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Abstract
Let (I',d) be the 3D-calculus or the 4D+ -calculus on the quantum group SU,(2). We describe
all pairs (m, F') of a x-representation m of O(SU,(2)) and of a symmetric operator F' on the
representation space satisfying a technical condition concerning its domain such that there exist
a homomorphism of first order differential calculi which maps dz into the commutator [iF, ()]
for x € O(SU,(2)). As an application commmutator representations of the 2-dimensional left-

covariant calculus on Podles quantum 2-sphere 5'30 with ¢ = 0 are given.
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1. Introduction

There are various ways to develop a noncommutative differential calculus on a given x-algebra A.
Some approaches are based on derivations [3,7] of the algebra A, while others consider differential
forms as the basic objects. In Alain Connes’ programm [2] of noncommutative geometry, the fun-
damental concept for the quantized calculus is the K-cycle. Other names for closely related notions
are Fredholm modules and spectral triples. If we omit technical subtleties, then the underlying
idea of all these concepts is easy to explain: One has a *-representation 7 of the algebra A and a
self-adjoint operator F' on the representation space, and the differentiation of an algebra element a
is defined by the commutator of the operators iF' and 7 (a), where i is the imaginary unit.

On the other hand, for quantum groups there is a well-developed theory of covariant differential
calculi which was initiated by S.L. Woronowicz [15], see also the monograph [6]. The relations
between this theory and Connes’ approach via K-cycles or spectral triples are still open. Let us
be more specific and consider the simplest non-trivial compact quantum group SU,(2). Then we
have three distinguished left-covariant differential calculi on the Hopf x-algebra O(SU,(2)): the 3D-
calculus and the 4D -calculi. All three calculi are due to S.L. Woronowicz [14],[15]. The 4D -calculi
are even bicovariant, but we shall not use this here. These calculi have a number of nice properties,
and there is a common belief that they are favoured candidates for the study of noncommutative
geometry on the quantum group SU,(2). Thus it seems to be natural to ask whether or not one of
these calculi can be described by means of a K-cycle or more generally by the commutators [iF, 7 (-)]

for some *-representation 7 of O(SU,4(2)) and some symmetric operator F.


http://arxiv.org/abs/math/9812085v1

Under an additional technical condition called admissibility we describe all such pairs (7, F')
which represent the 3D-calculus or the 4D -calculus on SU;(2). The main results about this matter
are stated as Theorems 1-3 in Section 4, while the proofs of these results are postponed to Section 7.
It turns out that the 3D-calculus can be faithfully represented as a commutator. Some properties of
such commutator representation of the 3D-calculus and some examples are treated in Section 5. An
application to the Podles quantum sphere Sgc with ¢ = 0 is sketched in Section 6. The 4D -calculus
does not admit a faithful admissible commutator representation, because any such representation
passes to a 3-dimensional left-covariant quotient calculus. Further, we prove that neither for the
3D-calculus nor for the 4D -calculus there exists a non-trivial commutator representation (m, F)
such that all operators [iF, 7(x)], € A, are bounded. This shows in particular that none of these
calculi can be given by means of a K-cycle in the sense of A. Connes.

In Section 2 we collect some basic definitions on differential calculi and some simple facts needed
later. In Section 3 we repeat the structure of a general *-representation of the x-algebra O(SU,(2))
and some facts about the 3D- and the 4D 4 -calculi on SU,(2). Further, we develop the 2-dimensional
calculus on the Podles sphere S7, for ¢ = 0 as the induced FODC of the 3D-calculus on SU,(2).

Let us fix some general notation. We use the Sweedler notation A(x) = (1) ® x(g) for the
comultiplication of a Hopf algebra element x. Let z(n)y denote the equation which is obtained by
multiplying equation (n) by z from the left and by y from the right. Throughout we set

1 1

Ai=q—q " and A\ :=q+q .
2. Commutator representations of first order differential calculi

Let A be a complex *-algebra with unit element. The involution of A is denoted by .
A first order differential calculus (abbreviated, a FODC) over A is a pair (T', d) of an .A-bimodule
I" with a linear mapping d : A — I' such that the following two conditions hold:

(i) d satisfies the Leibniz rule d(zy) = z-dy + da-y for z,y € A,
(ii) T = Lin{z-dy-z;z,y, 2 € A}.
A first order differential x-calculus (briefly, a x-FODC) over A is a FODC (T',d) equipped with an
involution * : I' — I'' of the complex vector space I" such that
(iil) (z-dy-2)* = z*-d(y*)-a* for z,y,z € A.

By a homomorphism of a FODC (I'1,d;) into a FODC (T2, d2) over A we mean a linear mapping
p : Iy — Ty such that p(a-diy-z) = x-day-z for x,y,2 € A. A homomorphism of a x-FODC
(T'1,d1,*1) into a *-FODC (T'2,dsg, *2) is a FODC homomorphism p : T’y — T's such that p(w*?) =
p(w)*2 for w € T'y. If no ambiguity can arise, we denote a FODC (T',d) or a +-FODC (T, d, %) by T".

Now let A be a Hopf x-algebra. A %-FODC I' over A is called left-covariant if there exists a
linear mapping ¢ : I' = A ® T such that p(z-dy) = A(z)(id ® d)A(y) for all z,y € A. Suppose T
is a left-covariant *-FODC. We define

wr(z) := S(x@y))dze), z € A, and Rr := {x € kere : wr(z) = 0}.

It is well-known [15,6] that Rr is a right ideal of A which characterizes the left-covariant FODC I'

up to isomorphism.



Suppose that 7 is a *-representation of the x-algebra A by bounded operators on a Hilbert space
H and F is a symmetric linear operator on H with dense domain D(F'). Let us assume that there
exists a linear subspace Dp of D(F) such that Dp is dense in H and 7(A)Dr C D(F). Let T'x p

denote the linear span of operators
m(x)(Fr(y) — 7(y)F)7(2)[Dr, =,y,2 € A,

where the symbol [Df denotes the restriction of the corresponding operator to Dp. It is clear that
'z r is an A-bimodule with left and right action of an element = € A given by multiplication by
m(x) from the left and the right, respectively. Define a linear mapping d p : A — I'y p and an
antilinear mapping * : I'x 7 — 'z r by

drr(z) = (iF7(z) — m(2)iF)[Dp,z € A,
where i is the imaginary unit, and

T* = ij(z;‘)(w(yj)F — Fr(y;))m(a})[Dr,

where
T =3 w(e))(Er(y;) = w(y;) F)n(z)[Dr € Tn,p.

Using the facts that D is dense in H, the operator F' is symmetric and 7 is a *-representation it
is easy to check that the mapping T' — T is well-defined (that is, T* = 0 when T' = 0). Further, it
is not difficult to verify that the triple (I'y r,dr r,*) is a *-FODC over A. We call it the x-FODC
associated with the pair (m, F') and denote it simply by I'x p. (With a few modifications concerning
the domains the preceding construction carries over to unbounded *-representations m as well. We
shall not need this in this paper, because we consider the coordinate *-algebra O(SU,(2)) which has
only bounded *-representations.) The above notion is closely related to Alain Connes’ concept of
a K-cycle!'. If in addition F is a self-adjoint operator with compact resolvent and the commutator
[7(z), F] is bounded for any x € A the pair (7, F) is called a K-cycle over the x-algebra A.

