recall that V(@1 and V(10 are irreducible and non-isomorphic, and for all but the
very special case of the Podle$ sphere, have dimension strictly greater than 1. Hence
neither V(19 nor V(1 can be trivial as 04 (Lm)-comodules. For the special case of the
Podles sphere, both V@80 and VO gre 1-dimensional, but are well known to be non-
trivial (see for example [44, Section 3]). All this means that V,(S"*™) decomposes into
three distinct irreducible sub-comodules, and hence that there can exist precisely one left
O4(Ly,)-comodule map with kernel Vq1 (Gry,m), and hence precisely one left Oy (SU,)-
covariant principal connection for the bundle. ]

Following the general discussion presented in Section 2.4, the principal connection

g Qu(S™™) > Q (S™™)



A Borel-Weil theorem for the quantum Grassmannians 301

gives a left O, (S U,)-covariant connection
Vi & = Q4(Gram) ®6,Grym) Ek (6.2)

for each k € Z. The following corollary is now implied by the uniqueness results of con-
nections identified in Theorem 4.18.

Corollary 6.5. For every line bundle &y, the connection V coincides with the connection
identified in Theorem 4.18. Moreover, the associated (0, 1)-connection is the holomorphic
structure identified in Theorem 4.18.

6.2. The Borel-Weil theorem

In this subsection we prove the Borel-Weil theorem for the quantum Grassmannians. We
begin with a short technical lemma used at a number of points in the proof of the main
theorem. In the lemma the projection

proj @ 1 QL (S™™) > 0 (S™™M)QOV O, (S™™)
associated to the decomposition
QLS™™) = 0y (S"™MQUD O, (S™™) © 0 (S™™QODO4(S™™) & QY (S™™)ver

is considered.
Lemma 6.6. It holds that

(1) o(Pp (O, (SQODO,(S"™M))) = o(Pp (O, (S™™QOD)) = Y 1.0,

2) a(@p(Og(SP™QLNY,(S™™M))) = 6(Dp(Og(S™™)QUI0)) = YO,
0,1)

(3) The projection proj is a right S4(Grp p,)-module map.

Proof. Tt follows from the presentation of Q19 and Q-1 given in Proposition 5.8 that
o([w]) e VO pu(w]) e VO 0w e Q0 e O,

Thus we see that the equalities in (1) and (2) follow from the fact that V(19 and V(-
are right O, (S U,)-submodules of V,(S"™), as established in Lemma 5.7. Lemma 5.7
also tells us that proj(o’l) is aright S, (Gry, s, )-module map if

VS, (Grym) € VO @ VO,
That this is true follows from the fact that
0ii(E—-1zr) =0,
forall (i, j) € M x M+, |

Theorem 6.7 (Quantum Grassmannian Borel-Weil). For all k € Z~, it holds that
(1) H)(Ex) = Viw,p»
(2 H%)(g—k) =0.
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Proof. (1) Recalling that z = [M+|M =] we see that

(d®o)Udz) = > > MA@ 0i ([AIM )by

|Al=n—m (i,j)eMxML

It follows from Lemma 5.4 that Q;; ([AIM~]) =0, forall (i, j) ¢ M+ x M. The results
of Section 5.3 now imply that

ds e Q[(II,O)(Sn,m)hOr ® Q;(Sn,m)ver — ker(proj(o’l)).
Note next that, for any k € Z~o, Lemma 6.6 implies

581( (Ek) — proj(O,l) o d(zk) — Z za proj(O’l)(dZ)Zb =0.
a+b=k—1

Thus all powers of Z are holomorphic. Recalling that 5gk is a left O,4(SU,)-comodule
map, we see that the inclusion of Vi, in HEO (&%) now follows from Schur’s lemma.

