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Abstract

We briefly report our application ] of a version of noncommutative
geometry to the quantum Euclidean space Rf]\r , for any N > 3; this space
is covariant under the action of the quantum group SO,(N), and two
covariant differential calculi are known on it. More precisely, we describe
how to construct in a Cartan ‘moving-frame formalism’ the metric, two
covariant derivatives, the Dirac operator, the frame, the inner derivations
dual to the frame elements, for both of these calculi. The components of
the frame elements in the basis of differentials provide a ‘local realization’
of the Faddeev-Reshetikhin-Takhtadjan generators of U (so(N)).
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1 Introduction

The idea that the structure of space-time at short distances may be well de-
scribed by a non-commutative geometry has been appealing since 1947 [E], be-
cause such noncommutativity might lead to a regularization of the corresponding
field theory (see e.g. [, [H], [l). Here we apply the formalism of noncommu-
tative geometry [E to the quantum Euclidean spaces RN with N > 3 [E],
which are comodule algebras of the quantum groups SOy (N ) To achieve this
goal we use a noncommutative generalization [E of the moving-frame formalism
of E. Cartan. We generalize the results which had been previously found [E]
for R3.

When N is odd we can follow a scheme similar to the one developped for
N = 3. For each of the two SOy(N) covariant differential calculi defined on
Rév we find two torsion free covariant derivatives. After adding to the algebra
a ‘dilatator’ A, it is possible to construct an (essentially) unique metric, in such
a way that the covariant derivative is compatible with it. By further enlarging
the algebra by the square roots and inverses of some elements, we are also able
to find for each of the calculi a frame and the derivatives dual to it. When
N is even, it is necessary to add also one of the components K of the angular
momentum. Some of the elements we add have vanishing derivative but are
none-the-less noncommutative analogues of non-constant functions. Then their
inclusion can be interpreted as an embedding of the ‘configuration space’ into
part of ‘phase space’.

In Section 2 we briefly recall the tools of noncommutative geometry [ﬁ] which
will be needed. We start with a formal noncommutative algebra A and with a
differential calculus Q*(.A) over it, and define then the concepts of a frame or
‘Stehbein’ H] the corresponding metric, covariant derivative, and generalized
Dirac operator @ In Section 3 we shortly review the definiton of R %
then the construction of two SO, (N)-covariant differential calculi (], E
Rév based on the R-matrix formalism. Both yield the de Rham calculus in the
commutative limit. In Section 4 we proceed with the actual construction of the
frame over RN and of the inner derivations dual to it. Within this framework
we recover the ‘Dirac operator’, which had already been found . @] We then
determine of the metric and the covariant derivatives.

It turns out that the components of the frame in the £¢ basis automatically
provide a ‘local realization’ of Ui(so(N)) in the extended algebra of RY,
they satisfy the ‘RLL’ and the gLL’ relations fulfilled by the £+ [ generators
of U;[ (so(N)) and also fulfil the commutation relations of the latter generators
with the coordinates z?. In the case of odd N it is possible to ‘glue’ them
together to get a realization of the whole of U;[(SO(N)).

2 The Cartan moving-frame formalism

We start by reviewing a noncommutative extension E] of the moving-frame
formalism of E. Cartan. The building blocks are a noncommutative algebra A,



which in the commutative limit should become the algebra of functions on a
parallelizable manifold M, and a differential calculus 2*(.A) on it, which should
reduce to the ordinary de Rham differential calculus on M in the same limit.
The module of the 1-forms Q! (A) is required to be free of rank N (N dimension
of the manifold), so that it admits a special basis {#%}1<q.<n, referred to as
‘frame’ or ‘Stehbein’, which commutes with the elements of A:

[f,0] = 0. (1)
We suppose that the basis 6% is dual to a set of inner derivations e, = ad A,:
df = €af6" = [a, f16° (2)
for any f € A. Then it is possible to find a formal ‘Dirac operator’ [
0 = —X\,0°, such that df = —[0, f]. (3)

We shall require the center Z(A) of A to be trivial: Z(.A) = C, if this condition
is not verified, we shall enlarge the algebra until it does. If we define the (wedge)
product 7 in Q*(.A) by relations of the form

070" = P 40°® 6%,  P®.5 € Z(A) (4)
then the A, have to satisfy a quadratic relation of the form
2AAaP %oy — NeFCop — Kap = 0., Fu, Kup, € Z(A) (5)

In the case of the quantum Euclidean spaces Rflv it turns out that F¢.p, K. = 0.
Next, the metric is defined as a nondegenerate A-bilinear map

g: (A @A QN A) = A, (6)