Now let I' be an arbitrary *-FODC over A and let m and F' be as above. We shall say that the
pair (mw, F) is a commutator representation of the x-FODC T if there exists a homomorphism p of
the +-FODC T to the *-FODC I'; r associated with (m, F'). If p is injective, then (7, F') is called a

faithful commutator representation of I'. A slight reformulation of this definition is given by
Lemma 1. A pair (7, F) as above is a commutator representation of the x-FODC' T if and only if

> rdy; =0 in T with z;,y; € A always implies that 3, w(x;)(iF7(y;) — 7(y;)iF)[Dp = 0.

Proof. The only if part is trivial. If this condition is fulfilled, then there exists a well-defined linear
map p : I' = T'xp such that p(3; z;dy;) = 32, m(z;)(iF7(y;) — 7(y;)iF)[Dr. One easily checks
that p is a homomorphism of I' to I'; p. [

Let (m, F) be a pair of a #-representation 7 of A and a symmetric linear operator as above. For
x € A we define the linear operator

Qrp(x) = (7(S(z1))) Fr(x2)) — £(2)F)[Dr- (1)

The following very simple observations are needed in the proofs of the main theorems below.



Lemma 2. Suppose that (w, F) is a commutator representation of the left-covariant FODCT and
let p denote a FODC homomorphism of T to T'r p. Then we have p(wr(z)) = iQr p(x) for all
x € A. In particular, if x belongs to the right ideal Rr associated with T', then Qr p(z) = 0.

Proof. Using the definitions of wr(z) and Q, p(z) and the fact that p is a FODC homomorphism

we compute

plwr(z)) = p(S(z)))p(dz2)) = p(S(z(1)))dr,F(T(2))
= W(S(I(l)))(lFﬂ'(I(g)) — 7T(:E(2))1F) |—DF = iQﬂﬁF(:E). |

Lemma 3. Let p: 'y — I's be a homomorphism of the left-covariant FODC T into another FODC
Ty. Suppose that B is a subset of ker e such that p(wr, (b)) = 0 for all b € B. Let T'y denote the
quotient FODC of I'1 whose associated right ideal Rr, is generated by Rr, and B. Then p passes
to a homomorphism of the quotient FODC Ty to the FODC T'5.

Proof. If I'; denotes the universal FODC over A, then any other left-covariant FODC I' over A
is isomorphic to the quotient FODC I's/Awr,(Rr) (see, for instance, [6], Proposition 14.1). This
implies that the FODC T’y is isomorphic to the quotient FODC I'y/Awr, (Rr,). Therefore, it is
sufficient to prove that p(zwr, (by)) = 0 for all b € B and z,y € A. Indeed, using the facts that p is
a bimodule homomorphism and wr, (by) = S(y))wr, (b)y(2) (see formula (14.3) in [6]) we obtain

plawr, (by)) = p(xS(Ya)))p(wr, (0))p(y2) = 0. u

3. Preliminaries on the quantum group SUq(2)

From now let A be the coordinate x-algebra O(SU,(2)) of the compact quantum group SU,(2)
[14,13,8,6]. In what follows we shall assume that 0 < ¢ < 1. The generators of A are the four

entries a, b, ¢, d of the fundamental matrix and the involution of A is given by

a* =d, b* = —qec, ¢ = —q'b, d* = a. (2)

3.1. Star representations of O(SU,(2))
Suppose that 7 is an arbitrary s-representation of the *-algebra A = O(SU,4(2)). From Proposi-
tion 4.19 in [6] or from the description of the irreducible *-representations in [13] it follows that up

the unitary equivalence the x-representation 7 is given by the following operator-theoretic model:

o0
Let v and w be unitary operators on Hilbert spaces G and Hy, respectively. Put H = @ H,,
n=0
where H,, = Hy for all n € Ny. For n € Hy, let 1, denote the vector of H which has n as its n-th
component and zero otherwise. The x-representation 7 acts on the direct sum Hilbert space G & H

and it is determined by the formulas

m(a) = v, w(d) =v*, w(b) =n(c) =0 on G, (3)
T(@)nn = Antin—1, T(d)n = At 1041, 7() N = ¢ Wi, ©(0)1n = —qm(c) nn = —q" 1w, (4)
for n € Hop and n € Ny, where we have set n_; := 0 and

A= (1= ¢®)Y2 n e N.



Note that the x-representation 7 is parametrized by the two unitaries v and w.

Let (7, F) be a commutator representation of a *-FODC I' of A = O(SU,(2)). Then (r, F) is
called admissible if there exist linear subspaces £ C kerm(c) and D C ker 7(a) such that m(d)€ C
E,m(a)é C E,1(b)Dy C Dy, n(d)Dy C Dy and the domain Dp := & + Lin{n(d")Do;n € Ny} is
contained in D(F') and is a core for the (unbounded symmetric) operator F. The dense linear
subspace Dy is then invariant under all operators 7(z),z € A, and so Dr may be taken as the
domain used in the definition of the commutator representation (7, F') given in the preceding section.
The admissibility of a representation (7, F') is a technical condition which is essentially used in the
proofs of the main results in Section VI. This condition becomes rather natural if it is considered in
terms of the above model for the x-representation w. Clearly, we have G = ker 7(c), Ho = ker m(a)
and H, = 7(d")Ho. That (r, F') is admissible means that there are linear subspaces £ of G and
Dy of Hg such that v€ = £, wDy = Dy and Dp := £ ® D is a core for the operator F, where
D :=Lin{D,;n € No} and D,, := {n,;n € Do} is the n-th shift of the domain Dy.

3.2 The 3D-calculus

The 3D-calculus was introduced by Woronowicz [14]. A short approach was given in [12]. Apart
from Section 6 below, we use only the following facts concerning the 3D-calculus.

The right ideal of the 3D-calculus is generated by the following six elements (see [14], (2.27), or
[6], (14.23)):

b27 CQ, bC, (a‘ - l)bv (a‘ - 1)0, q2a + d— (q2 + 1) (5)

The three 1-forms wg := wr(b), ws := wr(c),wr := wr(a) form a basis of the vector space ;,,,I" and
the bimodule structure of T is determined by the following commutation relations (see [14], p.135,
or [6], p.499):

qwja = awj,w;b = qbw;, qwjc = cwj, wjd = qdw; for j = 0,2, (6)

GPwia = awy, w1 b = ¢*bwi, GPwic = cw,wid = ¢dw;. (7)

3.3. The 4D_-calculus

In order to describe the 4D -calculus ', we first restate some facts developed in Subsection
14.2.4 in [6]. The quantum tangent space 71 of the 4D-calculus is expressed therein in terms of
the generators E, F, K, K~ of the Hopf algebra U, (sly) (see [6], p.57). Let ey := ¢ and let £_ be
the character of the algebra O(SU,(2)) such that ¢_(a) = e_(d) = —1 and e_(b) = e_(c) = 0.
Then 7% is spanned by the four linear functionals

Xi=e1 K 2—6,Xo=q" %, FK ' Xs3=q Y2, FK " X4 =, K?>+ \q 'e. FE —¢
and we have
AX)=e@ X1+ X1 ®@er K2 (8)
AXj)=eX;+X;@er + X1 @ Xj, j=2,3, 9)
AXy) =e@ X4+ X' X1 Qe FE+ X, @ e K24+ X2 V2(Xy @ e EK + X3 @ ex KF). (10)