To show the opposite inclusion, we need to consider the decomposition of & into
irreducible left O, (S U,)-subcomodules. As discussed in Appendix A, each irreducible
subcomodule contains an element of the form »z¥, for some b € 04 (Gry m). Let us assume
that one of these elements bz*, for b ¢ C1, is holomorphic. This would imply that

0=0g, (hz%) = b ® * + b ® 3¢, (z¥) = 9b ® Z*.

Noting that Q;(S ™M) is a torsion-free right O, (Gry, ,,)-module, that & is projective as
left O4(Gry, m)-module and that O 4(Gr, ) has no zero-divisors, we see that Liouville’s
theorem implies that

b ®z* £0.

Thus we see that no such holomorphic element exists, and that by Schur’s lemma the first
claimed identity holds.

(2) We now come to the line bundles &_j, for k € Z~ . Assume there exists a non-zero
holomorphic element e € &_j. Then for any |/ | = n — m, we would have

d(ezf) = proj @V (d(ezf)) = proj®V (de)zf + ed(z§) = 0,

which is to say
ez € ng(Gr,,,m).

Theorem 4.17 implies that er must be a non-zero scalar multiple of 1. Denoting
ei}‘ =:url,

we see that ,LLI_‘E}‘ is a right inverse of e, for any /. However, since O,(SU,) has
no zero divisors, right inverses are unique. Thus to avoid contradiction we are forced to
conclude that &_ contains no holomorphic elements. ]
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6.3. Opposite complex structure

In this subsection we consider the opposite complex structure Q**) of the complex struc-
ture 2(**). Composing the connection given in (6.2) with projection onto

Q1.0 ®0, Gnm) &k,
gives a left O, (SU,)-covariant flat (1, 0)-connection
dg, : €k — Q10 ®0, (Grym) Ek-

which is to say a covariant holomorphic structure with respect to Q(**) (see [19, Remark
4.8] for more details). As a careful reading of Section 6.2 will confirm, the proof of the
Borel-Weil theorem for the complex structure 2(>*) carries over directly to the opposite
setting.

Theorem 6.8. For the holomorphic line bundle (&, ggk ), it holds that
(1) HY(&) =0,
@) HY(Ek) = Vi,

forall k € Z~o.

This result will be used in Section 7 when we discuss the implications of the Borel-
Weil theorem for the noncommutative Kihler geometry of the quantum Grassmannians.

6.4. The twisted homogeneous coordinate ring

In classical complex geometry any positive line bundle & over a compact Kihler manifold
M gives an embedding of M into complex projective space. Moreover, the homogeneous
coordinate ring S(M ) associated to this embedding is isomorphic as a graded algebra to

D HiE
k EZE()
For the Grassmannians the line bundle &; is well known to be positive and the associ-

ated projective embedding is the Pliicker embedding. Thus for the quantum Grassmanni-
ans it is natural to ask if the ring
P He

k EZEO
can be identified with the twisted homogeneous coordinate ring S, (Gry, ). The following
proposition shows that this is indeed the case and that the result is a direct implication of
the quantum Borel-Weil theorem. This generalises earlier work in [34-36] realising the

quantum n-plane in terms of the noncommutative complex geometry of quantum project-
ive space O, (CP" 1),

Proposition 6.9. Considering each line bundle &y as a subspace of O4(SU,), it holds
that

P Hy (&) = Sq(Gram).
kEZzo
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Proof. 1t follows from the Borel-Weil theorem that

D 5 < Sq(Grnm).
keZso

Let us now show the opposite inclusion. Take e € H50(8k), e e Hgo (&1), and observe that

g, ,, (ee’) = (id — )V (d(ee"))
= (id — )@V ((de)e’ + ed(e))
= (id — )@V (de)e’ + eIl(de’)
= O’

where we have used the fact that IT is a right S, (Gr, ,, )-map, as established in Lemma 6.6.
Thus we see that the direct sum GakeZzo H50 (k) is a subalgebra of O, (SU,). Now by
the Borel-Weil theorem the generators zZ; of S;(Gry, ;) are contained in HEO(S 1). Thus
we get the opposite inclusion