We shall denote
g9(0* ©0%) = g*. (7)

As a further step, a ‘generalized flip’ can be introduced, an A-bilinear map
o: QN A) @4 N(A) = QM A) @4 QHA), o0 @0°) = 5%.40° 0% (8)

Due to bilinearity g** € Z(A) = C and S%.4 € Z(A) = C.
The flip is necessary in order to construct a covariant derivative D [@], ie.
a map

D: QY A) — QY A) @ Q' (A) 9)
satisfying a left and right Leibniz rule:
D(f§) =df @ ¢+ fDs,  D(f) = o(§ @df) + (DS)f. (10)
Then the torsion map can be consistently be defined as

0: Q'A) = Q*(A), ©=d-7oD. (11)



where bilinearity requires that
mo(o41)=0. (12)

The curvature map associated to D is defined by
1
Curv = D? = 190Dy 0D, Curv(0®) = —§Rabcd6‘c6‘d ®6°. (13)

Here D, is a natural continuation of the map (F) to the tensor product Q' (A)® 4
Q' (A), namely Do(€ @ 1) = DE @1+ 012(§ ® D).
If F*,. = 0 a torsion-free covariant derivative [E] is

DE=—-02&+0(l®0). (14)
The compatibility of a covariant derivative with the metric is [[LF]
gaso Dy =dog, 59 4rg798% ., = 055, (15)

We suppose @] that o satisfies the braid relation.

3 The quantum Euclidean spaces

In this section some basic results about the N-dimensional quantum Euclidean
space R} due to ] are reviewed. We start with the matrix R [§] for SO, (N, C).
It is a symmetric N2 x N? matrix, and its main property is that it satisfies the
braid relation. It admits [§] a projector decomposition:

R=qPs—q 'Pu+ ¢ VP, (16)

where the P, P,, Py are SO4(N)-covariant g-deformations of the symmet-
ric trace-free, antisymmetric and trace projectors respectively. The projector
Py projects on a one-dimensional sub-space and can be written in the form
P = (9°™gsm) 19 gry. This leads to the definition of a metric matrix. It
is a N x N matrix g;;, which is a SO, (NV)-isotropic tensor and is a defor-
mation of the ordinary Euclidean metric g;; = ¢7*0;,—;. If n is the rank of
SO(N,C), the indices take the values i = —n,...,—1,0,1,...n for N odd, and
i1=-n,...,—1,1,...n for N even. Moreover, we have introduced the notation
pi = (n— %,...,%,O,—%,...,% —n) for N odd, (n—1,...,0,0,...,1—n) for
N even.
The metric and the braid matrix satisfy the ‘g77T’ relations [E]
gil Rilﬂ — R:Fl?jl ks gil Ril%@ — R:Flzjl glk. (17)
With the help of the projector P,, the N-dimensional quantum Euclidean
space is defined as the associative algebra Rév generated by elements {xi}i:_n,,,,
with relations N
Paytal = 0. (18)



or, more explicitly [[L2]

kw; Yr2 |, fori>1

rlal = qalat for i < i # —j, 27 =¢{ 0 for i =1, N even,
hrd for i =1, N odd.
(19)
We use the notation here w; = ¢?* + ¢~ ", h = q% — q_%, k= q% — q_% and
rf = Z gl 1> 0 for N odd, i > 1 for N even. (20)
kl=—i

For ¢ € RT a conjugation (2)* = 27g;; can be defined on R} to obtain
what is known as quantum real Euclidean space Rév .

As this will be necessary for the construction of the elements \,, we enlarge
the algebra RY with the real elements ri"' = (r2)*2, i = 0...n. There is a
unique way to postulate their commutation relations with z7 so that the latter
give the commutation relations between r? and 2’/ which can be drawn from

([8). Namely

alr; = rix? for |5] <4, 2r; = qryx? for j < —i, wiry =q71

ria? for j >
(21)
Note that » = r,, turns out to be central.
There are two quadratic differential calculi Q*(R}') and Q*(Rf]\[ ), which
are covariant with respect to SO4(N).