There is a dual pairing of Hopf algebras U,(slz) and O(SU,(2)) determined on the generators by
the equations

(K,a) = ¢~ Y2 (K,d) = ¢*/? (E,c) = (F,b) = 1 and zero otherwise . (11)



Let {w1,w2,ws,ws} be a basis of the vector space j,,[" such that (X;,w;) = d;5,4,5=1,...,4. We
set € = +1 for the 4D, -calculus and e = —1 for the 4D_-calculus. From ([LT]) we derive

(X1,a) =eq—1,(X1,d) =eqg ' — 1, (X3, b) = (X3,¢) =, (12)
<X47 a/> = eq_l -1+ 6)‘2q_17 <X47 d> =€q — L. (13)

The other pairings of X; with matrix generators a,b,¢,d vanish. Since (X,z) = (X,w(z)) for
X € Ty and X € A (see [6], formula (14.9)), we therefore obtain

wr(a) = (e — Dwy + (e¢' — 1+ eX*q Hwy, wr(b) = ews, (14)
wr(d) = (g~ — Vw4 (eq — 1ws, wr(c) = ews. (15)

From the general theory of left-covariant FODC we recall that
W;r = Z]‘ :E(l)f;(I(g))wj, S .A, (16)

where the functionals f7 are determined by the equation A(X;) =& ® X; + 2 Xi® f7. From the
formulas (§)-([Ld) we therefore read off that the non-zero functionals f} are

fi=esK % fy = Xo, f5 = X5, f1 = Nq "' FE, f§ = f§ = e,
2= N2 V2 EK, 12 = N2 V2 KF, f = e k2.
Ii q 4 q 4

Inserting these functionals into ([[4)-([[§) and using the dual pairing ([L1]) we obtain the following
list of commutation relations which described the bimodule structure of the 4D -calculus:

wia = eqaw; + ebws + eA’q tawy, wib = eq tbw + eaws,

1@4, wid = eqildwl + €cwa,

wic = €qcwi + edws + e/\2q7
Woa = €aws + 6)\2q71bw4, wab = ebws, woc = ecwy + e)\zq*ldwzl, waod = edws,
ws3a = €aws, wzb = ebws + 6)\2q_1aw4, ws3c = ecws, wzd = edws + e)\2q_lco.)4,

wia = eq taws, wib = eqbwy, wic = eq tewy, wad = eqdwy.

Further, we note that

* * *
Wl = —w1,ws = —Ws,wy = —Wwy (17)

and that the right ideal Rr, admits the following nine generators (see [15], p.132, or [6], p.504):

b, @, bla—d), c(a—d), a®+¢°d*—(1+¢*)(ad+q 'be), 21b, zic, zi(a—d), z(q’at+d—(g°+1)),
(18)

where
2o =q*a+d—e(@ +q7Y).

Let R+ 3 denote the right ideal of A generated by Rr, and the single element a + egd. Since
S(x)* € Ry for x € Ry 3, there exists a left-covariant *-FODC T'y 3, of A which is a quotient
of the 4Dy -calculus I'y. and has the associated right ideal Ry 3 (by Proposition 14.6 in [6]). Since
(X1,a+ eqd) = 0 by ([F)-([3), it is not difficult to check that the quantum tangent space of T'+ 3



is spanned by the three functionals X, X2, X3. Hence the FODC I'y 3 has dimension 3. If we set
wy = 0 in the above formulas for the 4D_-calculus ', then we obtain the corresponding formulas
for the FODC I'y 3. In particular, we see that the *-FODC I'; 3 gives the classical first order
differential calculus on SU(2) in the limit ¢ — 1. Thus the +-FODC I'y. 3 on SU,(2) seems to be of
interest in itself.

Remark 1. As noted in [4], the 4Dy-calculus T'y is an irreducible bicovariant FODC, because it
is derived from the fundamental corepresentation of SLy(2) which is irreducible. By definition this
means that I'y has no non-trivial bicovariant quotient FODC. However, as we have seen, I'1 3 is a
non-trivial left-covariant quotient FODC of T'y.

3.4 The 2-dimensional calculus on the quantum sphere S’g
The considerations of this subsection are only needed in Section 6 below.
Let O(S7) denote the unital x-subalgebra of A = O(SU,4(2)) generated by the elements

x4y :=ba, x_ :=cd, yo := bc.
In order to shorten some formulas it is ocassionally convenient to replace yo by the element
To = Apbc+ 1= Apyo + 1.

From the formulas for the comultiplication of the generators a, b, ¢,d in O(SU,4(2)) we get

Alzy)=a*@zy +q¢ "WV @x_ + X\ ba®yo+ba® 1, (19)
Az )=q¢ @z, +d*@r_ +Xycd@yo+cd® 1, (20)
Alyo) =ac@ x4 +dbR@x_ + 20 QYo + bc® 1. (21)

That is, we have A(O(S3)) € A® O(SZ) and hence O(S?) is a left quantum space of A (that
is, a left A-comodule algebra) with coaction given by the restriction of the comultiplication. It is
well-known that that O(S?) is the coordinate algebra of the Podles’ quantum 2-sphere S, in the
case ¢ = 0 [9]. (Note that the quantum 2-spheres in [9], [10] and [1] are right quantum spaces,
while we consider the corresponding left quantum spaces here.) The generators x4, z_, yo satisfy
the relations

TT— — QQI—IHL = (q2 - 1)243, T4T— — q41’—l’+ =(1- qz)qy(), (22)
T1Yo = T 4Y0, T Yo = Yo (23)

In fact, the algebra (’)(5’3) can be also characterized as the abstract unital algebra with generators
z4,7_,yo and definining relations (R3) and (RJ). Since ¢ is real, the algebra O(S?) is a x-algebra
with involution determined by (z4+)* = z_ and (yo)* = vo.

As shown by P. Podles [10], the quantum space S’g carries a unique 2-dimensional x-FODC. For
the application given in Section 6 it is crucial that this calculus is induced from the 3D-calculus of
the quantum group SU,(2). This fact has been known to the author since several years (in fact,
since the writing of [1]) and also to others (S. Majid, P. Podles). Since I could not find this result
in the literature, we shall derive it in this subsection. In order to do so we first repeat some more
facts on the 3D-calculus from Subsection 14.1.3 in [6]. Let (', d) be the 3D-calculus on O(SU,(2))
and let T'y denote the induced «-FODC of I on the #-subalgebra O(S7).



The quantum tangent space T of the 3D-calculus has the three basis elements
Xo:=q Y?FK, X,:=¢"?EK, X,:=(1-¢ 2% (c-K?
satisfying
AX;=e@X;+ X; @ K for j =0,2 and AX; =e® X1 + X1 ® K™ (24)

The basis {wo, w1, ws} of the vector space i, I is dual to the basis { Xy, X1, X2} of T. Therefore,
by the general theory of left-covariant differential calculi we have

2
do =Y z0)(Xj, 20))w;, = €A (25)

=0
From (P4) and the relations (Xo,b) = (Xo,¢) = (X1,a) = 1 and (Xg,a) = (Xo,¢) = (Xa,a) =
(Xa,b) = (X1,b) = (X1,¢) = 0 by ([L]), we obtain
(Xo,24) = (Xz,2-) = ¢,
(Xo,2-) = (Xo,90) = (X2, 24) = (X2,90) = (X1, 24) = (X1,2-) = (X1,90) = 0.

