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Abstract

We provide sufficient conditions to factorise an equivariant spectral triple as a Kasparov
product of unbounded classes constructed from the group action on the algebra and from
the fixed point spectral triple. Our results are for the action of compact abelian Lie groups,
and we demonstrate them with examples from manifolds and #-deformations. In particular
we show that equivariant Dirac-type spectral triples on the total space of a torus principal
bundle always factorise. We also present an example that shows what goes wrong in the
absence of our sufficient conditions (and how we get around it for this example).
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1 Introduction

In this paper we provide sufficient conditions to factorise a G-equivariant spectral triple
(A, H,D), for G compact abelian, as a Kasparov product of a ‘fixed point’ spectral triple
and a Kasparov module constructed solely from the action of the group on the algebra. More
precisely, given our sufficient conditions, we find unbounded cycles representing classes in
KKZmG(A, AY) and KKgrdlmG(AG,(C), with A the norm completion of A, such that the

Kasparov product of these classes
KKI™CG(A, A%) x KKL™9(AC C) —» KKL(A,C)

recovers the class of (A, H,D) in KK7(A,C).

In order to define the Kasparov module with class in K KgimG(A,AG), we require that the
action of G on A satisfies the spectral subspace assumption of [5]. To define the unbounded
Kasparov module with class in K KéerlmG(AG, C), we need a Clifford action

n:T(CYG))® = Clyima — B(H)

satisfying a few compatibility conditions. Finally, the product of these classes represents the
class of (A, H,D), provided that one positivity constraint is satisfied: this constraint arises
from Kucerovsky’s criteria [14].
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Our factorisation results show that the class of our equivariant spectral triple is the product
of classes with unbounded representatives, which are defined in terms of the original spectral
triple subject to some geometric constraints. The constructive approach to the Kasparov
product, [3,12,18,19], seeks to construct a spectral triple from unbounded representatives of
composable K K-classes. Having obtained a factorisation, say,

[(‘A’ H, D)] = [(*A/’ E ez, Dl)]@)AG [(AG’ Ho, DQ)]

it is natural to ask whether the constructive product of (A’, E ¢, D;) and (A%, Hsa, Dy) makes
sense and recovers the original triple (A, H,D). We examine this question for an equivariant
Dirac-type spectral triple (C*°(M), L?(S), D) on a compact Riemannian manifold with a free
isometric torus action, where we show that factorisation holds in our sense. In this special
case, we show that the constructive method produces a spectral triple (C> (M), L?(S),T)
whose K K-class is the same as that of (C*°(M), L?(S), D). The operator T is a self-adjoint
elliptic first order differential operator, but the difference D — T is typically unbounded. If
each orbit in M is an isometrically embedded copy of T", we find that D — T is bounded. Thus
we see evidence in these examples that the constructive product is sensitive to metric data.

Factorisation of circle-equivariant spectral triples has also been studied in [3], [8,9] and the
Ph.D. thesis of A. Zucca, [28]. The last three of these works study such factorisations under
the condition of “fibres of constant length”, a condition which is also satisfied in the examples
studied in [3]. Such a condition appears in Corollary 39, and corresponds to the isometric
embedding of orbits (up to a constant multiple).

Finally, we consider in detail the factorisation of the Dirac operator over the 2-sphere, for
rotation by the circle. In this case, the circle action is not free and factorisation for C'(S?)
is not possible, but we show that factorisation is nevertheless possible if one restricts to the
C*-algebra of continuous functions vanishing at the poles.
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2 The construction of the unbounded K K-cycles.

Definition 1. Let A and B be Zs-graded C*-algebras carrying respective actions « and f3
by a compact group G. An unbounded equivariant Kasparov A-B-module (A, Eg,D) consists
of an invariant dense sub-kx-algebra A C A, a countably generated Zs-graded right Hilbert
B-module F with a homomorphism V' from G into the invertible degree zero bounded linear
(not necessarily adjointable) operators on E, a Zs-graded x-homomorphism ¢ : A — Endpg(F),
and an odd, self-adjoint, regular operator D : dom(D) C E — E such that:

(1) Vy(o(a)eb) = ¢(agy(a))Vy(e)By(b) and (Vye|Vyf)p = By((e|f)p) forallg e G,ac A, e € E
and b € B;

(2) ¢(a) -dom(D) C dom(D), and the graded commutator [D, ¢(a)]+ is bounded for all a € A;
(3) ¢(a)(1 4+ D?)~1/2 is a compact endomorphism for all a € A;

(4) Vg - dom(D) C dom(D), and [D,V,] = 0.

Remark. We normally suppress the notation ¢. The unbounded Kasparov module (A, Eg, D)
defines a class in the abelian group K K¢(A4, B), [1].



Remark. We will only employ unbounded equivariant Kasparov A-B-modules for which the
action of G on B is trivial. Then for all g € G, V; is adjointable with adjoint V' =V, 1.

Definition 2. Let A be a Zs-graded C*-algebra with an action by a compact group G. An
even equivariant spectral triple (A, H,D) for A is an unbounded equivariant Kasparov A-C-
module. If A is trivially Zo-graded, then one can also define an odd equivariant spectral triple
(A, H, D), which has the same definition, except that H! = {0} and D need not be odd.

Throughout this section, GG is a compact abelian Lie group, equipped with the normalised
Haar measure, and (A, H, D) is an even G-equivariant spectral triple for a Zs-graded separable
C*-algebra A carrying an action a by G. (The case that the spectral triple is odd is considered
later.)

There are some differences between the cases of G even dimensional and G odd dimensional.
We introduce the following notation so that we may handle both cases simultaneously.

Definition 3. Let Cl; be the Clifford algebra generated by a self-adjoint unitary ¢, which is
Zo-graded by _ ‘
CH =span{c’}, j € Zs.

We denote by € the Zs-graded C*-algebra

¢ C  if G is even dimensional
| Cl; if G is odd dimensional.

We also denote by ¢ the generator of €; i.e.

| 1 if G is even dimensional
| ¢ if G is odd dimensional.

We will construct three unbounded K K-cycles. The first cycle (referred to as the left-
hand module), is constructed using the spin Dirac operator over G, and defines a class in
KKqg(A, A°®¢). The second cycle, which we call the middle module, represents a class
in KKqg(A®®¢, A@T(CI(G))%). The module is simply the Morita equivalence between
AS®€¢ and ASRI(CI(G))Y = A®&®Cl,, and so contains no homological information. The
third cycle (the right-hand module) is constructed by restricting the spectral triple to a spec-
tral subspace of H, and adding a representation of I'(C1(G)), so that it defines a class in

KKg(ACRT(CIG))Y,C).

2.1 The left-hand module.

Let Char(G) be the characters of G, which is the set of smooth homomorphisms x : G — U(1).
Since G is abelian, the characters form a group under multiplication. For each x € Char(G),
let

Ay ={a€ A:aya) =x(g)a}

be the spectral subspace of A associated with the character y. Note that @XEChar(G) Ay is
dense in A. For each x € Char(G), define &, : A — A by

Dy (a) = /G L (g)y (a) dg.

Each @, is a continuous idempotent with range ®, = A, .



Definition 4. The action of G on A is said to satisfy the spectral subspace assumption (SSA)
if the norm closure A, A% is a complemented ideal in the fixed point algebra A% for each

x € Char(Q).

We define an A®-valued inner product on A by

(alb) g = ®1(a™b) = /Gag(a*b) dg.

With this inner product, A is a right pre-Hilbert A®-module. Hence the completion of A with
respect to (-|-) 4¢ is a right Hilbert A“-module, which we denote by X. The Zy-grading of A
defines a Zs-grading of X, which makes X into a Zs-graded right Hilbert A9-module. The
action of G on A extends to a unitary action a : G — End 4¢(X).

Remark. Let y € Char(G), and let a,b € A,. Then a*b € A%, so (a|b) y¢ = a*b. Hence A,
is closed in X, and so
Xy ={r e X :04(x) =x(g)z} = Ay.

The following is a more general version of [21, Lemma 4.2] or [5, Lemma 2.4]. The result there
is for the case G = T, but the proof is much the same as in the general case.

Lemma 5. For each x € Char(G), the map ®, : A — A extends to an adjointable projection
&, : X — X with range A,. Moreover,

(@y)ac = D Dy(a)Py(y)

x€Char(G)

for all x,y € X, and the sum ZXeChar(G) &, converges strictly to the identity on X.

Let $¢ be the trivial flat complex spinor bundle over G, with Dirac operator Dg. The left
multiplication of G' on itself lifts to a strongly continuous unitary representation V on L%($¢)
which makes (C*°(G), L*($¢), Dg) into a G-equivariant spectral triple, which is even if and
only if dim G is even, [26]. Then (C*®(G), (L?*($5)®¢)¢, Dg®c¢) is a G-equivariant unbounded
Kasparov C'(G)-€-module for G either even or odd dimensional.

Definition 6. Let X®(L?*($5)®€) be the external tensor product of X and L?($5)®¢,
which is a Zo-graded right Hilbert A“®¢-module. Let E; be the invariant submodule of
X®(L*($6)®¢) under the diagonal action g - (z®(s®2)) = ay(2)®(V,s&2). Let Vi be the
homomorphism from G into the unitaries of Fy defined by

V1 4(28(s®2)) = ay(z)@(s®2).
For each x € Char(G), let p, € B (L?*($¢)) be the orthogonal projection onto
L*(8c)y = {s € L*(8c) : Vy(s) = x(9)s},
and define p, € Ende(L*($¢)®€) by py(s®2) = pl s®z.

The following result is elementary, but will be quite useful in later calculations.



Lemma 7. For elements of homogeneous degree, the A°QC-valued inner product on Ei can
be expressed (for x1, x5 € X and s1, sy € L*($5)€) as

($1®81|$2®82)AG®€ _ (_1)degs1.(deg:c1+degx2) Z (I)X($1)*<I>X($2)®(prls1|pX7182)¢-
x€Char(G)
Proposition 8. Define an action of EBXGChar(G) Ay on Eq by
Z ay - (z®s) = Z axx@))(.s, for Zax IS @ Ay, t®s € F.
x€Char(G) x€Char(G) x€Char(G)

This action extends to a Zz-graded x-homomorphism ¢ : A — End 4o5.(E1) satisfying
Vig(d(a)e) = d(ag(a))Vigle), a€A, e€ b

Proof. Suppose ay € Ay and @ = 3 ccpar(q) Tv € X, where z, € A4, for all v € Char(G).