Sq¢(Gram) € €D HY (&)
kGZzo

and hence equality of the two algebras. ]

Remark 6.10. Proposition 6.9 hints at the possible existence of a noncommutative gen-
eralisation of the classical GAGA correspondence. (See [6, Section 7] for a detailed
speculation about how such a general picture might look). The task of finding a unified
understanding of the noncommutative complex and projective geometry of the quantum
Grassmannians in terms of such a formal framework is a major undertaking. A tractable
first step is the formulation of a noncommutative version of positivity for noncommutative
holomorphic line bundles [14,20]. This is the subject of ongoing research and is discussed
in some detail in the next section.

We finish by considering the domain of the closure of the essentially self-adjoint oper-
ator defined in (7.1). This is a direct g-deformation of the vector space of C 1_sections,
and it is natural to ask if the kernel of 55_k contains additional elements, which is to
say, whether there exist additional holomorphic elements in the C!-completion of &.
However, this cannot be the case since the Hilbert space completion of &; admits an
orthonormal basis consisting of eigenvectors of the twisted Dolbeault-Dirac operator,
which is to say, the operator is diagonalisable [18, Proposition 4.19]. This generalises
the result for the special case of quantum projective space established in [34-36].

7. Applications to the Kihler structure of the quantum
Grassmannians

The Heckenberger—Kolb calculi of the quantum Grassmannians possess a rich noncom-
mutative generalisation of the Kihler geometry of the classical Grassmannians. Motivated
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by a desire to understand this noncommutative Kéhler geometry, a general theory of non-
commutative Kihler structures was introduced in [53] and further developed in [14,19,20].
By feeding the numerical invariants given by Theorem 6.8 into this general theory one
can establish a number of new results for the noncommutative Kihler geometry of the
quantum Grassmannians. This section presents a brief summary of these applications,
referring the interested reader to relevant papers as we go. In particular we recall the gen-
eralisation of positivity to the noncommutative setting and verify that & is a positive (see
Remark 6.10 above).

7.1. Kihler structures

We begin with the definition of a noncommutative Kéhler structure. It abstracts the prop-
erties of the fundamental (1, 1)-form of a Kihler metric [30, Section 3.1].

Definition 7.1. An Hermitian structure (Q**), o) for a differential %-calculus Q°® of
even total degree 2n is a pair consisting of a complex structure 2(>* and a central real
(1, 1)-form o, such that, with respect to the Lefschetz operator

L:Q* > Q% wr—oAow,
isomorphisms are given by
Lk Qk 5 Q2 Kk forallk =0,....n—1.
A Kdhler structure for a differential *-calculus is a Hermitian structure (Q(**), k)
such that « is closed, which is to say, d« = 0.

Associated to every Kdhler structure we have a rich noncommutative generalisation of
the classical structures of Kihler geometry. For example, one gets a direct noncommut-
ative generalisation of Lefschetz decomposition allowing for the definition of a noncom-
mutative Hodge map *, through a generalisation of the classical Weil formula. One can
then use the Hodge map to define a noncommutative Kéhler metric

g:Q2°xQ* > B:=0Q% (w0,v) > #¢c(0 A% (vY)).

An Hermitian module over B is a pair (¥, k), where ¥ is a finitely generated projective
left B-module together with an appropriately defined sesquilinear map

h:¥ x¥% — B.

When such an ¥ is additionally endowed with a holomorphic structure g, Beggs and
Majid showed that one can mimic the classical Chern connection construction and produce
a connection

V:5F >QY(B)®s F.

extending the (0, 1)-connection 537 (see [7, Section 8.6] for details). This gives a natural
extension of the classical notions of positive and negative line bundles. Explicitly, we say
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that a Hermitian holomorphic vector bundle ¥ over B is positive, or respectively negative,
if the Chern curvature satisfies

Vi(f) = -k ® f.

where 6 is an element of R+, or respectively an element of R ¢. Under additional posit-
ivity assumptions on g, and the existence of a state ¢ : B — C, one can then build upon
this definition to prove a direct noncommutative generalisation of the classical Kodaira
vanishing theorem [ 14, Section 8].