Inserting these facts and equations ([Ll9)-(R1]) into (R) we get
doy = g taPwo + bPws, dz_ = Ewo + qd*ws, dyo = cawy + bdws. (26)

Some lengthy but straightforward computations using the formulas (R6),(H) and (@) yield the fol-
lowing commutation relations for the FODC Ty on O(S?):

dejxy = vypdey — qil/\xidxo + g xixodry,
dr iz = ¢*r_day + g v x_dxg — ¢ Aoy (vo—1)da_,
dz xo = zodzy + gray (2o+q 2)dzo — q_l)\)\ixidx_,
de_zy = ¢ %ride_ — ¢ " Ar_xydry — gz (xo—1)day,
de_z_ =z_doz_ + g \x*dzg — ¢ " A\z_zodar_,
de_zg = zodz_ — g ' hz_ (x0+q2)dxo + q)\)\i:v2_d1+,
dzozs = ¢ 2zydao + ¢ Az (wo+q 2)dzo — ¢ AN zo—1)dzy — ¢*AN 23 da_,
dzor_ = ¢*x_dzg + g\(zo—1)dz_ — gAT_(T0+¢%)dx0 + ¢*ANF2? d
dzoxg = zodzg — qil/\/\ﬁ_(xo—l)udx, + gAxo(x0—1)dxg.

Moreover, from (P) it follows also that
rode_ + ¢?r_day — qrodyy = 0. (27)

Lemma 4. The FODC T'y is the left counter-part of the unique 2-dimensional left-covariant *-
FODC on O(S2) characterized in [10].

Proof. The assertion will follow from the first statement of the main theorem in [10]. Hence it
suffices to check that I's fulfills the assumptions made there. Being induced from the left-covariant -
FODCT on O(SU,(2)), Ty is obviously a left-covariant +-FODC on O(S?). The above commutation



rules show that the differentials dz, dz_, dzo generate I'y as a left O(SZ)-module. Thus it remains
to verify assumption 7) in [10], Section 1. In the present context this condition means that for

arbitrary elements z,z_, 2o € O(S?) an equation
zyday + z-dx_ 4+ zpdyo =0 (28)
in Ty is valid if and only if there is an element z € O(S7) such that
24 =q@22x_, Z_ = 234, 29 = —q2To. (29)

Clearly, (P9) implies (Bg) because of the relation (7). (By modifying the uniqueness proofs given
in [10] or [1] the proof of the converse direction can be avoided in the present case, but we prefer to
carry out it here.) Conversely, suppose now that (R§) holds. Inserting this into (2d) and comparing

the coeffients of wg and wy we obtain

q tzpa® + 2 c? + zoca = 0, (30)
2 b+ qz_d?® + zpbd = 0. (31)

The equations (B1))g?ac—(B0)db, (B1)a>~(Bd)g—>b* and (B0)d>-(L1])¢g>c* can be written as

Pz — 2y my + g2y = 0, (32)
2 (g7 Nyyo + q) + zoz4 = 0, (33)
21 (gh o + ¢ 1) + 202 =0, (34)

respectively. Define now an element z € O(S7)) by
zi=—Mz_x —20(qhyo + ¢ 1) = —q¢ N 2y — 20(g P Aiyo + g7 ), (35)

where the second equality follows from (B3). From the algebra relations (P2)-([23) and the formulas
(B3) and (B4) it then follows that the relations (R) are fulfilled. For instance, let us explain how
to get the first equality of (@) First we multiply the second representation of z in (@) by x_
from the right, then we symplify the terms by means of the algebra relations z 2_ = ¢?y2 + quo

and yoz_ = ¢>x_yo and finally we insert the expression of zpz_ from (B4). This in turn yields the
desired relation zz_ = ¢~ 2z;. The second and third equalities in (@) can be derived in similar
manner from the first expression of z in (B5) and formula (Bd). |

4. Main results

The first main theorem describes all possible admissible commutator representations of the 3D-
calculus on SU,(2). In order to formulate this result some further preliminaries are needed.

Let 7 be a s-representation of A = O(SU4(2)) as described by the model in the preceding
section. Suppose that are a linear operator T and a symmetric linear operator R on Hy and a dense
linear subspace Dy C D(T) N D(T*) N D(R) of Ho such that wDy = Dy,

wTw*n = qTn for n € Dy, (36)
w? Rw**n + ¢*Rn = (1 + ¢ )wRw*n for 1 € Dy. (37)



From the assumptions wDy = Dy and @) one easily derives that
wTln = qTwn, wT*n = qT wn, Tw*n=qw*Tn, T w*n = quw*T*n for n € Dy. (38)

Further, assume that there are a symmetric linear operator Q on G and a dense linear subspace £
of G such that vDy = Dy and

0*Qun+ ¢°Qn = (1+ ¢*)vQu*n for n € Dy. (39)

Let F be a linear operator on the Hilbert space G & H which has the dense linear subspace Dp :=
E@Lin{n, : n € Dy,n € Ny} as a core and is defined by

an = )\nTnnfl + wan*nnn + /\n+1T*77n+1a ne DO? (40)
Fn=Qn, nec&. (41)

Clearly, F is a symmetric operator.

Theorem 1. Under the above assumptions, the pair (7w, F) is an admissible commutator repre-
sentation of the 3D-calculus on SUy(2). Up to unitary equivalence any admissible commutator

representation of the 3D-calculus is of this form.

We shall see in the next section that by appropriate choice of the above operators T' and R one
obtains a faithful admissible commutator representation of the 3D-calculus. In contrast to this the

4D -calculus has no faithful admissible commutator representation.

Theorem 2. Let (7, F') be an admissible commutator representation of the 4Dy -calculus Tx. Then
the corresponding x-FODC homomorphism p : I'y — I'x p passes to a homomorphism of the quotient
x-FODC Ty 3 to Tn p, so (m, F) becomes a commutator representation of I'y 3.

The next theorem shows in particular that none of the three calculi can be given by a spectral triple
in the sense of A. Connes.

Theorem 3. If (m, F') is a commutator representation of the 3D-calculus or the 4Dy -calculus such
that all operators d, p(z),x € A, are bounded, then we have d p(x) =0 for all x € A.

5. Commutator representations of the 3D-calculus on SU,(2)

In this section we investigate admissible commutator representations (m, F') of the 3D-calculus I’
more in detail. Throughout this section we retain the notation of Sections 3 and 4 and suppose
that 7 is a x-representation of A = O(SU,(2)) such that G = {0}. If not specified otherwise all
operator equations containing the operators R,T and F' are meant on the domains Dy and Dy =
Lin{n,;n € Do}, respectively. Further, we will denote an operator on Hy and the corresponding
diagonal operator on H = @@, H, by the same symbol.

Let us first look at the operator relation (@) It can be rewritten in the form
w(wRw* — R)w* = ¢*(wRw* — R). (42)
Therefore, if R’ and R” satisfies the operator equations

wR'w* = ¢°R’ and wR"w* = R", (43)
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respectively, then R := R’ + R” is a solution of equation (@) Conversely, suppose that R is a
solution of (B7) and put

R = (1+¢) YR —-wRw*) and R" = (14 ¢*) ' (¢*R + wRw*).