Then
2 2 201,112
loxal® = Y llayau|® < llayl? |«
$€Char(G)
by Lemma 5, so a,x is a well-defined element of x.
Since oig(a;) = ag(ay)* = x(9)ai = x '(g)al, it follows that a € A, —1. Hence if a, € A,
and x;®s; € By, i = 1,2, each of homogeneous degree, then
(mlé\)sl‘ax . ($2(§>82))AG®€ = ($1®81‘QX$2®X82)AG®€
_ (_1)deg51.(deg:c1+degax+degx2)( (Sl‘XSQ)Q
aya1|2) 4@ (X ' s1]s2)e

:(a;m@X_lsl‘x?@S?)AG@@ ( (1@ )|$2®82)AG®€'

z1|ayra) 4 c®
_ (_1)dogsl-(dogm1+dogax+degx2)( @

So the action of P, Ay on Ej defines a x-homomorphism @, Ay, — End,cge(E1), which
extends to a x-homomorphism ¢ : A — End j65,(£1). That ¢ is Zs-graded and equivariant is
obvious. O

Definition 9. Let D¢ : dom(Dg) C L*($¢) — L*($g) be the spin Dirac operator on G, and
let ¢ be the generator of €. Define a closed operator D; : dom(D;) C E; — Ej initially on the
linear span of elements of the form z&(s®z), where z € X, s € dom(Dg) and z € € are of
homogeneous degree, by

D1 (2R(sR2)) := (—1)%82 2R (Dgs@cz),
and then take the operator closure. Since D¢ is equivariant, this is well-defined.

Proposition 10. The triple (DyAy, (E1) qag5¢ D1) is an unbounded equivariant Kasparov A-
ACRC-module if and only if the action of G on A satisfies the spectral subspace assumption.
When the action of G on A satisfies the spectral subspace condition, we call the Kasparov
module (©y Ay, (E1) yoz¢: P1) the left-hand module.

Proof. See [5, Proposition 2.9] and the preceding lemmas for a proof when G = T. The general
case requires only minor modifications, as in [4, Chapter 5]. ]

We henceforth assume that the action of G on A satisfies the spectral subspace assumption.



2.2 The middle module.

Recall that G is a compact abelian Lie group, equipped with the trivial spinor bundle $¢, and
(A, H,D) is an even G-equivariant spectral triple for a Zy-graded separable C*-algebra A. We
will now construct the middle module, whose job is to correct for the spinor bundle dimensions
between the left hand module and (A, H, D).

Let I'($¢) denote the continuous sections of $¢, which is a right Hilbert C'(G)-module with
the pointwise inner product on $5. We also let I'(Cl(G)) denote the C*-algebra of continuous
sections of the Clifford bundle over G. Let p : T'(CI(G)) — Ende(e)(T'(8¢)) be the Clifford
representation, which is a x-homomorphism. When G is even dimensional, p is a Zs-graded
*-homomorphism, but this is not the case when G is odd dimensional. Both I'(Cl(G)) and
I'($¢) carry an action of G, and we denote their respective fixed point sets by T'(C1(G))¢ and
I'($5)C. The fixed point algebra T'(Cl(G))? is a finite dimensional C*-algebra, with

Mosaima/2(C) if G is even dimensional

G~ ~
I'(CG))” =Cl, = { Moydimc-1)/2(C) & My@ima-1),2(C)  if G is odd dimensional.

The fixed sections I'($5)“ form a finite dimensional vector space, with

odim G/2

C
F($G)G = { C2(ima-1/2

if G is even dimensional
if G is odd dimensional.

Let ¢ be the generator of the C*-algebra €, as in Definition 3. The Zs-graded *-homomorphism
7 :T(CI(G))E — Ende(I'($5)9®€) defined on elements of homogeneous degree by

ps)(w®z) = p(s)wRe'*>2, (1)

is an isomorphism.

The isomorphism (1) implies that T'($¢)°®¢ is a Zy-graded Morita equivalence bimodule
between I'(C1(G))¢ and €, where the left inner product is defined by

P(r(cieye (wilwz) ) ws = wi (w|ws)e.

Hence the conjugate module (T'($¢)¢®€)*, [23, p. 49] is a Zy-graded Morita equivalence
bimodule between € and I'(C1(G))%.

The fixed point algebra AS is a Zs-graded right Hilbert module over itself, and left multipli-
cation on itself defines a Zs-graded *-homomorphism A% — End 4c(A%).

The external tensor product A®(I'($¢)“®€)* is a Zo-graded right Hilbert AGRT(CI(G))C-
module, which carries a representation A9®¢ — EndAG®F(C1(G))G(AG®(F($G)G®€)*). Since
ASR(T($5)9R¢€)* is a Morita equivalence bimodule, the triple

(A“®E, (A“Q(T(8¢)“)) sozrciaye:0)

is an (unbounded) equivariant Kasparov A“®€¢-AY&®T(C1(G))%-module, where the C*-algebras
and the Hilbert module carry the trivial action by G. We call this module the middle module.



2.3 The right-hand module.

To define the right-hand module we require greater compatibility between the action « of G
on A and A C A than we have assumed so far. We say that A is a-compatible if

A, == AN A, is dense in A, for all x € Char(G).

Compatibility is implied by « restricting to a continuous action on A4 for some finer complete
topology on A.

Definition 11. For each x € Char(G), let H, = {£ € H : V,& = x(9)¢} be the spectral
subspace corresponding to x, and define an operator D, : dom(D) NH, C H, — H, by
D, & := D¢. The Hilbert space H, inherits the Zy-grading of H.

Lemma 12. Suppose that A is a-compatible. Let AS be the fized point algebra of A. Then
for each x € Char(G), (.AG,’HX,DX) is an even equivariant spectral triple for AS, where Hy
inherits the action of G on H.

Proof. Since G acts on H unitarily, there is an orthogonal decomposition H = @XEChar(G) Hy.
The density of dom(D) in H thus implies that dom(D, ) is dense in #, for all x € Char(G).

The operator (1 + D?)~%2 € B(H) is self-adjoint, and since D commutes with the action of
G, so too does (14 D?)~1/2. Hence (1 + 'Dz)_l/2|7.[x is a bounded self-adjoint operator on H,,
and (1 +D2)_1/2\HX =(1 +D>2<)_1/2 for all x € Char(G). Hence

Fy =D+ D%y, = Dy(1+ DY)~V

is also a bounded self-adjoint operator on H,. Since D, = F\ (1 — Fi)_l/ 2 it follows from
[16, Theorem 10.4] that Dy, is a self-adjoint operator on H,.

Since [Dy,a] = [D,ally, and a(l + 2))26)_1/2 = a(l + D?)7Y2|y, for all a € A%, it follows
that (AG,’HX,DX) satisfies the conditions of Definition 1, and hence (AG,’HX,DX) is an even
equivariant spectral triple. O

We wish to use the operator D¢ to construct our final Kasparov module, for some fixed
¢ € Char(G). However, the middle module is an unbounded Kasparov A%-A®&T(CI(G))C-
module, whereas (AG,HC,DC) is an unbounded Kasparov A“-C-module. Hence we need a
representation of I'(C1(G))¢ on H¢, which will define an action of AS®T'(C1(G))“ on H¢. The
conditions we impose below on the action and the character ( ensure that we obtain an even
spectral triple for AY®I'(C1(G))Y, and in addition that Kucerovsky’s connection criteria is
satisfied (Proposition 18).

Simple examples show that #, may be trivial for any given x € Char(G), including the trivial
character x(g) = 1. We therefore impose the condition AH: = H on the character ¢ in order
to construct the right-hand module. Choosing ¢ in this way allows us to recover the original
Hilbert space H from the three modules.

Remark. Even if AH, = H for all x € Char(G), the positivity criterion may be satisfied for
some choices of ¢ but not for others. For an example see Section 7.



Definition 13. Suppose that A is a-compatible. Let ( € Char(G) be such that A—HC =H,
and let n : T(C1(G))Y — B(H) be a unital, equivariant Zy-graded *-homomorphism such that
1) [n(s),a]+ = 0 for all s € T'(CI(G))” and a € AY, and

2) an(s) - dom(D¢) C dom(D) and [D,n(s)]+al; is bounded on H for all a € ®,.A, and

s € T(CI(G))%, where P € B(H) is the orthogonal projection onto H.

We define a Zs-graded *-homomorphism A“®I(CI(G))Y — B(H¢) by (a®s) - € == an(s)E. If
A is a-compatible, the conditions on 7 and Lemma 12 ensure that (AS&T(CI(G))Y, H¢, De)
is an even equivariant spectral triple for A%, which we call the right-hand module.

Remark. Condition 2) of Definition 13 is stronger than necessary to ensure that we obtain
an equivariant spectral triple for AS®T'(C1(G))%, but this stronger condition is sufficient to
prove that Kucerovsky’s connection criteria is satisfied.

3 The Kasparov product of the left-hand, middle and right-hand modules.

Recall that G is a compact abelian Lie group, equipped with the normalised Haar measure
and a trivial spinor bundle 8¢, and (A, H,D) is an even G-equivariant spectral triple for a
Zs-graded separable C*-algebra A. Let ¢ € Char(G) and 7 : T'(CI(G))Y — B(H) satisfy the
conditions of Definition 13, so in particular A is a-compatible.

The next result can be proved with a straightforward application of Kucerovsky’s criteria,
[14, Theorem 13].

Proposition 14. The Kasparov product of the left-hand and middle modules is represented by
(@xAx: (B18 405¢(A°B(T(86)9©C)")) s0ar(ci(aye: P1O1).-

To determine whether the Kasparov product of the left-hand, middle and right-hand modules
is represented by (A, H, D), we first construct an isomorphism

\I’ : (El®AG®¢(AG@(F($G)G®¢)*))®AG®F(C1(G))GHC — 7‘[,

which will allow us to use Kucerovsky’s criteria, [14, Theorem 13]. We would like to define the
map V¥ on elements of homogeneous degree by

¥ (((yBuw)B(aBm)Be) = (-1t 3 b an(peiene (X pulw)é ()
x€Char(G)

where p,, € Ende(L?($5)®¢) and &, € End,c(X) are the spectral subspace projections of
Definition 6 and Lemma 5 respectively.

To see that ¥ is well-defined, even on homogeneous elements, we need to know that the sum
over characters converges. This is established by the following lemma.

Lemma 15. Let ((yzémz)@(az@m))@& S (E1®AG®Q‘(AG®(F($G)G®Q:)*))®AG®F(C1(G))GHC
fori=1,2. Then

<‘I’ (((y1®ul)®(al®w_l)) ®§1) , ¥ (((y2®u2)®(a2<§>w_2)) ®§2) >
= (((41®u1) (a1 &7) ) D1, ((y2Bu2)®(a:8w3) ) D)

and hence ¥ is a well-defined isometry.