7.2. Positive line bundles and higher cohomologies

It has been established in [45], for all but a finite (possibly empty) set of values of ¢,
the Heckenberger—Kolb calculi over O4(Gry, ;) posses a covariant Kéhler structure that
is unique up to real scalar multiple. Moreover, it was shown in [18, Proposition 7.13]
that there exists an open interval / around 1 such that, for all ¢ € I, the associated
Kihler metric g is positive definite. Combining this with the fact that the two first-order
Heckenberger—Kolb calculi are irreducible, one can conclude from [19, Theorem 3.3] that
each holomorphic line bundle over O, (Gry ,,) is either positive, negative or flat. Indeed it
follows from [18, Corollary 3.4] that, for all [ € Z, we have

(1) if H50(8k) # 0and Hg(@k) = 0, then & is positive,
) if Hgo(gk) = 0and HJ (&) # 0, then & is negative.

Thus we see that the Borel-Weil theorem for O, (Gry, »,,) implies that, for all k € Z ¢, the
bundle & is positive, while the bundle &_j is negative.

Finally, in [19, Theorem 4.18] the noncommutative Kodaira vanishing theorem for
positive line bundles was applied to &. In particular, vanishing of higher cohomologies
was concluded:

Hg“”")(ek) =0, foralli € Z-o.

Thus we see that for positive line bundles, the classical Bott—Borel-Weil theorem [10]
extends to the quantum setting.
7.3. Square integrable forms, Fredholm operators, and C !-line modules

Composing the Haar state of O (S U, ) with the Kédhler metric g gives an inner product
()1 Q2*x Q% > Oy(Crnm), (@,v) > h(g(w,v")).

The anti-holomorphic derivative 9 is adjointable with respect to the inner product. Denot-
ing the adjoint by 37, a g-deformation of the Dolbeault—Dirac operator of Gry, 1 is given
by

Dg =9 + at.

We denote by L?(2°) the Hilbert space completion of Q°* with respect to the inner product.
The Dolbeault-Dirac operator D is an essentially self-adjoint operator on L?(Q°), and
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the commutators [D3, b] are bounded, for all b € O4(Gry ). Moreover, L?(Q°) carries
an evident representation p of @4 (Gr, ) by bounded operators. This means that the triple
(D3, L?(R2*), p) is a natural candidate for a spectral triple, Connes’ C *-algebraic notion
of a noncommutative Riemannian manifold [15, 17]. The difficulty here lies in verifying
the compact resolvent condition for Dj. This has been verified by direct calculation of the
spectrum for the special case of quantum projective space, but the extension of this result
to the quantum Grassmannians is technically prohibitive.

Approaching the problem from a different point of view, we can consider Dolbeault—
Dirac operators twisted by holomorphic line bundles:

Dggk QO ® 0, (Grom) & — Q©®) R0, (Gram) &y, fork e Z. (7.1)

Since we now know that &_j, is a negative line bundle, it follows from the results of [18,
Section 6] that the eigenvalues of the &_g-twisted Dolbeault—Dirac operator are bounded
below by a non-zero positive number. Hence it follows that the twisted Dolbeault—-Dirac
operator is Fredholm. While the Fredholm property is significantly weaker than having
compact resolvent, the conceptual geometric proof of this analytic property is a significant
step in the right direction.

We finish by considering the domain of the closure of the essentially self-adjoint oper-
ator defined in (7.1). This is a direct g-deformation of the vector space of C!-sections,
and it is natural to ask if the kernel of 5g_k contains additional elements, which is to
say, whether there exist additional holomorphic elements in the C!-completion of &j.
However, this cannot be the case since the Hilbert space completion of & admits an
orthonormal basis consisting of eigenvectors of the twisted Dolbeault-Dirac operator,
which is to say, the operator is diagonalisable [18, Proposition 4.19]. This generalises
the result for the special case of quantum projective space established in [34-36].