Then R’ and R” satisfy the equations ([iJ) and we have R := R’ + R”. From this decomposition
and Lemma 6 below it follows in particular that the only bounded solutions of (@) are the bounded

operators commuting with w. Further, we obtain that
Rutn = w"Rw*™ 0, = ¢*"R'np + R, n € Dy. (44)

If (7, F) is a commutator representation of I' with *-FODC homomorphism p : I' — 'y p, we

let Q; = p(—iw;) denote the image of the left-invariant 1-form —iw;,j =0, 1,2. Then we have
Q) = Qr,r(b), Qo= r(c), U = ra) = —¢*Qr (d).

The next theorem gives a reformulation of admissible commutator representations in terms of
the representation 7. It shows that the operators g, 22,21 can be nicely expressed in terms of the
operators T and R’. Note that m(c)™! is a well-defined bounded operator mapping Df into itself,
because we assumed that G = {0}.

Theorem 4. Suppose that (7, F') is an admissible commutator representation of the 3D-calculus
and let F be of the form ([{§) with operators T and R = R'+R" satisfying (54) and ([57), respectively.
Then we have

7(e)T = qTn(c) and 7(c)R' = ¢*R'7(c), (45)

R'm(z) = n(x)R" for all x € A, (46)

Fn = Tr(a)n, + m(e)"R'm(c) "1 + Ry + T*7(d)1)n, 1 € Do, (47)
Qo = \(D)T, Qo= -In(c)T*, Q4 =q *Mn(bc)R. (48)

Conversely, if R' and R" are symmetric linear operators and T is a linear operator defined on
common dense linear subspace Do C D(T) N D(T*) N D(R) of the Hilbert space Ho such that
©3) and §4) are valid, then the pair (7, F) with F defined by (1) is an admissible commutator
representation of the 3D-calculus.

Proof. Most of the assertions are only reformulations of the conditions occuring in Section 4.
Therefore we do not carry out all details of proof. For instance, (Bf) and (B7) are equivalent to the
equations (i) and (fi§). Since R” = wR"w* as noted above, R” commutes with 7(b) and 7(c) and
hence with all representation operators m(z),z € A. Formula (#7) follows from (ft0)) and ([14).
As a sample, we prove the formula for ¢ and compute
Qo = (w(d)Fr(b) — g~ m(b)F(d))nn
= — "' (d) N Tw n,_1 + w"Rw*™ g, + A1 T w* N g1)
— ¢ () Ang1 A1 T+ w" T R 1 4 A2 T 1g2)
= — qn+1 ()\ELT’LU*’I]n + )\n+1wan*n+1’l’]»ﬂ+1 + )\n+1)\n+2T*w*nn+2)
+q" N2 w Ty + ¢ A1 R 1 4+ ¢ P2 A1 Ao T 0o
= (R N T,
= ¢"(¢7" = QTw n, = X (b))
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for n € Dy. In similar manner, one shows that

Qo = (—gr(c)Fr(a) + 7(a) Fr(e))mm = ¢" g™ — QuwT 1,

Dy = (n(d)Fr(a) = g~ w(B)Fr(c) = F)in = (Rn-1 = Rn)in
— wn—l(R _ wa*)w*n—lnn _ (1 _ q2)wn—1le*n—lnn — (1 _ q2)q2"_2R'77n.

These relations imply the two other formulas of ([i§). n

By the preceding, for a given #-representation 7 of A such that G = {0} the operators F' of admissible
pairs (, F') are parametrized by the three operators T, R’ and R” on the Hilbert space H, satisfying

the relations
wTw* = ¢T, wR'w* = ¢*R’ and wR"w* = R". (49)

It is now easy to construct admissible pairs (7, F'). We shall do this for the faithful x-representation
7 of the x-algebra A given in [14]. In this case w is the backward shift on the Hilbert space
Ho = I2(Z). That is, if we identify H with I3(Ng x Z) and denote by {e,x;n € No,k € Z} the

standard orthonormal basis of I2(Ng x Z), then the operators w, w(a) and 7(c) act as
Wenk = enk—1, T(@)enk = Anen_1k, T(C)enk = ¢ €n k1. (50)
Define linear operators T' and R’ on the domain Dg := Lin{e,x;n € No, k € Z} by
Tenr = ¢ en -1, R'enr = ¢**epn. (51)

Let R” by a symmetric linear operator on Dp such that wR"w* = R”. The conditions () are
obviously fulfilled. By (i), (F1) and (i), the action of the operator F on the basis vectors ey, is
given by

Fenr = Mg en—15-1+ " enr + M1 enii i1 + R eng.

Then the pair (7, F) is an admissible commutator representation of the 3D-calculus T on SU4(2).
For instance, one may take R” of the form R"en; = Y arepnp—r, where (a,;r € Z) is a real
sequence such that o, = 0 for |r| > ro. In this case it is straightforward to prove that then the
corresponding FODC homomorphism p : I' = I'; p is faithful. (Indeed, using the vector space basis
{a™b™c", b c"d*;m,n, s € Ng,n € N} of A and the formulas (@) one verifies that any relation
m(20)Qo + 7(21)Q1 + 7(22)Q2 = 0 with zg, 21,22 € A implies that zg = 21 = 2 =0.)

Note that the operators d. p(z) = [iF,w(x)],z € A, of the FODC I'; g are unbounded. This
stems from the fact that 7" and R” and hence the basis elements €2, = 0,1, 2, of the vector space
of left-invariant 1-forms of I'; p are unbounded operators. The reason are the sequences (¢*) resp.
(¢%*) in (@) as k — —oo, so this unboundedness is rather well controlled.

Commutatator representations can be used to construct extensions of *-FODC to larger algebras.
We explain this for the 3D-calculus. It is clear that the set S := {b"c¢™;n,m € Ny} is a left Ore
subset of the algebra A (that is, for any (s, z) € S x A there exists (t,y) € S x A such that ys = tz.)
Moreover, the algebra A has no zero divisors. Therefore, as it is well-known in ring theory, there
exists a x-algebra A which contains A as a x-subalgebra such that the elements of S are invertible

and A is generated by A and the inverses of S. Since the Hilbert space G is zero, the *-representation
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7 of A extends uniquely to a s-representation 7 of the *-algebra A. Hence (T#,F,d# r) is a x-FODC
of the x-algebra A. If we take a faithful commutator representation (m, F) of the 3D-calculus, the
we obtain an extension of the 3D-calculus to the larger *-algebra A in this manner.

For the study of harmonic analysis and metric noncommutative geometry on SU,(2) it is more
important to work with the direct sum 7,5 of Ny copies of the *-representation 7. That is, we take
the Hilbert space Hreg = l2(N X Z x Ng) with standard orthonormal basis {eni;n,l, € No, k € Z}
and let the operators meg (), © € A, and w act on the first two indices as stated above. Then g is
just the GNS representation of A associated with the Haar state h of the compact quantum group
algebra A = O(SU,(2)). Indeed, if ¢, denotes the vector

o = (1—¢)7'/? Z q" €non, (52)
n=0

then it follows at once from the explicit formulas for the Haar state [14,13,8,6] that
h(z) = (Treg(z)on, n), T € A
Let o and 3 be positive reals. Define operators T, R’ and R” on the span of basis vectors e, by
Tenr = a1 + q2)1/2qken1k,1yl,1, Ren, = B*(1+ ¢* + q4)1/2q2keknl, R" =0. (53)

Let Fieg denote the corresponding operator given by (@) Then the pair (Tyeg, Freg) is another
admissible commutator representation of the 3D-calculus. It is natural to use the state vector ¢y,

to define a scalar product on the 1-forms of the 3D-calculus I' by
(w,w’) = (p(w)epn, p(w)gn), w,w €T, (54)

where p : I' = I'x ., is the corresponding *-FODC homomorphism. Using the formulas (52),

(F3) and (F4) we compute

(wo,wo) = (w2, ws) = &, (w1, w;) = B2 and (wg,w;) = 0 if k # L.