Proof. Suppose that both elements are of homogeneous degree. Then using Lemma 7,

{((11®u1) @ (a1 @W7) ) ®E1, ((y2Bu2) @ (a2@W3)) B2 )
= (- 1)d0g u1-(deg y1+deg y2)+(deg u1+deg uz)-deg az+deg wi-(deg a1 +deg y1 +deg y2+deg az)

X Z <£17aTq)x(yl)*q)x(y2)a277(r‘((c1((;))6‘(wl|w2(prlu2|prlul)€))£2>
x€Char(G)
_ (_1)deg u1-deg a1 +deguz-deg az

x Y <‘I>x(y1)a1?7(r(<c1(c:))6(X_lprlul\wl))il,‘I’x(y2)a277(r(<c1(c;))c(X_lprlu2lw2))€2>
x€Char(G)

= <\I/ (((y1®ul)<§>(a1<§>w_1)) @61) , W <((y2®U2)®(a2®w_2)) @552) > -

The penultimate line follows from

rciene (Wilx T py-1un)pciene (X Py-1u2lwe) = peiaye (wilwa(py-1uglpy—1u)e),  (3)

which in turn follows from (x™'p,-1uz|x 1Py -1u1)e = (py-1u2|py-1u1)e-

We have already established that the sum . ccpar(q) CIDX(y)an(F(Cl(G))G(X_lpxﬂu]w))g con-
verges. It only remains to check that W is well-defined with respect to the balanced tensor
products, which is a straightforward exercise. O

Proposition 16. The map V is a unitary, equivariant, Zs-graded, A-linear isomorphism. The
1nuverse

\I’_l . 7‘[ — (El@AG®€(AG®(F($G)G®Q:)*))@AG@)F(Q(G”GH{

is defined as follows. Let (:Ej)g‘zl be a G-invariant global orthonormal frame for $¢, and let

(0)32, be an approzimate identity for A of homogeneous degree zero. For & € H, choose
sequences (ay)pey C A and (§)72, C H¢ such that aply, — & as k — oo. Then

L) = Z Z lim lim ((@X(ak)®(xxj®1))@(W@%))@{k.

- k—o00 £—00
XE€Char(G) j=1

Proof. 1t is immediate that ¥ is equivariant and Zo-graded, and V¥ is an isometry by Lemma
15. So it remains to show that (i) ¥ is A-linear, and (ii) ¥~ is an inverse for .

(i) Let b € A. Then

u(b- (12wBEm)EE) = Y U(((@u(b)yPuu)d(adm))E)
peChar(G)

= (—pdeswdere N D (@,(0)y)an(rcicys (X Py iulw))é
x,#EChar(Q)

= (~ 1)k 37 0, (0)D (y)an (peraye (0 py-rulw)€ = b ( (yBu)B(adm) B¢ ),
Xk

so ¥ is A-linear.



(i) We first check that W~ is well-defined, which means checking that the limits exist and that
the sum converges. Suppose §{ € H, and choose sequences (a)7>; C A and (&)52, C H¢ such
that ap{, — £ as k — oo, which exist since AH = H. Since } 7, r(@(@))c(a:j@ﬂ\xj@l) =1,

n

U D (P (an)B(xz;81)) (0B, 01)) 86, | = > ®ylar)den(piciaye (2 81]2;81)) &
j=1 Jj=1

= @X(ak)¢£§k = Px((ak(bfgk)u

where P, € B(H) is the orthogonal projection onto H,., and
lim lim P, = lim P = P£.
Jim Um Py(apdele) = lim Py(an€e) = Pycé
Since W is an isometry, this establishes that the limits exist. Moreover,

Z chgz Z ngzé.v

x€Char(G) x€Char(G)

so the sum converges. This calculation also shows that ¥~! is a right-inverse for ¥, so that ¥
is surjective. Since W is injective, it follows that W is invertible with inverse U1, O

Now that we have the isomorphism W, we can use Kucerovsky’s criteria, [14, Theorem 13],
to determine if (A, H, D) represents the Kasparov product of the left-hand, middle and right-
hand modules. More precisely, (A, H,D) is unitarily equivalent as an unbounded equivariant
Kasparov module to (A, (E1®AG®Q‘(AG®(F($G)G®€)*))@AG@F(CI(G))GHC, Ul oDo W), and
Kucerovsky’s criteria may now be applied to determine whether factorisation has been achieved.

Theorem 17 (The criterion for factorisation). Let ¢ € Char(G) and n : T(Cl(G))Y — B(H)
satisfy the conditions of Definition 13, so in particular A is a-compatible. Let (z;)}_; be a
G-invariant global orthonormal frame for $¢, and for each x € Char(G), let P, € B(H) be
the orthogonal projection onto H,. If there is some R € R such that

> ( <D§, n(r(@(c))c(X_IDG(X%)@C\%@U)Px<§>
j=1
+ (n(rciene (C Poxa;)Belz;81)) P, DE) ) = RIEIP (4)

for all x € Char(G), ¢ € dom(D), then (A, H,D) represents the Kasparov product of left-hand,
middle and right-hand modules.

Remark. Although [14, Theorem 13] is stated for the non-equivariant case, it requires no
modification in the equivariant case, [15].

Theorem 17 is proved by showing that Kucerovsky’s domain and connection conditions hold
under the existing assumptions. The remaining positivity condition is precisely condition (4).

Proposition 18 (The connection criterion). For each e € E1® yoz.(AY®(I(8¢)9®€)*), let
Te : He — (E1@Ac®¢(AG<§>(F($G)G<§J€)*))@AG%F(@(G))GHC be the creation operator. The

graded commutators
UloDol 0 0 T.
0 D¢) '\I7 0 n
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are bounded for all e €Y, where Y C E1® yoz.(AY®(I(36)9®€)*) is the dense subspace
Y := span{(2®s)®(a@W) € E1®AG®€(AG®(F($G)G®€)*) 12 € @A, ac A%

Proof. Let e = (2®s)®(a@W) € Y, ((y&t)®(b@7))®¢ € dom(¥~! o Do ¥) and ¢ € dom(Dy),
each of homogeneous degree. Then the upper entry of the column vector

[(xy—l oOD oW g{) | (19 T0>] ) <((y®t)®1(/}b®v))®£>

is
U oDoWo Ty — (—1)estdestdeaatdewr o poy
_ \Il_l oD o W(((Z@S)@(CL@W))@?ﬂ) N (_1)dogz+dogs+doga+dogw((Z@)S)@(a@m))@pcw

= (—1desdeseg=lon N D (2)an(rieia)e (X Py-18w)) e
x€Char(G)
o (_1)deg z+deg s+deg a+deg w+deg s-deg ag—1 Z ¢X(y)a,’7 (F(CI(G))G (X_le718|w))D¢¢
x€Char(G)

= (—1)degsdegag ! Z [D, @\ (2)an(rciaye (X~ py-15lw))] 1),
x€Char(G)

and we estimate

2
H(—l)dogS'dcg“w—l S 1D, &y (2)an(perane (C pyoislw) |t

x€Char(G)
= Z D, @\ (2)an (rciaye (x 1PX*13’w))]iPC¢H2
x€Char(G)
2 -1 2
< ]|l Z [, @\ (2)an (rciaye (X py-18lw)) ]+ P[]
x€Char(G)

where the sum converges since z € @,.A,. Hence the upper entry is a bounded function of 9.
For the lower entry we have

D¢ o T (((y@t) 2 (b@0v)) ®E) = DC(((z@s)@(a@@)‘(y@t)@(b@v))AG®F(CI(G))G£)
_ (_1)deg s-(deg z+deg y)+deg w-(deg a+deg z+deg y+deg b)+deg b-(deg s+deg t)

x>y Dc(a*q’x(z’)*(I’x(y)bn(r(@(c))c(X_lprls\w)r(m(c))c(X_lprlt\v))i),
x€Char(Q)

using Lemma 7 and Equation (3). Let (z;)j_; be a G-invariant, global orthonormal frame for
8¢, and let (¢/)72, be an approximate identity for A% of homogeneous degree zero. For each
x € Char(G), let (¢)32, C A and (0})7°; C H¢ be sequences such that

Jm ko =D( 2 ()b (rcia)e (X py-1tv))€).
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Then

Te* ° \If_l oDo l’(((y@t)@( ))®£) ( )dogt deg b+deg s-deg z+deg w-(deg a+deg 2)

X Z Zkh_?;oa @, (2) 0 (rciaye (W (z;81) - (ve;@1|p,-18)e)) Bu(cf) oy
X, v€Char(G) j=
_ (_1)degt-dog b+deg s-deg z+deg w-(deg a+deg z) >

ZZG Py ( rciaye (w](z;@1) - (X$j<§>1|Pxfls)¢))D(q)x(y)bﬁ(r(@(c))c(X_lprlﬂv))ﬁ)
x j=1

where we have used
kli_glo(l)u(c Jop = = lim PVCCk = PcD (0, (1) (rciieye (X py-1t[v))€)

—5VXD( Wb (reieye (X py-1t[v))€).

Since x " 'p,-1s = > = (@;®1) - (xz;®1[py-18)e,

Te* ° \I’_l oDo l’(((y@t)@(b@v))@ﬁ) ( )degt deg b+deg s-deg z+deg w-(deg a+deg 2)

x> a0 (2) n(reeye (wix ™ Pxfls))D(‘I’x(y)bn(r(@(c))c(X_lprlt\v))i)'
x€Char(G)

Hence the lower entry is

De o Ty (((y@t)B (b@w)) @) — (—1)dea=tdegstdegatdeswye o Gl o Do ¥ (((y@t)D(b&v)) &E)
_ (_ 1)deg s-(deg z+deg y)+deg w-(deg a+deg z+deg y+deg b)+deg b-(deg s+deg t)

x Yy Dc(a*q’x(z)*q’x(y)bn(r(@( ane (X py-1s|w)rcie ))G(X_lprlt\U)K)
xEChar(G)
(_ 1)deg z+deg s+deg a+deg w+deg t-deg b+deg s-deg z+deg w-(deg a+deg z)

X Z a*<1>x(2)*77(r(<c1(c))0(w|X_1pX718))D(‘I)x(y)bﬁ(r(m(c:))c(X_lprlﬂv))f)
x€Char(G)
_ (_1)degt-degb+deg s-deg z+deg w-(deg a+deg z)

x> [D,a" 0 (2) n(reieye (Wxpys)) =@y )b (reiaye (xpxtlv))E.
x€Char(G)

Since W is an isometry, the sum } cchar(q) @X(y)an(F(Cl(G))c(X_lprlt\w))f converges, so

> a0 () n(reaye (WX py-19) £ @y ()07 (riciiane (X py-1tv))€
x€Char(G)

= (ZPC[Daa*(pl/(z)*n(F(CI(G))G(w’V_lpu13 ) (Z‘I’ I(CI(E))E (X_lpxlﬂv))€>-

12



Thus we can estimate the lower entry by

2

> a0 (2) n(reeye (WX Py-19)) £ @y ()00 (reiaye (X py-1tl0))€
x€Char(Q)

> P[D,a* @, (2) n(rciaye (Wl p,19))]+

Z @ ()01 (rc1(c)c (X_lprlﬂv))ﬂf

2
| ((y&1)® (b&D))®

> PD, a0, (2) n(reiaye (wlv T p,18)))
v€Char(G)

since W is an isometry. We note that }_,ccpanc) P[D,a*®,(2)*n(rcyeye (wlv ™ p,-1s))]+
is a finite sum of bounded operators and hence is bounded. Therefore the lower entry is a
bounded function of ((y®t)®(b&7))RE. O

Lemma 19. Let (:ztj);‘zl be a G-invariant global orthonormal frame for $¢, let Do be the
Dirac operator on 8¢, and let P, € B(H) be the projection onto H, for x € Char(G). Then

To (D1@)@lo¥ ! = Z Z n(rciaye (X~ "Da () ®cz;01)) Pyc-
x€Char(G) j=1

Proof. Let ¢ be the generator of €, let ¢ € dom(¥ o (D;®1)®1 0 ¥ 1), and choose sequences
(ar)pe, C A and (&), C Hc such that ap&, — & as k — oco. Then

o (D1®1)®10 Wl

=0 Z Z lim lim ( deg“k((@X(ak)®(7?g(xxj)®c))@((bz@@))@ﬁk

k—o0 Z—)oo

XEChar(G)
= > thn rie)e (XD () Bela; B1)) @y (ax)é
x€Char(G) j=
= Z Zn rcia)e (X Da(x ™ z;)®cla;@1)) Py O
x€Char(G) j=

Proposition 20 (The domain criterion). For all u € R\ {0}, the resolvent (iu + D)~ maps
the submodule C°(V o (D1@1)&1 0 U~ H)H into dom(¥ o (D1®1)&1 0 U—1).