A. A generating set for the quantum Grassmannians

In this appendix we recall the alternative quantised enveloping algebra presentation of the
quantum Grassmannians introduced in [57], and equate it with Meyer’s quantum coordin-
ate algebra definition used in Section 4. This allows us to use the algebra generating set
for O4(Gry 1) given in [27,57].

The Hopf algebra O, (SU,) can alternatively be presented as a Hopf *-subalgebra of
U, (sl,)°, the Hopf dual of the Drinfeld-Jimbo quantum universal enveloping algebra of
sl,. Explicitly, it can be defined as the Hopf subalgebra generated by the matrix coeffi-
cients of the type 1 representations of Uy (sl,) [59, Section 2.9]. By construction we get a
quantum generalisation of the classical Peter—Weyl decomposition

04(SUn) = P C(V),
rePt

where £ denotes the set of dominant integral weights of sl,,, and C(V}) denotes the
coordinate algebra of V, the irreducible representation associated to A € 7.
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An explicit Hopf x-algebra isomorphism between the two constructions can be given
in the form of a non-degenerate dual pairing

(-,) 1 Og(SU,) x Uy(sl,) — C,

which we consider as a Hopf algebra embedding of O, (S U,) into U, (sl,)°. The pairing
is uniquely determined by

(Kioul) = %175 (Bl =1, (Fuly,) =1,

with all other pairings of generators being zero, see [37, Section 9.4] for details. The
isomorphism necessarily establishes a bijection between the cosemisimple subcoalgebras
of both presentations. Explicitly it associates C (1) with C(V}), where we have identified
P+ with £,_; in the obvious way.

Following [57, Section 4] we consider the Hopf subalgebra

Uy(lp) :==C(E;, Fi. K; |i #£m, j=1,....n—1) € Uy(sly),

where E;, F;, and Kj;, denote the standard generators and relations of Uy (sl,) [37, Sec-
tion 6]. Now the Hopf algebra O,(L,,) admits a dual pairing with U,;(ls) uniquely
determined by

(g,L(X)) = (n(g),X), for X € U;(Is), g € O4(SU,).

Thus we see that the space of coinvariants of O, (L) coincides with the space of invari-
ants of Uy, (I,,), which is to say

(961 (Gryp,m) = Uq(IS)(Qq (SUp).

Hence Meyer’s definition and that given in [57, Section 4] coincide.

The general result of [57, Theorem 3.2], or [27, Proposition 3.2], restricted to the spe-
cial case of the quantum Grassmannians, tells us that a set of generators of O,(Gry,1)
is given by all products of the form yy, where y is a left highest weight element of
C(Vw,) and y is a left lowest weight element of C(V_y,(w,)), With wo denoting the
longest element of the Weyl group of sl,,. As is easily verified, z; is a highest weight
vector of C(Vg,,), for all |I| = m, and Z; is a lowest weight vector of C(V_y(,,)) for
all |J| = n —m. Thus we see that O 4(Gry »,) is generated by the set of all elements of the
form zj ;. It is now instructive to consider the Hopf subalgebra

Uy (G, = C(E;, K;, Fi |i#m)CUy(sly).

Using an analogous argument, we can identity @O,(S™") with the space of invariants
YaG) 9, (S Up).

Finally, let us consider the decomposition of the line bundles over O, (Gry ) into
irreducible left O, (S U,)-subcomodules, or equivalently, into irreducible right U, (sl,)-
submodules:

ik ~ @ Viu(k), fork € Zso.
ney
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where Y is some subset of . As shown in [16], a basic weight argument confirms that
each V), (k) has a highest weight element of the form bz*, for some b € 04(Gry ), and
each V},(—k) has a highest weight element of the form &’ z%, for some b’ € O4(Gry m).
This fact is used in the proof of our noncommutative Borel-Weil theorem in Section 6.