6. Commutator representations of the 2-dimensional calculus on Sg

By Lemma 4 we have shown that the 3D-calculus I" on the quantum group SU,(2) induces the
2-dimensional calculus I'; on the quantum 2-sphere Sq2. Thus any commutator representation of the
3D-calculus gives obviously a commutator representation of the *-FODC I'y on the x-subalgebra
O(S2) of O(SU,(2). In this brief section we shall make this more explicit.

Let (, F') be an admissible commutator representation of the 3D-calculus as described in Section
4, where the x-representation 7 is as in Subsection 3.1. Using the condition wTw* = ¢qT by @)
and the formulas () and () we compute the differentials of the generators x;,z_,yo and obtain

dpp(zy) =ig " Mr(a)Tr(zy) — M (D) T*w(yo), dar(z_) = —ighn(d)Tm(x_) + idc(c)T7(yo),
dr.r(yo) = ig A ()T (yo) — ighn(d) T (yo) = iAn(c)Tr(wy) — i (b)T*m(z_).
These formulas describe the corresponding commutator representation of the *-FODC I'; of O(Sg).

In particular we see that the operator R does not occur in these formulas and that d. g(z) =0 on
the subspace G for all z € O(S2).
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Conversely, let m be a x-representation of O(SU,(2)) on the Hilbert space H = @&, H, as in
Subsection 3.1 and let T" be a linear operator on the Hilbert space Hp. If there exists a dense linear
subspace Dy C D(T) N D(T*) of Hp such that wDy = Dy and wTw*n = ¢T'n for n € Dy, then the
above formulas describe a commutator representation of the -FODC I'y of (’)(S’g). Examples can
be constructed similarly as in the case of the 3D-calculus.

Using the -FODC (I'z r, dz, ) of the Ore extension A of the %-algebra A defined in the preceding
section, the operators 7" and T can be expressed by the formulas

=iA"tbds p(dbt) and T* = —iA"teds p(ac™). (55)

Remark 2. Let z := ac™'. In the x-algebra A we then have z* = —db~! and
2z — Pt =q* - 1. (56)

The %-subalgebra Z of A generated by the element z := ac™! is just the abstract x-algebra with a
single generator z and defining relation @) It is well-known that this x-algebra Z has a *-FODC
with commutation relations

dz-z = ¢?2dz, dz-2* = ¢ %2%dz, dz*-z = ¢?2dz®, dz*-2* = ¢ 22%d2".

These relations can be found (for instance) in [11]. As a byproduct of the preceding consideration
we obtain a commutator representation (m, F') of this x-FODC, where 7 denotes the restriction
to Z of the above x-representation 7 of A and F is the operator given by @) with R = 0 and
wTw* = ¢T'. That is, we have

—n—1
"W 1M1,

F(Z)nn =q "W A1, 77(2*)7771 =q
an = )\nTnnfl + AnJrlTkaanrl-
From formula (f3) we see that then the operators of the differentials dr #(z) and d #(z*) act as

A p(2)0 = ING"W T 0y, e p(2")0n = —idg™ " ' Ty,

7. Proofs of Theorems 1, 2 and 3

Let us begin with some notation. For simplicity we write 2 for the representation operator 7(z) of
an algebra element x € A. Further, we shall omit the symbols [Dy and [D denoting the restrictions
of the operators to Dy and D, respectively. Moreover, we write simply €(.) instead of Qr p(.).

First let I be the 3D-calculus on SU,(2). We want to prove that the pair (7, F) defined at the
beginning of Section 5 is indeed a commutator representation of I'. By Lemma 3, if suffices to show
that Q(x) = 0 for the six generators = of the right ideal Rr listed by formula (f]). Computing the
corresponding expressions of Q(z) by using formula (EI), we obtain the relations
Q¢*?) = ¢*d*Fv* + V> Fd* — (¢* + 1)bdFdb = 0,
Q(?) = ¢*PFa® + a*Fc? — (¢* + 1)acFca = 0,
Q(gbc) = —q*cdFba + (¢* 4+ 1)beFbe — abFde + qFbe + gbcF = 0,
Q¢*(a — 1)b) = ¢*d*Fab — (¢* + 1)bdFbc + b*Fed — ¢*dFb — gbdF + gbFd = 0,
Q((a — 1)c) = —qcdFa® + (¢* + 1)bcFeca — baFc® + Fac + gcFa — aFec = 0,
Q(¢*a+d—q*—1)) =¢*dFa+aFd — gbFc— qcFb— (1 + ¢*)F = 0.
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The relations (@) and (@) follows from (p§) and (@), respectively, by applying the adjoint oper-
ation and using the equations (E) and the fact that the operator F' is symmetric. Therefore it s
sufficient to check (Fg), (F9), (F1)) and (fJ). We omit these boring straightforward computations.
In the course of these verifications the formulas ()~ (f]) and (fd)- () for the definition of the rep-
resentation 7 and of the operator F' and the relations (B6)-(Bd) are essentially used. Thus, (7, F) is
indeed a commutator representation of I'. The admissibility of (7, F) is obvious from its definition.
This completes the proof of the first assertion of Theorem 1.

The next part of this section is devoted to the proofs of the second assertion of Theorem 1 and of
Theorem 2. For this we suppose that I' is either the 3D-calculus, the 4D -calculus or the 4D_-
calculus on SU,4(2) and that (7, F') is an arbitrary admissible commutator representation of I'. Let
Dy, £ and D be corresponding subspaces.

Lemma 5. (i) If T is the 3D-calculus, then we have

63
64
65
66

¢*PFa® + a*Fc? — (¢° + 1)acFea = 0,
qc*Fa + qaFc® — ¢*cFac — caFe =0,
—¢*cdFba + (¢* + 1)bcFbe — abFdc + qFbe + gbcF = 0,

(
(
(
¢*dFa+ aFd — gbFc — qcFb — (¢° +1)F = 0. (

)
)
)
)

(ii) If T is the 4D -calculus, then we have equations (63) and

a Fc? — ecaFc — ¢q*cFea + eqc®Fa = 0, (67)
—¢*dcFa® — baFc® — ¢*c?Fab — qa*Fed + (¢° 4 1)beFea + q(¢* + 1)acFbe + qFca + ¢*caF = 0.
(68)

Proof. (i): By (f]), the right ideal Rp associated with the 3D-calculus contains the elements
%, be,q*a+d — (¢* + 1) and (a — 1)c. Therefore, by Lemma 2 we have Q, r(c?) = 0,Q, r(bc) = 0,
Qe r(¢Pa+d— (> +1)) =0 and Qr r((a — 1)c) = 0. Computing these expressions by using
leads to the equations (F3), (6), (6d) and