Proof. By Lemma 19 and the compactness of (1+Dg) /2, if ¢ € CX(Vo (D1®1)®10 U 1)H,
then P& = 0 for all but finitely many x € Char(G). Since (i + D)~ commutes with the
action of G, it preserves H, for all y € Char(G). Hence if £ € C(V o (D;®1)&1 0 U™1H)H,
then P, (ip + D)~1¢ = 0 for all but finitely many y € Char(G). Lemma 19 then implies that
(ip+ D)t € dom(¥ o (D;®1)@1 0 U1, 0

Since the connection and domain criteria of [14, Theorem 13| are satisfied (Propositions 18

and 20 respectively), Theorem 17 is proved by combining the remaining positivity condition
with Lemma 19.
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4 Factorisation for an odd spectral triple.

Recall that G is a compact abelian Lie group, equipped with the normalised Haar measure and
a trivial spinor bundle $4. However, suppose that rather than an even G-equivariant spectral
triple, we instead have an odd G-equivariant spectral triple (A, H, D).

The K-homology class of an odd spectral triple is defined by associating to it an even spectral
triple. Let v = ({ %) € B(C?), and equip C? with the Zy-grading defined by 7. Let ¢ be the
generator of the Clifford algebra Cly, and define a Zo-graded *-homomorphism Cl; — B(C?) by
e (91). BEquip A®Cl and H®C? with the obvious actions by G. Let w = (Y57) € B(C?).
Then (ARCly, HOC?, DRw) is an even G-equivariant spectral triple. The class of (A, H, D) in
odd K-homology is defined to be [(A®Cl, HRC?, Dew)] € KKg(A®Cly,C) = KK}5(A,C),
[6, Prop. IV.A.13].

We make the following definition analogously to Definition 13.

Definition 21. Let (A, H,D) be an odd, G-equivariant spectral triple for a trivially Zo-
graded separable C*-algebra A, and suppose that A is a-compatible. Let ¢ € Char(G) satisfy
AH; =H, and let 5 : I(CI(G))Y — B(H) be a unital, equivariant *-homomorphism such that
1) [9(s),a] = 0 for all s € T(Cl(G)) and a € A%, and

2) an(s) - dom(D¢) C dom(D) and (Dn(s) — (—1)4°¢ny(s)D)aP; is bounded on H for every
a € @Ay, s € T(CI(G))Y, where P; € B(H) is the orthogonal projection onto H.

We define a Zy-graded #-homomorphism 7 : T'(CI(G))¢ — B(H®XC?) by 7i(s) = n(s)Dwless,
where (1(s)@w®8 ) (EQw) = n(s)ERw®e sy,

It is easy to see that the pair ((,7) satisfy the conditions of Definition 13 for the even G-
equivariant spectral triple (ARCly, HRC?, DRw).
The next result follows easily from Theorem 17 applied to the even G-equivariant spectral

triple (A®Cly, HR®C? DEw).

Theorem 22. Let (A, H,D) be an odd, G-equivariant spectral triple for a trivially Zo-graded
C*-algebra A, and let ¢ € Char(G) and n : T'(CI(G))® — B(H) be as in Definition 21, so in
particular A is a-compatible. Let (%’)?:1 be a G-invariant global orthonormal frame for $¢.
If there is some R € R such that

Z ( <D57 77(1“(((31(6*))9(X_IDG(X$j)®C|$j®1))PXC£>
=1

+ (n(riaye (X Dalxa)Belz;01)) P&, DEY ) = RIEIP

for all x € Char(G), £ € dom(D), then the odd spectral triple (A, H, D) represents the Kasparov
product of the left-hand, middle and right-hand modules for (AQCly, HOC?, D&w).

5 The 6-deformation of a T"-equivariant spectral triple and factorisation.

Given a T"-equivariant spectral triple (A, H,D) and a skew-symmetric matrix 0 € M, (R),
one can construct the §-deformed T"-equivariant spectral triple (Ag, Hg, Dp). We show that if
factorisation is achieved for (A, H, D), then it is also achieved for (Agy, Hg, Dy).

We first recall the construction of a §-deformed T"-equivariant spectral triple, [7,25].
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Definition 23. Let 6 € M,(R) be a skew-symmetric matrix. The noncommutative torus
C(T™)g is the universal C*-algebra generated by n unitaries Uy, ..., U, subject to the commu-
tation relations U;Uj, = 2™k UpU; for 5,k =1,...,n.

The noncommutative torus C(T")y carries an action by the n-torus T", which is given by
t-Uj = e2mit! Uj, where t = (t',...,t") € T™ are the standard torus coordinates.

Definition 24. Let A be a Zy-graded C*-algebra with an action a by T". Let 6 € M,,(R) be
a skew-symmetric matrix, and equip the tensor product A®C(T")g with the diagonal action
t- (a®b) = a;(a)®(t - b) by T". The O-deformation of A is the invariant sub-C*-algebra
Ag = (ARC(T™)g)™".

The -deformation Ag carries an action o) by T”, given by aie) (a®b) = oy (a)®@b.
Definition 25. Let H = H° @ H! be a Zy-graded Hilbert space with a strongly continuous
unitary representation V : T" — U(H) such that V; - H/ C H’ for t € T", j € Zy. Let
0 € M,(R) be a skew-symmetric matrix. Viewing C(T")g as a right Hilbert module over
itself, form the Zy-graded right Hilbert C'(T™)s-module H&C(T")g. This module carries an
action by T™, given by t - (€&b) = ViE®(t - b). The f-deformation of H is the Zy-graded
Hilbert space Hy := (HOC(T™)y)™". We define a unitary represenation V(@ : T" — U(Hy) by
V9 (e8b) = Vie@b.

We can now define the #-deformed T"-equivariant spectral triple (Ag, Hg, Dy).

Definition 26. Suppose that A is a-compatible. Let (A, H,D) be a T"-equivariant spectral
triple, and let 8 € M, (R) be skew-symmetric. Represent Ag on Hy by (a®b)(£&c) = at®be
(for a € A, b€ C(T")g), and setting U* := Ufl < Uk for ke 77, let

Ay = span{ak@)U_k €EAg:ap € ANAg, keZ}

which is a dense sub-x-algebra of Ay compatible with a(?), and define an operator Dy on Hg
by Dg(£Rb) = DERD for & € dom (D). Then (Ag, Hg, Dy) is a T"-equivariant spectral triple for
Ay, which we call the 0-deformation of (A, H, D).

Proposition 27. Let A be a C*-algebra with an action by T", and let 6 € M,(R) be skew-
symmetric. Then Ay satisfies the spectral subspace assumption if and only if A does.

Proof. Let ¢ : AT — AT" be the #-isomorphism v(a) = a®1. Then ¢(AA}) = (Ag)r(Ag);
for all k € Z™. O

Definition 28. Define a unitary isomorphism u : H — Hg by u (3 ez k) = Dpezn QU E,
This isomorphism intertwines the actions of T", so that u : H; — (Hg)e for all £ € Z™.

Given 7 : T(CY(T™))™ — B(H), define ny : T(CI(T™))™ — B(Hy) by ng(s) = u o n(s) o u*.
Proposition 29. The pair (¢,n9) satisfies the conditions of Definition 13 for (Ag,Hg,Dy) if

and only if (¢,m) satisfies those conditions for (A, H,D). Consequently (Ag, Hg, Dy) factorises
if and only if (A, H,D) does.

Proof. If EQU ¢ € (Hg)y and a@UF € (Ag)k, then (a®@U *)(£RU ) = Aaé@U *~* for some

A€ U(1). Hence Ag(Hg)e = H if and only if AH, = H.
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Recall the *-isomorphism 1 : AT" — AT" 4 (a) = a®1. Then u(a&) = (a)u(§) for alla € AT",
¢ € H. Hence uo[n(s),als ou* = [ng(s),1(a)]+ for all s € T(CHT"))™, a € A™", so Condition
(1) is satisfied for the #-deformation if and only if it is satisfied for the original spectral triple.

By construction, ®y(Ag)r = Ag. Let a®UF € (Ag)y and let s € T(CHT*)™". If QU ¢
(Ho)e then u* ((a®U *)ny(s)(€BU ) = Aan(s)¢ for some A € U(1). Since Dy = uo D ou*,
it follows that an(s) - dom(D;) C dom(D) for all a € @Ay, s € ['(CY(T))™ if and only if
bng(s) - dom((Dy)¢) C dom(Dy) for all b € Ay, s € I'(CL(T™))™.

Let aQU " € (Ag)x, and let s € T'(C(T™))™. Then
u* o [Dg, mg(s)]+(a®U*)Pr o u = A[D,n(s)] L a P,

for some A € U(1) depending on k, ¢ and 6. Therefore (¢,n) satisfies Condition (2) if and only
if (¢,ng) satisfies Condition (2).

Since Dy = uoDowu* and 1y = uonou*, clearly the factorisation criterion (Theorems 17, 22)
is satisfied for (¢,7y) and the 6-deformed spectral triple if and only if it is satisfied for (¢,7)
and the original spectral triple. O

6 Factorisation of a torus-equivariant Dirac-type operator over a compact
manifold.

Throughout this section, let (M, g) be a compact Riemannian manifold with a smooth, free,
isometric left action by the n-torus T", and let S be a (possibly Zg-graded) T™-equivariant
Clifford module over M equipped with a T"-invariant Clifford connection V¥, [2, p.186]. Then
(C*(M), L*(S), D) is a T"-equivariant spectral triple, where D is the associated Dirac operator
on S. The spectral triple is even if S is Zo-graded; otherwise it is odd.

We will show that (C*°(M), L%(S), D) can always be factorised. We show that each condition
(the spectral subspace assumption, the map 7 : T'(CI(T"))™ — B(L?(S)) and the positivity
criterion) is satisfied in turn. Compatibility of C°°(M) with the action is satisfied since we
assume the action to be smooth.

We show that we in fact have full spectral subspaces, which is a special case of the SSA.

Proposition 30. Let N be a manifold with a smooth free left action by the n-torus T™. Then
Co(N) has full spectral subspaces; i.e. Co(N)xCo(N); = Co(N)™ for all k € Z".