B. Some additional results

In this appendix we use the presentation of the Heckenberger—Kolb calculi given in Sec-
tion 5.3 to prove some technical, yet potentially useful, results, which demonstrate the
powerful tools the coquasi-triangular approach gives us. We begin by producing a quantum
Grassmannian representative for the coset of each basis element of V(-1 and V(19 For
an alternative proof, at the level of the irreducible quantum flag manifolds, see [28, Pro-
position 3.6].

Proposition B.1. Forall (i, j) € M+ x M, it holds that
ML €
M) = Dby, (M) = Agibi. (B.1)
for some non-zero constants A;; € C.

Proof. By definition {Qj; |i,j =1,...,n} is adual basis to {b;; |i,j =1,...,n}.
Thus by Lemma 5.5 there must exist (possibly zero) constants satisfying (B.1). Thus the
lemma would follow if we could show that these constants were non-zero. Drawing again
on Lemma 5.5, we see that [(z;7)™] = 0, for any generator z;; not of the form ZMUML,
ZMMJ#, fori, j € M x M+. Hence, since CID(Q;(Gr,,,m)) € HMody, the elements in (B.1)
span V19 @ V(-1 "and so, by comparison of dimension they must all be non-zero. m

Next, for the ideal corresponding to the Heckenberger—Kolb calculus, we give a con-
crete set of generators. The argument is easily generalised to the setting of the irreducible
quantum flag manifolds using [28, Section 3.3.1].

Proposition B.2. The ideal corresponding to Heckenberger—Kolb calculus is generated
as a right O4(Gry, p)-module by the elements

(D) (zp) T with(I,J)eT

Q) zrg KT with (1,7) ¢ T and zXL e T,

where we have denoted
T = {(Mi;, M), (M, Mz;)), (M, M%) | (i, j) € M x M+, (i’ j") € M+ x M}.

Proof. As consequence of Lemma 5.5, the quotient of O4(Gry )" by the ideal gener-
ated by the elements listed above contains the ideal corresponding to Heckenberger—Kolb
calculus. At the same time O,(Grym)" is generated as a right ©,(Gry ,)-module, by
the (z77)*. Hence it follows that the dimension of the quotient of Oy (Gry )" by the
ideal generated by the listed elements is less than or equal to the dimension of the ideal
corresponding to the Heckenberger—Kolb calculus, which proves the corollary. ]
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Recall next that in Lemma 5.7 we showed that V(1 is an 04(SUy,)-submodule of
A; (SUy). In the following proposition we produce explicit formulae for the actions of the
generators O, (SUy,), as well as formulae for the actions of the antipodes of the generators.
This technical result serves as a crucial ingredient in the proof that the anti-holomorphic
algebra 7 (0:9) ig a Nichols algebra [39]. Indeed, to match the conventions used [39], the
result is presented in terms of an alternative basis of V' (©-1: {[uj] | (i,j)e M+ x M}. 1t
is easily checked that this is indeed a basis of V' (®-1 and that [u;] is linearly proportional
to bj;. We omit the proof which is a direct technical calculation.

Proposition B.3. The O,(SUy,)-action on VO js as follows. Fori # j and for (r,s) €
(M x M)U (M+ x ML) we have

[uj] qu] = g=2"g %o,

] <uf = g2/ (0(r — $)85.i(q — g~ ] + 0(s — )8 (g — g~ i)

(] < S@)) = g*/"q =0 [ul],

(] Sug) = g (8460 — $)(g™" = D] + 8-.;6(s = N> V(g ™" — @) [ul)).

We finish by noting that this action is a purely noncommutative phenomenon, indeed
since classical forms and functions commute, the classical action of O(SU,) on V@1 is
trivial.
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