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GEOMETRIC DIRAC OPERATOR ON NONCOMMUTATIVE

TORUS AND M2(C)

E. LIRA-TORRES AND S. MAJID

Abstract. We construct quantum geometrically realised spectral triples or
‘Dirac operators’ on the noncommutative torus Cθ[T

2] with its standard quan-
tum metric and on the algebra M2(C) of 2×2 matrices with two standard quan-
tum metrics and associated quantum Levi-Civita connections. We derive the
required form of Clifford algebra and 2-spinor bundle connection compatible
with the quantum Riemannian geometry. In the case of the noncommuta-
tive torus, we obtain a standard even spectral triple but now uniquely deter-
mined by geometric realisability. In the case of M2(C), one metric with its
flat quantum Levi-Civita connection results in a natural even spectral triple.
The other metric has a Lorentzian signature and we show that it admits a
natural 2-parameter almost spectral triple where /D is neither hermitian nor
antihermitian in general and the quantum Levi-Civita connection is curved.
In all cases, we split the construction into a ‘local’ tensorial part related to the
quantum geometry where we classify the results more broadly, and the further
requirements relating to the Hilbert space structure.

1. Introduction

Noncommutative geometry, the idea that coordinates of a space could be noncom-
mutative as in quantum mechanics, has gained interest in recent years as a plausibly
better description of spacetime and phase space that accounts for quantum gravity
effects[28, 22, 23, 15, 18], as well as clearly having potential for diverse applications
in quantum theory. Probably the best known approach is the one coming out of
cyclic cohomology and operator algebras[10, 17] with the noncommutative torus
as a prime example[8] and leading up to the notion of ‘Connes spectral triple’ in
the role of Dirac operator[9, 11]. Meanwhile, since the arrival of true quantum
groups in the 1980s, there has emerged a constructive ‘quantum groups’ approach
which starts with a unital but possibly noncommutative ‘coordinate algebra’ A
with quantum or classical symmetries to narrow down the choice of a bimodule of
1-forms Ω1. In recent years, this was extended to a systematic theory of ‘quantum
Riemannian geometry’ (QRG)[2] with a quantum metric g ∈ Ω1 ⊗A Ω1, a quan-
tum Levi-Civita connection (QLC) ∇ ∶ Ω1 → Ω1 ⊗A Ω1, etc. This framework of
curved quantum spacetimes has been applied to baby models of quantum gravity
and quantum geodesics, and is also beginning to be applied to particle physics, see
[1] for a review.

Of interest in this paper and linking the two approaches to noncommutative geome-
try is a framework [5][2, Chapter 8.5] to extend a QRG with (a) a ‘spinor’ bimodule
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S equipped with a bimodule connection ∇S , (b) a ‘Clifford action’ bimodule map
▷ ∶ Ω1 ⊗A S → S and (c) a ‘charge conjugation’ bimodule map J ∶ S → S̄ to the
conjugate bimodule (so J is antilinear), so as to arrive at a quantum geometric
Dirac operator /D = ▷ ○ ∇S ∶ S → S obeying the ‘local’ part of Connes axioms for
a spectral triple (meaning before consideration of a Hilbert space structure on S).
If the latter step can also be completed then we obtain a quantum geometrically
realised spectral triple. Not every Connes spectral triple can be geometrically re-
alised like this but, rather, geometric realisability, picks out natural spectral triples
where we have this additional quantum geometry in an explicit form. Moreover, [5]
proposed two further (optional) restrictions on the Clifford action ▷ which are not
needed for a spectral triple but link the spinor structures to the metric as would
be the case classically. These are certain ‘Clifford relations’, see (2.2), and that ▷
should be covariantly constant, i.e. covariant with respect to the connections on
the two sides of the map, see (2.1).

In terms of examples, [5] constructed a natural q-deformed Dirac operator on the
standard q-sphere Cq[S2] obeying the local conditions but with J being not quite
an antilinear isometry (but a q-deformed one), and also gave an example of a
spectral triple onM2(C) but with Clifford action ▷ not being covariantly constant,
so not a full geometric realisation. [20] treated the fuzzy sphere and found a natural
full quantum-geometrically realised spectral triple as member of a previous family
proposed in [13]. In the present sequel, Section 3 provides a similar analysis for the
algebraic noncommutative torus Cθ[T2]. Because the noncommutative torus has
been so extensively studied, we do not expect to obtain, and don’t, a new spectral
triple. Rather, we obtain the ‘obvious’ construction