Proof. The closed ideals of Cp(N/T"™) are in one-to-one correspondence with the closed sub-
spaces of N/T", where the ideal corresponding to X € N/T" is {f € Co(N/T") : f|x = 0}.
Since Co(N)xCo(N)j is an ideal in Co(N)™" = Co(N/T™), it is enough to show that for all
x € N/T", there is some a,b € Co(V ), such that ab*| -1((y)) # 0, where 7 : N — N/T" is the
quotient map.

Since the action of T™ on N is proper and free, N is a principal T"-bundle over N/T™. Let
x € N/T", and let U be a neighbourhood of = such that 771 (U) = U x T" as T"-spaces. Then
there is an equivariant *-isomorphism Cy(7m~(U)) = Co(U)® C(T™). Under this isomorphism,
functions in Co(7~1(U))_x C Co(N)_y, have the form a®yy, where xj € C(T™) is the character
k() = €2 Let a ® xi, b® xr € Co(U) ® C(T™)_}, be functions such that a(z),b(x) # 0.
Then (a ® xx)(b ® xx)* = ab* ® 1, and ab*(x) # 0. O
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We require a character ¢ € Z" and a map 7 : I'(C1(T™))™ — B(L?(S)) satisfying the conditions
of Definition 13 (or Definition 21 if S is trivially graded). The following lemma shows that any
¢ € 7" satisfies the condition (and indeed factorisation is achieved for any choice of £).

Lemma 31. Let N be a Riemannian manifold with a smooth free left action by the n-torus
T", and let F be an equivariant Hermitian vector bundle over N. Then Co(N)L2(F), = L*(F)
for all 0 € Z".

Proof. Since L*(F) = @yezn L*(F)y, it is enough to show that Co(N),_¢L*(F), is dense in
L3(F)y, for all k € Z™. We show that Co(N)g_(L'e(F); = To(F)y for all k € Z, which since
['.(F) is dense in L?(F) proves the result.

Let & € To(F)g. Since & has compact support, there is a finite collection of open sets (U;)Y,
which cover the support of &, such that U; = 7(U;) x T™ as T"-spaces, recalling the quotient
map 7 : N — N/T". Let (¢,))_; be an invariant paritition of unity for U,]i 1 U; subordinate
to (U;)X,. Foreachi = 1,..., N, let f; € Co(m(U;)) be a function such that (f;om)d; = fiom,
and let a;,b; € Cy(U;) be the functions corresponding to f; ® xx—¢ and f; ® xo_x respectively
under the equivariant *-isomorphism Cy(U;) = Co(7(U;)) @ C(T™). Note that b;a;¢; = ¢; and
ai& € Te(F)p, 50 & = 31 6i& = S0 biaidi € Co(N)k—eTe(F)e. O

We will assume that ¢ € Z™ is fixed from now on. This choice does not affect the factorisation.
This means we could choose ¢ = 0 for convenience, but we will leave ¢ arbitrary in order to
show that factorisation is achieved for all choices of /.

Next we define the map 1 : I'(CI(T"))™" — B(L?(S)). First recall that the fundamental vector
field X() € T(T'M) associated to v € T,T" is x = 4 exp(tv) - x|t:0. Since the action of
the n-torus T™ on M is free, the fundamental vector field of a non-zero vector in 7,T" is non-
vanishing. The canonical isomorphisms 7,T" = I'(T*T™)™ and TM = T*M, along with the
fundamental vector field map, give us an equivariant, Zo-graded map I'(T*T™)™" — T'°°(T*M).
However, this map need not be an isometry and hence need not extend to a *-homomorphism
[(CHT™))™ — T°°(Cl(M)). We will modify this map to obtain a *-homomorphism. For
Jj=1,...,n,let X; € [°(TM)™ be the fundamental vector field associated to % e T,T".
Observe that {Xi(z),...,X,(2)} is a linearly independent set for every = € M. For each
x €M, let W(x) = (ij(:n));‘kzl € M, (R) be the inverse square root of the positive-definite
matrix (9(X;(z), Xx(x)))7,_;- Letting = vary, we obtain functions Wik ¢ Cc(M)™ for
7, k=1,...,n. Let

n
ve =Y XWkFer (™, k=1,...n, (5)
j=1
where TM — T*M, X +— X’ is the canonical isomorphism. Then {v;(z),...,v,(z)} is an

orthonormal set for all z € M. We call the functions W7k ¢ C(M)™, j k = 1,...,n the
normalisation functions.

Definition 32. The map D'(T*T")™" > dtF s —vy, = =D ij-ij € I°(T*M)™ is now
not only equivariant and Zs-graded (when S is Zs-graded), but is also an isometry. It therefore
extends to a unital *-homomorphism 7 : T'(CI(T"))™" — I'°*(CI(M)) c B(L?(9)).

Remark. The appearance of a minus sign in the definition of 7 arises as follows. The torus
action on sections of the Clifford module S is Vo (40)u(w) = exp(tv)-u(exp(—tv)-z). So the more

natural convention to define 7 is to use the vector field v = % exp(—tv) - x‘ 0 = —xM.
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As functions are central in the endomorphisms, 7 satisfies Condition 1) of Definition 13, so
it remains to check Condition 2). Since the image of 7 consists of smooth sections of CI(M),
n(s) - dom(D) N L2(S), C dom(D) for all s € T(CI(T"))"™. Before showing that [D,n(s)]+ P is
bounded for all s € I'(CI(T"))™, we prove a lemma.

Lemma 33. Let N be a Riemannian manifold, and let G be a Lie group acting smoothly by
isometries on N. Let F be an equivariant Hermitian vector bundle over N. This defines a
unitary representation V : G — U(L?(F)).

Let v € g, and let X ¢ ['*°(T'N) be the fundamental vector field associated to v. Define a
one-parameter unitary group on L2(F) by v,(t) = V, . Let A be the infinitesimal generator
of Y, characterised by v,(t) = ¢4, Then

1) A:T®(F) — I'*°(F), and

2) 1A+ V@ € I'*(End(F)) for any connection V on F.

In particular, if N is compact, then iA + V yw) € B(L*(F)) for any connection V.

xp(tv)

Proof. Let u € T°°(F). Working on a local trivialisation of F, we can view u as a C*-valued
function on N. Since v, (t)u(x) = exp(tv) - u(exp(—tv) - ), in this trivialisation,
iAu(z) = i’y (t)u(x) = Bu(z) — X" (u)
dt '’ =0 “ ’
where B € My (C) is the derivative at t = 0 of the curve ¢ +— exp(tv) € My (C). This shows 1)
and 2), since if V is a connection then locally V) = X () 4w, where w is a locally-defined
M. (C)-valued function on N. O

The next result shows that the pair (¢,7) satisfy the remaining condition (2) of Definition 13.

Proposition 34. Let n be as in Definition 32 and ¢ € Z". Then the graded commutator
[D,n(s)]+ P is bounded for all s € T'(C1(T™))™.

Proof. For j = 1,...,n, let X; be the fundamental vector field associated to %, and let
v; = S p_; X;;WFI be the normalised vector field as in Equation (5). Let U C M be an open
set such that M|y is parallelisable, and choose vector fields (w1, ..., wy—,) C I'°(TU) (where
m := dim M) such that (vy,...,vp,w1,...,Wy—y) is an orthonormal frame for TU. We can
locally express the Dirac operator D as

n

Dly = c(W)Vy + > c(w))Vi,,
=1

Jj=1

where v — v” is the isomorphism TM — T*M determined by the Riemannian metric, and ¢
denotes Clifford multiplication.

Since I'(CI(T™))™ is generated by (c(dt¥))?_,, we need only show that the anticommutator
{D, C(U;)}Pg is bounded for j = 1,...,n. Letting VX be the Levi-Civita connection on T*M
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and using the compatibility between V° and VX, we have

n

{D, (W)} =D (] Z W)V, +Z )e(VECW)

i=1
ic VLC b + Z VS + Z i
=1
= —2Vs + Z )e(VECw b) + i c(w?)c(Viicv;).
i=1

The second and third terms are smooth endomorphisms which are independent of the choice
of (fi,---, fm-n), and so globally

n
{D, c(vlj’)} = —2V§j + bundle endomorphism = —2 Z Wwki Vik + bundle endomorphism.
k=1
Since M is compact, every endomorphism is bounded, and so it is enough to show that Vij Py
is bounded. By Lemma 33, Vi = —iAj + w for some w € I'*(End(S)), where A; is the
infinitesimal generator of the one-parameter unitary group s — V, xp(s-2) € U(L?(9)). Since

d
exp(s%):(o,...,o, s ,0,...,0), s R,

jth

‘/OXp(SBtJ = pezn €5k Py Hence Aj = Y, cyn 27k Py, and thus
VX, P = —iAjPr+ wP = =2milj Py + wP
is bounded, and so we have shown that {D, C(U;)}Pg is bounded. O

Now that we have a pair (¢,n) satisfying the conditions of Definition 13, it remains to check
the positivity criterion. To this end we derive an explicit formula for ¥ o (D;®1)®1 o U1,
recalling from Equation (2) the isomorphism

U (B1®cpymm e (C(M)T QT ($12)" ©€) )@ o anym aricernyyem L2 (S)e = L2(5).

Lemma 35. For j =1,...,n, let X; € I'°°(T'M) be the fundamental vector field associated
to 87 € T, T", with correspondmg covector field X]b-, and let A; be the infinitesimal generator

of the one-parameter unitary group t — Vo oy € U(L?(S)). Let W7k € C=(M)™ be the
atJ

normalisation functions. Then

Vo (D@1)@1o¥ ! = ’LZ W™e(X2) (A — 2nl5).
7,r=1

Proof. Let (x )2L ") be an invariant, global orthonormal frame for $1n, corresponding to some
orthonormal basis for ($7n).. By Lemma 19,

oln/2)

Vo (D@l)Rlo¥ ! = Z Z I‘((Cl (™ (Xg "Drn(x kw)@c\xr@l))PkM.
kez™ r=1
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Since we are using the trivial flat spinor bundle over T™, Dynx, = 0 for all r, and

[D'ﬂm, Xk] = 2mi Z ijkc(dtj).
j=1
Recall that i : T(CI(T™))™ — B(L?(S)) is defined by c(dt?) — — 3", ¢(X2)W"7. Hence
oln/2l g

Vo (Di®)@1oW ™ =2mi Y > > kin(pieenym (c(dt) )2, @e|2,81)) Prge
keznr r=1 j=1
oln/2] o,

= 2m Z Z Zk]?’] dt F(Cl(Tn))T”(Z'r®1’$r®1))Pk+g
kezr r=1 j=1

=—2mi ) Z lejWPie(X)) Py = —i Z WHe(X2)(Aj — 2rt;). O
k j.p=1 jr=1
Theorem 36. The positivity criterion is satisfied; that is there is some R € R such that
(DE, W o (D1®@1)@10 1) + (Vo (D1@1)@1 0 W1E, DE) > R
for all € € dom (D) N ¥(dom((D;®1)&1)). Thus (C®(M), L*(S), D) factorises.