2'¢ = q REhal, Poiig€hel =0 for Q'(RY), (22)
2 = ¢t R—lgé’%l, ’Ps,tzgkf_l =0 for Ql(RéV), (23)

where dz’ = ¢ and dz’ = ¢, If a -structure on Q'(RY) @ Q'(RYY) is defined
by setting (£°)* = fjgji, the two calculi are seen to be conjugate.
The Dirac operator [E] of Bl is easily verified to be given by [@, @]

0 =w.qTh lr g2, for QYRDY), (24)

06 = —wnq’%k71r72gijxi§_j for Ql(RfIV). (25)
Now, we have the following difficulty. In Section 2 we required the center of
the algebra A to be trivial. But the algebra generated by the z? and r; has a
nontrivial center, therefore the formalism cannot be directly applied to it. With
a general Ansatz of the type ¢ = 02¢¢, we immediately see that the condition
() cannot be fulfilled for 72 if 72 € Z(A). To solve this problem we add to the

algebra also a unitary element A, and its inverse A1, Tt is a “dilatator”, which
satisfies the commutation relations

A = gAx’. (26)

But this is not enough in the case of even N. We have added the elements

ril = (27 2')*2 and therefore the center is non trivial even after A has been



+1

added, because the elements r; '#*! commute also with A. We choose to add

a Drinfeld-Jimbo generator K = q% and its inverse K !, where H; belongs to
the Cartan subalgebra of U,so(N) and represents the component of the angular
momentum in the (—1,1)-plane. This new element satisfies the commutation
relations

KA = Ak, Kot = ¢*lat' K, Kot =25 K fori>1  (27)

There are many ways to fix the commutation relations of A with the 1-forms
compatibly with (Bd). We choose [[LF]

A = A€, Ad = qdA. (28)

This choice has the disadvantage that A does not satisfy the Leibniz rule d(fg) =
fdg + (df)g Vf,g € Rév. Nevertheless, A can then be interpreted in a consis-
tent way as an element of the Heisenberg algebra, because A~2 can be con-
structed []E] as a simple polynomial in the coordinates and derivatives, and,
moreover, in the next section we shall see that this allows us to normalize the
6¢ and )\, in such a way as to recover R" as geometry in the commutative limit.

As already observed [@] there are other possibilities, e.g. we could have set
dA = 0. This choice, however, is not completely satisfactory neither, because
we would like df = 0 to hold only for the analogues of the constant functions
and, moreover, with a procedure similar to the one described previously [E] for
N = 3, we would recover as geometry in the commutative limit R x S™V~—1 rather
than RY.

The same discussion which hold for A can be done to determine the com-
mutation relations between K and the 1-forms £*. We choose dK = 0. Then
consistency with (R7) requires

K¢t = ¢t K, K& =¢K  fori> 1. (29)

4 Inner derivations, frame, metric and covariant
derivatives

Now, we would like to proceed with the actual construction of a frame 8% and
of the the associated inner derivations e, = ad \, satisfying the conditions in
Section 2 for the extended algebra of Rév . We start with the Ansatz

0 =07¢ (30)

for 6%, but allow the coefficients 8 to depend on A. The equation [r,0%] = 0
fixes the dependence of the frame on the dilatator to be linear in A~!. From
the duality condition (ﬁ) one sees immediately that the matrices

eo = [Ma, '] (31)

must be inverse to 6 in the sense that e}, 0% = %, e} = d;.



Equation ([) is equivalent to
a:it?;-l :q_lfﬁ_lf;@zg:l, xhe —qR eJ k. (32)

As the A, have each only one index, while the coefficients 65 of the frame have
two, it is easier to look for solutions A, to the equation

"\, 2] = qR% Ao, 27]2". (33)

The inner derivations e’ can be easily computed as commutators of the A, with
the coordinates according to (@), the matrix 8¢ can be recovered as the inverse
of €.

The r-dependence of ¢ is fixed by their commutation relations with A. We
shall require

[A,09)=0 = [0%,A]=0, [el,A] = 0. (34)
Our main results are the following theorems [[If].
Theorem 1 N independent solutions of Equation @) are given by
Ao = Yol (z 0)71 for N odd, A1y =~yriA(xF) KT for N even,

Ao = "yaAr ‘a‘ e otherwise,

(35)

where v, € C are arbitrary normalization constants.

This has been proven by a direct computation in [m] The proof is too long to
write it here.

Theorem 2 If the normalization constants in theoreml] satisfy the conditions

Yo = _q*%}fl for N odd,
—1p -2
_fJ —q R for N odd, 36
NY-1 = { k2 for N even, (36)

YaVea = —q Tk 2wawa_1 fora > 1.
then the elements A\, fulfill among themselves the commutation relations
P Ay =0 (37)

and the matrices €', = [\,, x'] satisfy

RTT — relations: ~ Rijelel = ele RS (38)
gT'T — relations: g“bel ei =g A%, gijelel = gap? (3

—
=~

o ©
= =

normalization: 6060 = A2



Again, the proof would be too long and it can been found in [ﬂ]

Let us make some remarks. It is interesting to note that the commutation
relations (B7) between the )\, are the same as those ([[J) satisfied by the 2, and
therefore the linear and constant terms in (f) vanish.