( /Dψ)β = ∂iψασiαβ
where σi are Pauli matrices for i = 1,2, ∂i are certain natural derivations[8] and
ψα is a 2-spinor with values in the noncommutative torus. Up to conventions, this
is also the Euclidean metric case in the exposition [7]. Our result is that this /D
is unique up to unitary equivalence among quantum-geometrically realised spectral
triples with S free and 2-dimensional over the algebra. We let ∇ be any weak
QLC but the construction forces this to be the unique QLC on this algebra (given
simply by ∇si = 0 on a canonical left-invariant self-adjoint basis {si}). Including a
possible even structure γ we actually have two spectral triples which one could view
as n = 1,2 respectively in the period 8 classification. It is known that there are four
(equivariant) spectral triples on the noncommutative torus[26] and presumably we
obtain two of them. We then show in Section 3.3 that we get a much bigger moduli
of ∇S ,∇ if we drop that ▷ is covariantly constant. Remarkably, the final /D itself
remains of the above form but with the possible addition of a constant mass term
or chiral ‘mass’ term. Throughout, to be concrete, we fix the Euclidean quantum
metric g = s1 ⊗ s1 + s2 ⊗ s2 in our basis.

Sections 4 and Section 5 then provide a similar analysis for M2(C), using the two
standard quantum geometries in [2, Example 8.13] and [2, Exercise 8.5] respectively.
In both cases, we convert to a self-adjoint basis {si} for Ω1 and, in these terms, the
first quantum metric is

g = ı(s2 ⊗ s1 − s1 ⊗ s2)
and we work with a natural 1-parameter sub-moduli of the known 4-parameter
QLCs for this. We then find, Theorem 4.3, a generic construction for a large
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class of spectral triples at the ‘local’ level of ∇S ,▷,J provided we are at the
unique flat QLC in this class. With some simplifying assumptions we are led to
a solution (Proposition 4.8) for which /D is furthermore compatible with the usual
inner product given by Tr ∶ M2(C) → C on the spinor components to give an
n = 0 or n = 1 quantum geometrically realised spectral triple (depending on a sign
ǫ′ = ±1). Moreover, the ‘Clifford relations’ hold in a slightly generalised form with
an automorphism [5] and ▷ is covariantly constant and therefore more canonical
than previously. After a unitary change of basis in Corollary 4.9, we obtain

( /Dψ)β = ı

2
√
2
((σ1ψα +ψασ

2)σ1α
β + ǫ

′(σ2ψα + ψασ
1)σ3α

β)
as natural geometrically realised spectral triples for this quantum metric.

By contrast, the second quantum metric in our self-adjoint basis has the diagonal
but ‘Lorentzian’ form

g = −s1 ⊗ s1 + s2 ⊗ s2,
where the - sign in the metric is needed for quantum symmetry. We find that
this does not admit solutions for the spinor ∇S ,▷,J if we impose the full Clifford
relations but does admit solutions if we impose only half of these relations. These
lead to a natural real 2-parameter family of geometrically realised almost spectral
triples on M2(C), see Theorem 5.4 and Proposition 5.5. The two real parameters
s, t here fall on a circle s2 + t2 = 2 and the QLC ∇ is forced to have a specific
value with curvature. These are ‘almost’ spectral triples in that /D turns out in the
construction to be neither antihermitian nor hermitian but to be built in a simple

way from two hermitian operators /∂(i), i = 1,2. We attribute this to the Lorentzian
nature of the quantum metric.

The M2(C) case needed significant development of the previous analysis[20], done
in Section 2.2, so as to cover central bases of Ω1 that need not obey the Grassmann
algebra as differential forms and Christoffel symbols of ∇,∇S that need not be C-
valued. This and the required simplifications in the inner case in Section 2.3 are
some general results of the paper and reduce everything to solving nonlinear matrix
equations, which we then solved using Mathematica. Section 2.1 provides a very
brief introduction to quantum Riemannian geometry as in [2] and to the geometric
realisation programme [5]. The paper concludes in Section 6 with directions for
further work.