Proof. For j = 1,...,n, let X; € I'*°(TM) be the fundamental vector field corresponding
to % € T.T", and let v; = Zzzl X,WPJ be the normalised vector field as in Equation

+7

(5). Let U C M be an open set such that M|y is parallelisable, and choose vector fields
(wi,...,Wp—p) C I'®°(TU) (where m := dim M) such that (vi,...,vp, w1,..., Wy—p) is an
orthonormal frame for TU. Recall that we can locally express the Dirac operator D as

D\U_Z VS+Z

J=1
Since M is compact, by using a partition of unity it is enough to prove the positivity for
sections with support in an open set V with V C U.

€ U(L*(S)) for

Let A; be the generator of the one-parameter unitary group s V;Xp( 0y
atJ
j=1,...,n. Then for £ € dom(D) N ¥(dom((D;®1)®1)) with support in V,
(DE, T o (D1®1)®1 0 U™ 1) + (Vo (D1®1)®1 0 U1, DE)

_ Z < VS €, —ie()) (A - 27rep)g> +3° <c(w§)v3jg, —ic(v))(A, — 27rep)g>

Jp
+ Z <—ic vy)(Ap — 27l,)E, c(vlj’-)ij§> + Z <—ic(v;)(Ap —2mly)E, c(wlj’-)Vij§> .
j Jp
Given X € T'°(TM), the (formal) adjoint of Vy is (V¥)* = —V¥ — divX. Using the
compatibility between V° and the Levi-Civita connection V¢ on T*M, we compute

(DE, o (D1B1)BL 0 UE) + (Vo (D1B1)E1 0 UE, DE) = dmi Y (k; — £;) <§, vijk§>
—2m§j<kp—fp><s, (e(VECD)e(uh) + e(w)e(VEC) + (divuy)e(u})c()) Pis)
=27 Y (hy — &) (& ((VETwh)e(vh) + e(wh)e(TEvh) + (divawg)e(w)e(e))) Pit )
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Let w;j = V*)g(j +1A; € I'°(End(S5)), as in Lemma 33. Since A; P, = 2nk; Py,

(D¢, \I/o(D1®1)<§>1o\I’_1£> +(To( D1®1)®10\P‘1£,D£>

= 81" ky(k; EWIPPLE) +4mi Y (kj — £;) (&, W Pw, Pt
— 270 S (ky — 4) < ((TECU)e(w)) + c(uh)e(TEv)) + (div vy )e(v))e(vh)) Pt )
=27 (ky — £y) (& ((VECwh )e(wh) + e(wh)e(TEuh) + (divwge(w)e(v))) Pit )

We estimate:

(DE, W o (91@91)@1 o qf—lg> + (Vo (D1®1)®1 0 U1, DE)

> 872> ky(ky — £) (Pul, WP PRE) Z kp — £,|C (Pr&, PLE)
sk
for some constants C), € [0,00), p = 1,...,n, which are based on the norms of the endomor-
phisms such as W/Pw,, and (div wj)c(w;)c(v;) on the compact set V.

For each x € M, let A(z) > 0 be the smallest eigenvalue of the positive-definite real matrix
(WIP(z )) pg=1- Then E]pq L kik SWIP(2) > Nz) S k2, and so we can estimate

j=1"j>
(DE, T o (D1®1)®10 U 1) + (T o (D1®1)®1 0 U1, DE)
> 87 inf (@)} DK IR = 8w nsup {J] sup (WP @)} S kel 1P
rk

7.k

N Ik — LI PP = S <aZk‘?—bZ|k‘j|—dZ|kj_£j|>HPk§H2y
J J J

D,k kezZm

where we have relabelled some constants and set d := supp{C’p}. Since M is compact, the
constant a = 872 inf,cpr{ ()} is strictly positive, and so the function

Q:Z" >R,  Qh)=ad K —b> |kl—dY |k — 1l
J J J
is bounded from below by some R € R. Hence

(DE, W o (D1@1)BLo ') + (Vo (D1R1)B1o U1, DE) > R Y || P&|* = RI¢|*. O
kezn

6.1 The constructive Kasparov product for manifolds.

Recall that (M, g) is a compact Riemannian manifold with a free, isometric left action by T",
(S,V?®) is an equivariant Clifford module over M with Dirac operator D, and ¢ € Z" is fixed.
We have seen that (C>°(M), L%(S), D) represents the product of the unbounded Kasparov mod-
ules (@kC(M)k,(El@c(M)’]l‘”@Q:(C(M)TnA( ($70)T" RE)* ))C(M)T”@)F((cl('ﬂ*n))’]l‘”,Dl@l) (the prod-
uct of the left-hand and middle modules) and (C°°(M)™ &T(CI(T™)™, H,, Dy) (the right-hand
module). We now show that the constructive Kasparov product [3,12,19] can be used to pro-
duce a representative of the product of these two cycles. The representative thus obtained is

21



unitarily equivalent to' (C°°(M), L*(S),T) for some self-adjoint, first order elliptic differential
operator 1" on S. If the orbits of T” are embedded isometrically into M, then 7" is a bounded
perturbation of the original operator D.

Definition 37. Let G be a compact group, and let A and B be Zo-graded C*-algebras carrying
respective actions a and 8 by G. Let E4 be a Zs-graded right Hilbert A-module with a
homomorphism V from G into the invertible degree zero bounded operators on E such that
Vy(ea) = Vy(e)agy(a) for all g € G, a € A and e € E, and let (A, Fp,T) be an unbounded
equivariant Kasparov A-B-module. There is a natural action of G on E®4 Endp(Fp) given
by g- (e®B) = ‘@(e)@UgBUg_l, where U is the action of G on F. A T-connection on E4 is a
linear map V from a dense subspace & C E4 which is a right A-module into E® 4 End B(FB),
such that g- V(e) = V(Vy(e)) for all g € G, e € E, and

V(ea) = V(e)a + (—1)3% [T, a]+, ecé ac A (6)
We define a closed operator 1&v7 initially on span{e®@f : e € £, f € dom(T)} C EQ4F by
(1B¢T)(eBf) = (—1)1BeRT f + V(e)f.
The equivariance of V ensures that 1@y is equivariant. We say that V is Hermitian if
(e11Ve2)bndp (Fp) — (Verle2)pnd(ry) = (1) E T, (e1]ex)al+, €1, e2 € E.
If V is Hermitian, then the operator 1&y 7 is symmetric.

Let x € M. Choose tangent vectors (vy, .. ., Um_p) spanning span{ X; (z), ..., X, (z)}* C T, M,
where we recall that X; is the fundamental vector field associated to % e T, T™ Let
(', ... 2"yl ..., y™ ™) be the geodesic normal coordinates around z corresponding to the
tangent vectors (Xi(x),...,Xn(x),v1,...,Um—pn). There is a neighbourhood U of x such that
U nU) xT" as T"-spaces, where m : M — M/T" is the quotient map, so the standard

coordinates (t',...,t") € (0,1)" on T" give us coordinates (t',...,t", ', ..., 4™ ™) in a neigh-
bourhood of . Since g(X;(z),v,) =0 and X; = %, it follows from the fact that a geodesic is

orthogonal to one orbit of T" if and only if it is orthogonal to every orbit of T" that it intersects,
[24, Prop. 2], that g(%, 6%,,) = 0 on the coordinate chart for j=1,...,n,p=1,...,m —n.
Let (U;)Y, be a finite cover of M by such coordinate neighbourhoods, and for each k € Z™,
i =1,...,N, define x; € C°U;), xip(t, ..., t%yl, ..., ym") = e~ 2mZj1 kit Observe
that if ¢ € C(M)j has support in Uj;, then gxi_’,i € C(M)™. Let (¢;)Y, be an invariant
partition of unity subordinate to (U;)Y,, and for each i = 1,..., N, let ¢); € C°°(M) be an
invariant function with support in U;, such that v; is 1 in a neighbourhood of supp ¢;.

Then for f € C(M),

Pp(f) = Z i Pr(f) = Z GiXik (Pr(F)Vixip)-

"Here we replace the algebra @;C(M)y, by ©,.C° (M)}, and even by C°°(M). The distinction between these
algebras is unimportant for K K-classes, but may produce differences for (unitary equivalence classes of) spectral
triples, where the choice of smooth algebra enters. We will ignore numerous subtleties involved in the choice of
smooth algebra, which is harmless in the context of first order differential operators on compact manifolds.
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Let (z )2L7 /" be an invariant orthonormal frame for $1n of homogeneous degree, such that z;
is of even degree (in the case $1n is Zo-graded). Then given

((fRu)B(h&w))&E € (E18pmae(CM)T (T ($1)" ©C)*)) ¢ arym ar@mym L2 (S)e,

we may write

(fBWBhED)BE= > > Z (7)

~T =~

(Gixi k® (xrwr81)D(1802101)) &Pk (f)1ix; 4 W (p(cicrny)m (331@)(957@1’X;?lpxglu)dw))f-

Define a Dy-connection on El@C(M)T”®€(C(M)Tn®(r($'ﬂ'n)@Q)*) by

oln/2] N

V((feu)®(h&w)) = Z ZZ 1)desr

kezn r=1 i=1

((¢iXi,k®(Xk$r®1))®(l®xl®1))® [D, (I)k(f)ﬂ)ixi_,;ihﬁ(r(cl(w))?" (w@(:v@llx,;lpxglU)clw))] +

That V is equivariant and satisfies Equation (6) follows from Equation (7). Since V is built
from a frame, [19], it is also Hermitian.

Writing 1&yD, = (18&1)®yD, and D1®1 = (D;®1)®@1 for short, the following result shows
that the constructive Kasparov product yields a spectral triple.

Theorem 38. For j =1,...,n, let X; € I'°°(M) be the fundamental vector field associated
to 87 € T.T". Let (hjk)} =1 = (9(Xj, Xk))} =1 (R*) = (hjx)~t, and let (W]k)?,kzl be the
normalisation functions. Then

n
Uo <1<§>VD4 n D1<§>1) oWt =D+ Y (W - )e(X)VE, + B
Jir=1

where B € T°(End(S)). Thus ¥ o (1&yDy + D1®1) o UL is a first order, self-adjoint,
equivariant, elliptic differential operator. Hence (C™(M), L*(S),¥ o (1&yDy + D1®1) o U~ 1)
is an equivariant spectral triple representing the Kasparov product (which is also represented

by (C>(M), L*(S), D))

Proof. Given & € L%(S),

N oln/2]

= Z Z (Wixi k=@ (XL e ®1)) R (1R 1)) ©x5 -k Pi Pk
i=1 kez™ r=1
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Using this we can compute

oln/2] N
Vol@yDro ¥ =" Y > (=1)% B hix; ke (pcagmnyy (2,B1]21B1))
KeZr r=1 ij=1
X [D, X k—e0iXs o (r(ceryr (€181, 81)) |, xje-185 P
oln/2]

+Z Z Z TZJZsz 577( (C1(Tn))T" (‘TT®1"Z.T’®1))DXZZ k(bzpk

i=1 kezZm r=1
oln/2] N

= Z Z Z(—1)degx’"@ixi,k_gn(p(@mn))m(ZET®1|$1(§>1))

kezZn r=1 ij=1

x [D, %Xj,k—wixi_,;i_w(r(m(qrn))?r" (21®1]a,@1))] L Xje-k0 P

N
+D 3 Xik—e[D,¥ixi ol di Py + D, (®)

i=1 kezn

where we have used zwlm D(CI(Tn))™ (2,01]21®1) = 1 and SN ¢; = 1. Let I denote the
first term of Equation (8). By several applications of the graded commutator relation [a, bc].+ =

(—1)4e&%[a, c]+ + [a, b]+c, the first term of Equation (8) can be simplified to

oln/2] N
=% Z X k- XG kB P Y Y Y (—1)IET i kg
kezm™ j=1 kezn r=1 i=1

1(r@iernyy (@:@112181)) [D, ix; i dn (rcigmm)ym (2181]2,21)) Py
aln/2]

+ Z deg o p(@(w))w(:ﬂr®1]x1®l))[D,n(F(CI(Tn))Tn(xléi\)l]a:r@l))}i
With respect to the (t',...,t", y', ..., 4™ ™) coordinates on Uj, Xik =€ —2mi 3 vk , and so
Xix Dy vixin] = Xipcldxin) = —QFZZk c(dt?).