The relations (B6) fix only the value of the product v,7y—q. The determina-
tion of it can be done e.g. by applying the gT'T-relations for i = —j. We see
that 42 for N odd and y;y_1 for N even are positive real numbers, while all the
remaining products v,7v_, are negative.

Now, an analogous construction can be done for the barred calculus Q*(A).

Theorem 3 N independent solutions of Equation
Moy 2']2? = ¢ 'RV 2! [N, 2] (41)
are given by

5\0 = %Afl(:zo)fl for N odd, Ai; =741 A" () TLK* for N even,

=7, A" ‘a‘ e otherwise,
(42)

where 4, € C are arbitrary normalization constants.

Theorem 4 If the normalization constants in theorem B satisfy the conditions

Jo=qzh7} for N odd,
[ —qh? for N odd, 43
NY-1 = { k2 for N even, (43)

YaV—a = _qkizwawafl fora>1,
then the elements N, fulfill among themselves the commutation relations
Patirare =0 (44)

and the matrices €, = [\,, x| satisfy the

RTT — relations: Ryeke, = ee) Ry (45)
gTT — relations: gabeZ eJ =g¥A?, gijéfléi = gapA 72, (46)
normalization: €€y = A2 (47)

The conditions (BF),[B9), (id) in theorem 2 and (), (E6), (7) in theorem 4

are equivalent to the defining relations satisfied by the generators £ [E] of
U;[(SO(N)), i.e. we have found a ‘local realization’ of the two Borel subalgebras
U(;t(so(N)) of Uy(so(N)). We can ask, under which circumstances we can ‘glue’
them together to construct a realization of the whole of Uy (so(IN)). The answer
is given by the following theorem [I].



Theorem 5 In the case of odd N with the \j, \; defined as in (53) and ({3)
and with coefficients given by

Yo =—q 7Th7L, i =—q*h72,
V3= —q *wawa1k™? fora>1, ya=qy-a fora<l, (48)
Yo = —qYa

then the matrices €', & satisfy the relations

a’
eie; =1 (no sum over i), Rdeie) = R elel (49)

The 74,7, for a # 0 are imaginary and fixed only up to a sign. This has as a
consequence that the homomorphism ¢ does not preserve the star structure of
U,(so(N)). Tt can be proven [fl] that it is not possible to extend this theorem
to the case of even N, because it is not possible to verify ([]).

For the frames 6%, 6% we find:

0% = 67¢" = A2g" [Ny, 27] g€, 0* = 61€ = N[Ny, 27]gaué.  (50)

They commute both with the coordinates and with A and the matrix elements
62,62 fulfill

17

Rebod0e = 007 RE! Ra4040¢ = 0203 RE! (51)

17 5
9ap0207 = A"2g" . gI6%07 = A gap,  gap0208 = A%gY, g176%07 = A2ga,.(52)
This implies that o
Pest00°0 =0, Py ,250°0% = 0. (53)

In other words,the 6%, 6% satisfy the same commutation relations as the £%,£%.
Finally we summarize the results found in [[ll] for the metric and the covariant

derivative for each of the two calculi Q(RY) and Q*(RY). In the %, 6* basis
respectively the actions of g and o are

0,(9(1 ® eb) _ Sabcd g¢ ® 9(17 g(ea ® eb) —
(0% ®6°) = 8%,,0°® 0%, g(6°®6°) =

g for Q*(Rév), (54)
g™ for Q*(RY). (55)

Unfortunately, it is not possible to satisfy simultaneously the metric compatibil-
ity condition ([[f) and the bilinearity condition for the torsion ([[J). The best we
can do is to weaken the compatibility condition to a condition of proportionality.
Then for each calculus we find the two solutions for o:

S=qR, S=(qR)™ for Q*(RY), (56)
S=qR, S=(qR)"' for Q*(Rév). (57)

This implies that the covariant derivatives and metric are compatible only up
to a conformal factor:

ngegfgsgg _ q:i:Qszc(r)*(l;7 gaedfgfggcbeg _ quQacag. (58)



In the £, £ basis the actions of g and ¢ become
g€ @g) =97\ oEeg) =S5 for RY),  (59)
g€ &) =g"A7%, 0@ ed) =59 ek for Q(RY).  (60)

According to (@) the two associated covariant derivatives, one for each choice
of o, are

DE=—-0RE+0(E®0), DE=-00E+0(E®80). (61)

The associated linear curvatures Curv and Curv vanish, as was to be expected,
because Rflv should be flat.
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