2. Preliminaries and formalism for central bases

Here, we very briefly outline the formalism of [5][2, Chap 8.5] for the construction of
Connes spectral triples from within ‘quantum Riemannian geometry’ (QRG). Then,
in Section 2.2, we extend the case of a central basis si of Ω1 in [20] to now allow the
si to not be Grassmann and the Christoffel symbols of the quantum Levi-Civita
connection to not be constants. In Section 2.3, we look at the special features when
Ω1 is inner. We will need these more general results for the matrix algebraM2(C).
2.1. Elements of QRG. We work with A a unital algebra, typically a ∗-algebra
over C, in the role of ‘coordinate algebra’. Differentials are formally introduced as
a bimodule Ω1 of 1-forms equipped with a map d ∶ A → Ω1 obeying the Leibniz
rule d(ab) = (da)b+adb. We assume this extends to an exterior algebra (Ω,d) with
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d2 = 0 and d obeying the graded-Leibniz rule, and where A,dA generate Ω (this is
more restrictive than a differential graded algebra). The exterior algebra is called
inner if there exists θ ∈ Ω1 such that d = [θ, } is a graded derivation. We also use
the term for Ω1 to be inner with d = [θ, ].
A quantum metric is g ∈ Ω1⊗AΩ1 and a bimodule map inverse ( , ) ∶ Ω1⊗AΩ1 → A

in an obvious sense, together with some form of quantum symmetry condition. The
general functorial definition of the latter is ∧(g) = 0, but in some contexts is seems
better to modify this. Following [2], we say g is a generalised quantum metric if
no form of symmetry is imposed. A (left) bimodule connection[16, 25] on Ω1 is
∇ ∶ Ω1 → Ω1 ⊗A Ω1 obeying

∇(a.ω) = a.∇ω + da⊗ ω, ∇(ω.a) = (∇ω).a + σ(ω ⊗ da)
for all a ∈ A,ω ∈ Ω1, for some ‘generalised braiding’ bimodule map σ ∶ Ω1 ⊗A Ω1 →
Ω1 ⊗A Ω1. The latter, if it exists, is uniquely determined and not additional data.
But for an inner calculus, connections are given by a free choice of module map
σ and an additional bimodule map α ∶ Ω1 → Ω1 ⊗A Ω1, see [2, Prop. 8.11]. A
connection is torsion free if T∇ ∶= ∧∇− d vanishes, and metric compatible if

∇g = (∇⊗ id + (σ ⊗ id)(id⊗∇))g
vanishes. When both vanish, we have a quantum Levi-Civita connection (QLC). A
weaker concept is a WQLC where we demand zero torsion and zero cotorsion in
the sense (d⊗ id − id ∧∇)g = 0
and we say in this case that we have a weak quantum Riemannian geometry
(WQRG). The curvature of ∇ is (similarly) defined as

R∇ = (d⊗ id − id ∧∇)∇ ∶ Ω1 → Ω2 ⊗A Ω1.

Finally, working over C, we need (Ω,d) to be a ∗-calculus, g ‘real’ in the sense
g† = g where † = flip(∗⊗ ∗) is well defined on Ω1 ⊗A Ω1, and ∇ ∗-preserving in the
sense ∇ ○ ∗ = σ ○ † ○ ∇, see[2].

The formulation of a bimodule connection above applies equally well to any A-
bimodule S in the role of sections of a ‘vector bundle’, now with ∇ ∶ S → Ω1 ⊗A S
and σS ∶ S ⊗A Ω1 → Ω1 ⊗A S, and the above formulae now with ω ∈ Ω1 replaced by
φ ∈ S. We also need a Clifford bimodule map ▷ ∶ Ω1⊗A S → S which generalises the
role of the gamma-matrices when constructing Dirac operators[5]. In this case, we
define /D =▷○∇S ∶ S → S as a minimal ‘geometric Dirac operator’ in the formalism.
We ideally would like ∇∇(▷) = 0 i.e.,

(2.1) (id⊗▷) ○ (∇⊗ id + (σ ⊗ id)(id⊗∇S)) = ∇ ○▷,
which says that ▷ is covariantly constant in the sense that it intertwines the ten-
sor product connection on Ω1 ⊗A S and the connection on S. [5] also tentatively
proposed a ‘Clifford relation’ that ▷ extends to Ω2 ⊗A S → S in such a way that