(¢* + 1)bcFca — qcdFa* — baFc* + Fac+ qcFa — aFe = 0, (69)

respectively. It remains to derive equation (64). If we subtract equation a(66)c from ¢*(B9), we
obtain

¢*beFea + qacFbe — ¢*cdFa® — a?Fde + ¢*cFa + aFe = 0. (70)
Adding ([7() and gc(66)a yields the equation
(¢* + 1)caFbc — ¢*c®*Fba — a*Fde + qcaF + aFc — gcFa = 0. (71)

Inserting the relation a?Fc? = —¢*c?Fa® + (¢® + 1)acFca by (@) into (@)c we finally get equation
(B4) as asserted.
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(ii): Since the three elements x = 2, qc(a — d), z+c belong to the right ideal associated with the
4D4-calculus (see ([1g)), the corresponding operators 0 p(z) are zero by Lemma 2. This leads to

the equations (fJ), (6§) and

— @cdFa® + ¢*adFac + ¢*beFea — qabFc? + ¢*c?Fba — qacFbe — geaFda
+a’Fde+ e(¢* +1)cFa — e(¢®> + ¢ VaFc =0, (72)

respectively. We still have to verify equation (B7). Dividing (B9)-¢2(f2) by ¢* + 1 and simplifying

the terms by using the commutation rules of the matrix entries a, b, ¢, d, we obtain the equation
(¢* + D)bcFca — baFc* — ¢*dcFa® + qFca — geaFe + g*ecFa = 0. (73)

If we substitute ¢2c2Fa? = (¢* + 1)acFca — a®?Fc2 (by (63)) into ¢~1c¢ ([73), then equation (67)
]

follows.

Now we make use of the structure of the x-representation m and of the admissibility of the pair
(m, F'). We freely use the notation established above. Let D™ be the direct sum of domains Dy =
{nk :m € Do}, k =0,...,n, and let H"™ denote the direct sum of subspaces Hy,k = 0,...,n, of
H. Using essentially relation (p3)) and the fact that ker a* = Hj_1, a straightforward induction
argument shows that the operator F' maps each space D" into H"t!. This in turn implies that F
maps the subspace D = Lin{Dy;n € Ny} into H = &, H,,. Since F is symmetric, it follows that F
maps the domain £ into G. By assumption, £ & D is a core for F. Therefore, the operator F' and
hence all operators Q. p(z),z € A, leave the spaces G and H invariant. Using once more the facts
that the operator F is symmetric and that F' maps D" into H" 1! it follows that the restriction of

the operator F' to the dense linear subspace D of H is of the form
Fny =Tonn-1 + Bann + T;+177n+1a n € Dy. (74)

Here T, and R,,n € Ny, are (possible unbounded) linear operators on the Hilbert space Hg such
that the domains of Ty, R,, and T* contain Dy and R,, is symmetric. Formula ([4) will be essentially

used in the sequel. For n € N, we set
E, =R, —wR,_w". (75)

Inserting the formulas (i) and ([74)) for the action of the operators a, ¢ and F into (f3) and comparing

the expressions occuring in the (n—2)-th, (n—1)-th and n-th components, we obtain the recurrence

relations
M1 A>T 1+ ¢* A dn 1 T1w? = (¢ + ) Ang 1 An1wTpw, (76)
w? Ry 1+ ¢*Rpp1w? = (¢* + DwR,w, (77)
)‘n+l)‘nw2T$ + )‘n+2)‘n+lT:{+2w2 =(q+ q_l))\inT:{Hw, (78)

respectively. Applying first the adjoint operation to (@), multiplying then by w? from the left and
from the right, dividing by A,,4+1 and replacing finally n by n—1, we get

M1 T 4 Mpy1 Ty w? = (¢g+ q_l)/\annw. (79)
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The equation A, @)f AnAnt1 (@) reads as
(@* A1 = AN ) Tpiw® = (@ + )X A1 (0 + @)X A1 — (+ ¢ DA A ) wTw.
Since A2 = 1 — g% by (77), the latter yields A, T 11w? = ¢~ '\ 1wT,w and so
GAnTne1 = AprrwT,w™. (80)

Note that the preceding formulas (f4), () and (BQ) are valid for both the 3D-calculus and the
4D -calculus, because they were derived only from equation () and this equation holds for all
three calculi according to Lemma 5.

In order to continue the proof we first specify to the 3D-calculus. Then, by Lemma 5(i), we have
also equation (p4). Inserting now ([74) into (64) and comparing the (n—1)-th and n-th components,

we get the relations

¢CRyw? + w?R,_1 = *wR,_yw + wRyw, (81)
A1 T w? + X T = gAwTiw + ¢ A w T w, (82)

respectively. Multiplying (@) by w* from the right, replacing n by n—1, passing to the adjoint
operators and finally applying formula (), we derive

)\n-‘rlTn = )\nTnJ,_l. (83)

Comparing () and (@) we conclude that T, = )\n)\l_lTl and wT,w* = ¢T,. That is, setting
T := A\ 'Ty, we have

T, =M\T and wTw*n=qTn, n € Dy. (84)

Next we investigate the diagonal terms R,, of the operator F'. First we note that in terms of the
operators E,, defined by () the equations (f7) and (B1)) are reformulated as

¢*Eny1 = wE,w* and ¢°E, = wE,w*, (85)

respectively. In particular, we have F, 1 = E, for all n. If we compare the n-th components in
(), we get the relation

"N wR, w4 (2 + 1D)PP R, + ¢" A2 w Ryw — 2¢" TR, = 0. (86)

Putting the relations (BF) into (Bf) we derive that E, = 0 for all n. Setting R := Ry, the latter

means that
R, = wR,,_1w* = w" Rw*". (87)
Further, comparing the n-th components in (@), we find that
PN2Ry 1+ A2 Roy1 + 2" P Ryw + ¢ PwR,wt — (@2 + 1)R,, = 0. (88)

Inserting the relation £, = 0 into (B§), we obtain Rni1 + ¢*Rn-1 — (¢* + 1)R,, = 0. Because of
(B7), this means that

w?Rw** + ¢*R = (1 + ¢*)wRw*. (89)
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Finally, the restriction of the operator F' to the subspace £ of the Hilbert space G is a symmetric
linear operator, say Q. Since b=c=0,a =v and d = v* on G by (E), equation @) reads as

v2Qu*? + ¢*Q = (1 + ¢*)vQu™. (90)

Summarizing the preceding, the formulas (f4), (R4), (7), B9) and (Pg) show that the operator
F has the required form. This completes the proof of the second assertion of Theorem 1.