Write D = 70, (dt])VS + > e(dy® )VS Since g(0y,0yr) = 0 and X" > o L hjrdt®,
the Clifford vector ¢(dyP) antlcommutes with C(X ]b ) and hence graded commutes with the image

of I'(C1(T™))™ under 7 for each p = 1,...,m — n. Using this fact as well as the compatibility
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of V¥ with the Levi-Civita connection, the first term of Equation (8) is locally

oln/2] o
I=-2mi )" Z (A7) (kj = 6) P+ 210y > > (1) Y B (1 gy ayym (2,811 @1))
kezm™ j=1 keznr r=1 j=1

X C(dtj)n(r(@(qrn))?r” (wl@l,xr@’l))(kj — &) By

oln/
+ > (=D)E ) (pgynyye (28121 81)) [e(dt )V, 1 (rciernyym (11812, 81)) ],
r=1 j=1

2ln/2l i n

2l o,
1

+ dog T (CI(T™))T™ (a:r®1\x1®1)) [c(dyp)ngp,n(F(CI(Tn))Tn (x1®1]a;r®1))]i
r=1 p=1 j=1
n 2ln/2] p
c(dt?) (V3 +wj = 2ml) — Y Y (= 1)¥E (peygpnyyrm (2, @121 ®1) ) e(dt?)
Jj=1 r=1 j=1
1(rciernyym (2101]2,81)) (VY +w; — 274))
oln/2]
+ Z Z deg T F(Cl(T”))Tn (a:r®1\x1®1))c(dtJ)Vif(n(p(m(Tn))nrn (a:1®1\xr®1)))
r=1 j=1
oln/2] o
+ > (=D)ET (g (28121 81)) [e(dt), 1 (pciernyym (11 81|2,81))] L VS,
r=1 j=1

oln/2] ym—n

+ Z Z 1)deszry CI(W))M(a:r®1\x1®1))c(dyp)V§pr (n(rcaernyyr (21®1|2,1)))
r=1 p=1

for wj € T>°(End(S)) for j = 1,...,n, using A; = 2w >,y k;j P and Lemma 33. Here VZ¢

denotes the extension of the Levi-Civita connection on the cotangent bundle to the Clifford
n/2

bundle. Using ZrLl : (CI(T))™ (I‘r@l‘xl@l)r((c](’ﬂ‘n))'ﬂ‘” (r1®1|2,®1) = 1 and the fact that

c(dyP) graded commutes with the image of 7, we can make some cancellations and, working

locally, simplify the first term of Equation (8) to

I= Zc(dtj)(wj — 27l;)
=1

oln/2]
- Z Z(-l)degwrﬁ(r((c](']rn))ﬂr” (l‘,&él|$1®1))C(dt])’l’}(r((c](']rn))ﬂr” (l‘1®1|$7«®1))(w]‘ — 27T£j)
r=1 j=1
oln/2]
+ Y ()BT (pgypnyyr (281210 81)) e(dt)VE (n(pciernyyr (21812, 31)))
r=1 j=1

2ln/2]

+ D (=1 (e (2, &1]2181)) e(dy?) V5 (0 (reapnyym (2181|2,81)) )

r=1

p=1
€ I°°(End(S)).
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The second term of Equation (8) is

N n
Z Z Xik—t[ D, ViXio—k|pi Py = 2mi Z Z c(dt?)(k; — £;) Py

i=1 kezZn kezn j=1
:—Zc(dtj)(v +wj — 2ml5) Z hiic Xl’)(VX +wj — 2ml5)
' 7,q=1

for some w; € I'°°(End(S)) by Lemma 33. Putting the expressions for Equation (8) together
with Lemma 35 and Lemma 33 yields

Vo (18yDy+Di®1) o U =D+ Y (W — h)e(X])VY, + B
7,r=1
c(dy”)V5, + Z W' hyqe(dt?)Vy, + B
p=1 7,rq=1
for some B € T*°(End(S)), which establishes that ¥ o (10yDy + D1®1) 0 ¥~ is a first order
differential operator. Since (W”) —1 and (hyq);,—q are invertible, this also shows that the

operator Uo (1&yDy+D1&1)o U™ v is elliptic. Smce V is Hermitian, 1&v Dy is symmetric, and
so 1®&yD; 4+ D1 ®1 is the sum of a symmetric operator with a self-adjoint operator, which is
symmetric. Elliptic operator theory, [11,17], implies that Wo(1®yDy+D;®1)oW ! is essentially
self-adjoint with compact resolvent, and hence (C*°(M), L*(S), ¥ o (1&yD; +D1®1) o U~1) is
an equivariant spectral triple. That (C*°(M), L*(S), ¥ o (1&yDy + D1®1) o ¥~1) represents
the product is now a straightforward application of Kucerovsky’s criteria. O

Corollary 39. Suppose that each orbit is an isometric embedding of T™ in M. That is, the
fundamental vector fields T,T™ 5 v+ X € I'°°(T M) satisfy (X(”)\X(”))C(M) = ||v||?. Then

D — Vo (1&yD; 4 D1®1) o U™t € T™(End(S)).

Proof. In this case, the normalisation functions are W7% = 6% and so Lemma 38 becomes
Vo (18&vDy + D1®1) 0 U~! = D + B where B € I'*°(End(9)). O

7 Example: the Dirac operator on the 2-sphere.

The spinor Dirac operator D on S? defines an even spectral triple (C*°(S?), L?($42), D). The
circle acts on S? by rotation about the north-south axis, and there are countably infinitely
many lifts of this action to L?($g2), such that (C*°(S?), L?($42), D) is an equivariant spectral
triple. One can then ask whether any of these spectral triples can be factorised, but since the
action of T on S? is not free we cannot apply the earlier theory.

In fact, we cannot factorise (C°°(S?), L?($42), D), since the spectral subspace assumption is
not satisfied, and, more seriously, K'(C(S*)T) = K'(]0,1]) = {0}. Since the class of the triple
(C>(S?),L?(842), D) in K°(C(S?)) is non-zero, it is impossible to recover this class under the
Kasparov product between K K'(C(5?),C(S*)T) and KK'(C(S?)T,C) = {0}.

Instead, we remove the poles, and restrict the spectral triple to (C°(S?\ {N, S}, L?($s2), D)
and ask whether this equivariant spectral triple can be factorised. The circle now acts freely,
and hence the spectral subspace assumption is satisfied.
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We show that factorisation is achieved for (C°(S?\ {N, S}), L?($g2), D) for every possible lift
of the circle action. Unlike for a free action on a compact manifold, the positivity criterion
is satisfied for precisely two choices of the character ¢ € Z of Defintion 13 used to define the
right-hand module.

We will describe the Dirac operator D on the spinor bundle $¢> over S2, [10,27].

Let N be the North pole of S2, and let Uy be S?\ {N}. A chart for Uy is given by stereographic
projection onto C. This chart defines a trivialisation of the spinor bundle $42. All work will be
done in the Uy trivialisation unless explicitly stated otherwise. We will work in the standard
polar coordinates (6, ¢) € (0,7) x (0, 2m).

The spinor Dirac operator is given by

B 0 ¢'? (10 + csc(0)0y + i cot(6/2) /2
b= <e—i¢ (i0p — csc(6)9y + i cot(6/2)/2) (2 0¢ )> - O

The Hilbert space L*($g2) is graded by v = (§ % ). The action of the circle T on 5? is
t-(0,6) = (0,¢+ 2nt). There are countably infinitely many lifts of this action which make
(C>(S?%),L?(842), D) into a T-equivariant spectral triple.

Proposition 40. Any even unitary action of T on L*($g2) which commutes with D and which
is compatible with the action on C(S?) is equal to Vi, : T — U(L?*($g2)) for some k € Z, where

v (FO.0) _ (0,6~ 2mt)
e <g<6, ¢>> = <e2m'<k—1>tg<e, o 2m>> -

Proof. We require the action of T on L?($42) to be compatible with the action a of T on
C(S5?), which is oy (f)(0, ¢) = f(0,¢ — 2rt). Hence the action on spinors is of the form

G (100N - (5 1) (02
where a,b,d and h can a priori depend on 6, ¢ and t. Since the action of T should commute
with the grading, we require b = d = 0. Requiring that the action is unitary, that it commutes

with D and that it is a group homomorphism determines that a = e2™*** and h = e2mi(k=1)t fop
some k € Z. O

Remark. None of these actions preserve the real structure on $g42, so they are spin® but not
spin actions. There is however a unique lift of the “double” action of T, t- (6, ¢) = (6, ¢+ 4xt),
to a spin action given by setting k = 1/2 and replacing ¢ by 2¢ in Proposition 40.

We fix k € Z for the remainder of the section, fixing a representation Vi : T — U(L?*($g2)).
The spectral subspaces of C(S52) are

[ A{f@): fec(o,1)} if j=0
O = { {f(0)e~?: f € Co((0,1))} ifj#0.

Hence

C(52);C(5%)

*
J

g{ c(0,1]) ifj=0
| Go((0,1)) ifj#0.

Since Cy((0,1)) is not a complemented ideal in C(S*)T = C([0,1]), C(S?) does not satisfy
the spectral subspace assumption, and so we cannot define the left-hand module if we use
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the C*-algebra C'(S?). However, the SSA is satisfied for Cp(S?\ {N, S}), since the action on
S2\ {N, S} is free, by Proposition 30.