Now we turn to the 4D4-calculus and prove Theorem 2. To begin with, we compute the (n—1)-th

and the n-th components of the expressions in equation (@) Comparing coefficients we derive

R,w? — ¢ tewR,w — wR,_yw + ¢ tew’R,_1 = 0, (91)
A1 T w? — edpprwTie w — @Ay wTiiw + e, w? Ty = 0 (92)

Applying the adjoint operation to (P)w*?, we get
M1 Tns1 — Q1w w® — ghpwTw* 4+ gedw’Tw*? = 0. (93)

Recall that formula (8() holds also for the 4D -calculus, because it was derived from formula (B3).
Inserting (B) into (P3), we derive that

Tn+1 = ean_,_lw*. (94)
Combining the latter with (B), we get
q)\nTnJrl = 6)\n+1Tn. (95)

Next we use equation (fg) which holds by Lemma 5(ii). Computing the (n—1)-th components of
(69), we obtain the relation

_ qn)\n)\i_len_z + q3n)\nw*Rnw2 4 q3n+2)\nw2Rn—1w* _ qn+2)\2+1)\an+1w

n

- (q2 + 1)q3n_2)‘an—lw - (q2 + 1)q3n+2)‘ann + qn)‘an—lw + qn+2)‘ann =0. (96)
In terms of the operator E,, the formulas (77) and (P1)) can be written as
¢*Fpy1 = wE,w* and E, = eq lwE,w* (97)

respectively. Inserting these formulas into ()w*, a lengthy computation shows that F, = 0. That
is, setting R := Ry, we have

R, = wR,_1w* = w"Rw*? for n € Ny. (98)

Using the formulas (f2), ([7d) and (Pg) established above, we compute

Q(a)nn = (eq = )Tuin—1 + (Rn1 — Ro)i + (e = )T 11, (99)
Q1) = =Ag" A, Tow™nn = AN b, (100)
Q) = =M\, wTin, = =\ T, (101)
Qd)n, = (eq_l — DTunn-1+ (Rny1 — Rn)nn + (Eq_l - 1)T;+177n+1= (102)
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for n € Dy and n € N. In particular, we get
Q(a + eqd)nn = (eqRnt1 — (€¢ + 1) Ry + Rn—1)n- (103)

Put Q; = p(—iw;). Since p is bimodule homomorphism, the commutation relations between the 1-
forms w; and the generators a, b, ¢, d remain valid if w; is replaced by 2;. In particular, the relation

1

woa = eaws + eX?q wy yields

Qaa = eay + eX?q 1 b8Yy. (104)

Since Q(a + €qd) = (1 — ¢®)(eq~* — 1)Q4 by ([4) and ([[3), it follows from ([[03) that Qu: H, — H,
and so by : H, — H,. Further, by (@) the operators Qsa and €aflo map H, into H,_1.
Because of ([L04) this implies that Q4 = 0 on each space H, and so on H. From the relation
wac = ecws + eN2q 1 dw, we get Qoc = ecfly + eX?q1dSy. Since ¢ = 0 and d is unitary on G, this
implies that 24 =0 on G.

Thus we have shown that 4 = 0 on G @ H which yields that p(wr, (@ + €qd)) = 0. Therefore,
by Lemma 3 the FODC homomorphism p passes to the quotient FODC I'y 3. This completes the
proof of Theorem 2.

Remark 3. The assertions of Theorems 1 and 2 could be also derived from the commutation
relations and the involution properties of the calculi thus avoiding the use of the right ideals. We
prefered to give the above proof because it emphasizes the role of the corresponding right ideals

and it needs only very few generators of the right ideals.

Remark 4. By adding a few lines to the preceding arguments one gets a complete description of
all admissible commutator representations of the quotient *-FODC I'y 3. In this remark we briefly
derive this result. Since 24 =0 and hence Q(a + egd) = 0, it follows from (D), (p9) and ([L0J) that

WRw? + e 'R = (14 eqg ) wRw* on Dy. (105)
Set T := A 'Ty. From (94) and (pg) we get T,, = (eq)'~"\,, T and
wTw" = €T on Dy. (106)

Let @ denote the restriction of F' to the domain £ in the subspace G. Since b = 0 on G, we have
Q(b) = dFb — g~ 'bFd = 0 and so Qy = 0 on G. Hence the relation Q1d = eq~1dQ; + ecfy implies
that Q0% = eg'v*Q; on G. Because Q4 = 0 as shown in the above proof, we have Q(a) = (eq—1)Q;
by ([[4). On G we have Q(a) = dFa—q *bFc— F = v*Qu — Q. Inserting the latter into the relation
Q(a)v* = eqg *v*Q(a), we finally obtain that

VPQUt + e 'Q = (1 +egHvQu* on &. (107)
The symmetric operator F' now acts as
Fipn = (€q)' " AT -1 + w" Rw*" i + (6q) " Ani1 T Ny1,m € Do, and Fp = Qn,n € €. (108)

Conversely, let T be a linear operator and R a symmetric linear operator on a dense domain

Dy of H and let @ be a symmetric linear operator on a dense domain £ of G such that Dy C
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D(T*),wDy = Dy and v€ = &. If the relations ([[05), (04) and ([L07) are fulfilled, then the pair
(7, F) with F defined by ([L0) is an admissible commutator representation of the +-FODC I' .

Now let us turn to the proof of Theorem 3. The key of the proof is the following simple lemma.

Lemma 6. Let u be a unitary operator and let A be a bounded linear operator on a Hilbert space.
If uAu* = aA for some a € R,|a| # 1, then A =0.

Proof. Then we also have uA*u* = aA*. So we may assume that A is self-adjoint. The relation
uAu* = aA implies that the spectrum of A is invariant under multiplication by a and a~!. Since
|a| # 1 and A is bounded, this is only possible if A = 0. [

We carry out the proof for the 4D -calculus. The case of the 3D-calculus is much simpler and
follows easily from the relations () and ([J) and Lemma 6.

By assumption all operators d. p(z),z € A, are bounded. Hence the four operators €21, Qa, 3, Q4
are also bounded. Recall that Qf = Q,Q5 = Q3 and Q} = Q4 by ([7). From these facts and
the commutation relations of the 4D-calculus it is clear that the operators {2; leave the spaces
G = ker b = ker ¢ and H invariant.

We shall show that all Q; =0 on H for j =1,...,4. First note that Q4 : H,, = H,, because of
the relation Q4bc = be€)y and the fact that H,, = ker (be+¢**F11). Since Q4b = eqbS2y, we therefore
obtain that w(Qq[H,)w* = eq(Qu[Hy), so that Qu[H,, = 0 by Lemma 6 and hence 4 = 0 on H.
Consequently we have Q3bc = bcf)3 which implies that Q3 : H,, — H,. Since 24y = 0, we have the

two relations

Q1a = eqalfdy + €bSl3, (109)
Vb = eq b + eaQs, (110)

Using the fact that Q3 : H" — H" it follows from ([L10) by induction that Q; : H" — H"'.
Because Q27 = —1, we have Oy : H,, = Hn—1 B Hyp, & Hpy1. Hence Q5 is of the form

ann - Annnfl + Bnnn + A:H.lnnJrlvT] € HOv

where A,, and B, are bounded linear operators on Hg. Inserting this expression into () and
comparing the n-th components, we get ¢B,w* = ew*B. Thus, wB,w* = eq 'B, and hence
B, = 0 by Lemma 6. Comparing the (n—2)-th components in (l0g), we obtain the equation
MAp_1 = eqrn_1A,, so that we have

A, = (€q) AN AL (111)

Since || 4, || < || @1 ]| and ¢~ ™\, — +o0 if n — oo (recall that 0 < g < 1), we conclude from
() that A, = 0 for all n € N. Thus €3 = 0 on H. Applying once more equations ) and
(L 1), we see that Qo = Q3 =0 on H.

A much simpler reasoning shows that the operators €2; are also zero on G. Since the four 1-forms
wj,j =1,...,4, generate the 4Dy-calculus as a left A-module, it follows that d. p(z) = 0 for all

x € A. This completes the proof of Theorem 3. ]
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