By taking the fundamental vector field map and normalising as in Section 6, we define the
map 7 : I'(CYT))T — B(L?*($42)) by

(eldt)) = ——— <d¢>—(° ‘ew)
T Vatagag) T T e 0

We check that 7 satisfies the conditions of Definition 13. Clearly 7(c(dt)) commutes with the
algebra, so Condition (1) is satisfied. Since an(c(dt)) is a smooth bundle endomorphism for
all @ € C°(S%\ {S,N}), an(c(dt)) preserves dom(D). It remains to check the commutation
condition. We compute:

{D;nle(dt))} =

{ < ' 0 €' (i0p + csc(0)0y +icot(9/2)/2)> < 0 —ei¢> }
e~ (i@g —csc(0)0p + i cot(9/2)/2) 0 "\e 0 0
_ <2 csc(0)0p — icsc(h) 0 >
0 2csc(0)0g +icsc(f))

Hence if f(0)e=“¢ € C°(S5?\ {S,N});, then

{D,n(e(dt)} f(@)e Py

2icsc(0)(k — 0 — j) —icsc(h) 0 —ij
B ( 0 ! 2icsc(@)(k—0—j—1) —l—icsc(@)) f(O)e™°P,

= —icsc(6)(2) + 20 — 2k + 1) f(0)e 9P,
Since f € C.((0,7)), this is bounded, and so Condition (2) of Definition 13 is satisfied. There-
fore (¢,n) satisfy the conditions of Definition 13 for any ¢ € Z.

Let n, ¢ € Z, and let £ = ( F(@)e' 09

g(e)ei<k*"*f*1>¢> € dom(D) N L?($g2)nse- Then the positivity
criterion reduces to

(D¢, inm(c(dt)) Pote§) + (inn(c(dt)) P i€, DE)

T r2m
= / d¢ df sin(6) x
0

0
<ei(k—”—5)¢(ig’(9) +i(k —n—0—1)csc(0)g(0) +icot(0/2)g(0)/2) (—ine'*—"=024(6))
+ eilb=n=t=06 (i f1(9) — i(k — n — £) csc(0) f(0) + i cot(0/2) £(0)/2) (ine'*—=t=1e £ ()
+ —ineilk=n=0064(0)'*=09 (i (0) + i(k — n — £ — 1) csc(0)g(0) + i cot(0/2)g(0)/2)
+ ineik—n—t=1)0 £ () k=n=t=1)¢ (; £1(9) — i(k — n — £) csc(0) f(8) + i cot(8/2) F(6) /2))

=dmn—k+£+1/2) /Oﬂ d0<|f(9)|2 1 |g(9)|2>.

If p(n) = 2n(n — k 4+ £ + 1/2) is non-negative for all n € Z, then the factorisation condition
is satisfied. Conversely, since [ d9<|f(9)|2 + |g(9)|2) is not bounded by ||€]|?, if p(n) < 0 for
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some n € Z, then (D, —inn(c(dt)) Po4€) + (—inn(c(dt)) Py4¢€, DE) is not bounded from below
and the factorisation condition is not satisfied.

Since £ € Z has thus far not been fixed, we will determine for which values of £ the polynomial
p: Z — Ris non-negative. As a real-valued polynomial, p has a minimum at x = (k—¢)/2—1/4.

Suppose k — £ is even. Then the integer values of n either side of this minimum are n =
(k—20)/2—1and n = (k —¢)/2, at which p(n) has respective values —({ —k+2)({ —k —1)/2
and —({—k+1)(¢—k)/2. The smallest of these two values is p((k—¥¢)/2) = —({—k+1)({—k)/2.
As a function of ¢, ¢({) = —(¢{ — k 4+ 1)(¢ — k)/2 has a maximum at ¢ = k — 1/2. The integer
values on either side of this with k—¢ even are ¢ = k and ¢ = k—2, at which ¢(¢) has respective
values 0 and —1. Therefore if k — ¢ is even, then p(n) is non-negative if and only if £ = k.

Suppose now that k& — £ is odd. Then the integer values of n either side of the minimum
n=(k-0/2-1/4aren = (k—4{)/2—1/2 and n = (k — ¢)/2 + 1/2, at which p(n) has
respective values —(/ —k+1)(¢ —k)/2 and — (¢ — k4 2)({ — k — 1) /2, the smallest of which is
p((k—10)/2—-1/2) = -l —k+1)(¢{ —k)/2. As a function of £, r({) = —({ —k+1)({ — k)/2
has a maximum at ¢ = k — 1/2. The values on either side such that k£ — ¢ is odd are £ = k — 1
and ¢ = k + 1, at which r(¢) has respective values 0 and —1. Therefore if £ — ¢ is odd, then
p(n) is non-negative if and only if £ =k — 1.
Thus factorisation is achieved for the equivariant spectral triple (C2°(S%\ {N, S}), L?($52), D)
for any lift Vj, of the circle action to L?($g2), by choosing the characters £ = k or £ = k — 1
when constructing the right-hand module.
We conclude the 2-sphere example by examining the operator on the right-hand module, which,
upon identifying Co(S?\ {N, S}HT with Cy((0,7)) and T'(CI(T))* with Cl;, defines a spectral
triple for Cy((0,7))®Cl; . One might wonder whether it can be obtained from an odd spectral
triple for Cy((0, 7)), such as that defined by (some self-adjoint extension of) the Dirac operator
n (0,7). We show that this is not the case; for each ¢ € Z there is no odd spectral triple
(C°((0,7)),H', D) such that the right-hand module is the even spectral triple corresponding
o (C((0,m)),H, D).
Let k, ¢ € Z be fixed, where V} : T — U(L*($42)) is the representation and (¢, 7) is the pair of
Definition 13. Define F : H, — L*([0,7])®@C? by

() *=O2 NN = (if(6)
F<<g(9)el(k “1)¢ ) | = Vsind 90) )
The map F is a Cy((0,7))@Clj-linear Zo-graded unitary isomorphism between L?($g2), and

L?([0, 7])®C?, where the latter space is graded by 1& ((1) _01) and the action of Cl; is given by
e 12 (9}). We can compute

FoDyjoF ' = —idp®w — (k — £ —1/2) csc(6)®c,
where w = (? _Oi ) Hence the right-hand module is unitarily equivalent to the spectral triple

<C’§°((0,7r))<§>(€11, L2([0,7])BC2, —i0p@uw — (k — £ — 1/2) csc(e)@;c).

If (C°((0,7)), L?([0,7]),D’) is an odd spectral triple, then the corresponding even spectral
triple is (C°((0,7))®Cly, L2([0,7])®C?, D’'®w). The presence of the (k — £ — 1/2) csc(h)Rc
factor means that the right-hand module is not the even spectral triple corresponding to any
odd spectral triple.

29



References

1]

2]
8]

[4]
[5]

(6]
(7]

8]
[9]
[10]

[11]
[12]
[13]

[14]
[15]

[16]
[17]
(18]

[19]
[20]
21]
[22]
23]

24]
[25]
[26]
[27]
(28]

S. Baaj and P. Julg, Théorie bivariante de Kasparov et opérateurs non bornées dans les C*-modules hilber-
tiens, C. R. Acad. Sci. Paris 296 (1983), 875-878.

N. Berline, E. Getzler, and M. Vergne, Heat Kernels and Dirac Operators, Springer, Berlin, 2004.

S. Brain, B. Mesland, and W. D. van Suijlekom, Gauge theory for spectral triples and the unbounded
Kasparov product (2013). To appear in J. Noncommut. Geom., preprint at arXiv:1306.1951.

A. L. Carey, V. Gayral, A. Rennie, and F. A. Sukochev, Index theory for locally compact noncommutative
geometries, Mem. Amer. Math. Soc. 231 (2014), no. 1085.

A. L. Carey, S. Neshveyev, R. Nest, and A. Rennie, Twisted cyclic theory, equivariant K K-theory and KMS
states, J. reine angew. Math. 650 (2011), 161-191.

A. Connes, Noncommutative Geometry, Academic Press, London and San Diego, 1994.

A. Connes and G. Landi, Noncommutative manifolds: the instanton algebra and isospectral deformations,
Commun. Math. Phys. 221 (2001), 141-159.

L. Dabrowski and A. Sitarz, Noncommutative circle bundles and new Dirac operators, Commun. Math.
Phys. 318 (2013), 111-130.

L. Dabrowski, A. Sitarz, and A. Zucca, Dirac operators on noncommutative principal circle bundles, Int. J.
Geom. Methods Mod. Phys. 11 (2014).

J. M. Gracia-Bondia, J. C. Varilly, and H. Figueroa, Elements of Noncommutative Geometry, Birkhauser,
Boston, 2001.

Nigel Higson and John Roe, Analytic K-Homology, Oxford University Press, Oxford, 2000.
J. Kaad and M. Lesch, Spectral flow and the unbounded Kasparov product, Adv. Math. 248 (2013), 495-530.

G. G. Kasparov, The operator K -functor and extensions of C*-algebras, Math. USSR Izv. 16 (1981), 513~
572.

D. Kucerovsky, The KK -product of unbounded modules, J. K-Theory 11 (1997), 17-34.

, A lifting theorem giving an isomorphism of KK -products in bounded and unbounded K K -theory,
J. Operator Theory 44 (2000), 255-275.

E. C. Lance, Hilbert C*-Modules, CUP, Cambridge, 1995.
H. B. Lawson and M.-L. Michelsohn, Spin Geometry, PUP, Princeton, 1989.

B. Mesland, Unbounded bivariant K-theory and correspondences in noncommutative geometry, J. reine
angew. Math. 691 (2014), 101-172.

B. Mesland and A. Rennie, Nonunital spectral triples and metric completeness in unbounded K K-theory
(2015). Preprint, arXiv:1502.04520.

M. Reed and B. Simon, Methods of Modern Mathematical Physics. I. Functional Analysis. 2nd ed., Academic
Press, New York, 1980.

D. Pask and A. Rennie, The noncommutative geometry of graph C™*-algebras I: The Index Theorem, J.
Funct. Anal. 233 (2006), 92-134.

D. Pask, A. Rennie, and A. Sims, The noncommutative geometry of k-graph C*-algebras, J. K-Theory 1
(2008), 259-304.

I. Raeburn and D. P. Williams, Morita Equivalence and Continuous-Trace C*-algebras, AMS, Providence,
1998.

B. L. Reinhart, Foliated manifolds with bundle-like metrics, Ann. Math. 69 (1959), 119-132.

M. A. Rieffel, Deformation Quantization for Actions of R%, Mem. Amer. Math. Soc. 106 (1993), no. 506.
S. Slebarski, Dirac operators on a compact Lie group, Bull. London Math. Soc. 17 (1985), 579-583.

J. C. Virilly, An Introduction to Noncommutative Geometry, J. Eur. Math. Soc., Ziirich, 2006.

A. Zucca, Dirac Operators on Quantum Principal G-Bundles, SISSA, Digital Library, 2013.

30



	1 Introduction
	2 The construction of the unbounded KK-cycles.
	2.1 The left-hand module.
	2.2 The middle module.
	2.3 The right-hand module.

	3 The Kasparov product of the left-hand, middle and right-hand modules.
	4 Factorisation for an odd spectral triple.
	5 The -deformation of a Tn-equivariant spectral triple and factorisation.
	6 Factorisation of a torus-equivariant Dirac-type operator over a compact manifold.
	6.1 The constructive Kasparov product for manifolds.

	7 Example: the Dirac operator on the 2-sphere.