(2.2) (ω ∧ η)▷φ ∶= ω▷(η▷s) + (ω, η)φ
for all ω, η ∈ Ω1 and φ ∈ S, or a generalisation of this to allow an automorphism
and a scaling of the inner product. The motivation here is that this reduces to the
Clifford algebra relations in the classical case. Both of these geometric conditions
are part of the quantum Riemannian geometry and not part of the requirements
for /D to be part of a Connes spectral triple.
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For a Connes spectral triple, we instead need that S has an antlinear skew-bimodule
map J ∶ S → S in the role of ‘charge conjugation’ and, if it exists, a bimodule
map γ ∶ S → S, both with certain properties needed to fit the algebraic part of
Connes axioms[10] for free sign parameters ǫ, ǫ′, ǫ′′. Finally, we need a compatible
sesquilinear inner product ⟨ , ⟩ on S with respect to which we complete the latter
into a Hilbert space as explained in [5][2, Chap. 8.5], where the inner product is
denoted (⟨ , ⟩), such that /D is antihermitian, J an (antilinear) isometry and (if it
exists) γ hermitian. Here, ı /D is the hermitian Dirac operator in Connes axioms.
Note that [5][2, Chap. 8.5] uses a more careful notation in which antilinearity is
expressed as linearity by the use of the conjugate bimodule S̄ (defined as the same

set as S but conjugated actions of the field and of A) and j(φ) = J (φ), etc. The
overline here means to view the element of S in S̄. One should similarly distinguish
between a sequilinear map and a linear map on S̄ ⊗ S. These distinctions are,
however, only for book-keeping and we suppress them here.

2.2. QRG realisation of Connes spectral triples for a central basis. We
will be interested in the case where A has trivial centre, Ω1 has a central basis {si}
and S has a central basis {eα}. Some general analysis for quantum Riemannian
geometry on Ω1 in this parallelizable case is in [2, Ex. 8.2 ] and was extended to
construct QRG-realised spectral triples in [20] but under more restrictive conditions
than needed now. Over C, we assume that si∗ = si are self-adjoint. Then ‘reality’
of the metric translates to the matrix gij of metric coefficient in the basis being
hermitian. If σ is the flip map then the ∗-preserving condition on ∇ translates
to the Christoffel symbols in the basis being real, otherwise the condition is more
complicated.

The further data for a Dirac operator starts with a ‘Clifford action’ ▷ ∶ Ω1⊗AS → S
of the form

(2.3) si▷eα = Ciαβeβ, Ciαβ ∈ C
due to centrality of the bases and being a bimodule map. We will also consider this
as a collection of matrices (Ci)αβ = Ciαβ . Next, we define the ‘charge conjugation’
operator according to

J (aeα) = a∗Jαβeβ
(2.4) Jαβ

∗Jβγ = ǫδαγ ; JJ = ǫid, ǫ = ±1, Jαβ ∈ C,
where we also write the equation in a compact form for a matrix J . The overline
denotes complex conjugation of the entries.

We similarly need a bimodule connection which we write in the form

∇Se
α = Sαiβsi ⊗ eβ, σS(eα ⊗ sj) = σαjS iβs

i ⊗ eβ , σ
αj
S iβ ∈ C,

where now Sαiβ will have entries in A, not constants as in [20] and σS need not
be the flip map (this is the same story as Γ, σ). The abstract formulation of the
‘reality condition’ in [5] then becomes

(2.5) Sαiβ
∗Jβγσ

γi
S jδ = JαβSβjδ ; SjJσ

j
Si = JSi.

Compatibility of J with the Clifford action in the general scheme of [5] now becomes

(2.6) Ciαβ
∗Jβδ = ǫ′JαβσβiS jγC

jγ
δ; ǫ′ = ±1, CiJ = ǫ′JσiSjCj .
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Finally, for an ‘even’ spectral triple, we also set γ(eα) = γαβeβ , here again with
γαβ ∈ C under our central basis and centre assumptions. Then the properties
needed in [5] reduce to

γαβγ
β
ν = δαν ; γ2 = id,(2.7)

Ciαβγ
β
ν = −γαβCiβν ; {Ci, γ} = 0,(2.8)

γαβ
∗Jβν = ǫ′′Jαβγβν ; γJ = ǫ′′Jγ, ǫ′′ = ±1,(2.9)

Sαiβγ
β
ν = γαβSβiν ; [Si, γ] = 0.(2.10)

Here (2.8) assumes the pattern of matches an even n. We note that the full set of
conditions for J is invariant under multiplication by a phase. Beyond the above local
data for a spectral triple, we have two further, quantum-geometric, requirements
not present in Connes’ formalism. The first is the covariance ∇∇(▷) = 0 condition:

(2.11) CiαβS
β
jγ −σ

ik
jlS

α
kβC

lβ
γ = −1

2
ΓijkC

kα
γ ; CiSj −σ

ik
jlSkC

l = − 1

2
ΓijkC

k,

where ∇si = − 1

2
Γijks

j⊗sk and σ(si⊗sj) = σijklsk⊗sl. Unlike [20], we allow Γijk ∈ A
and σ need not be the flip. The second is a tentative proposal for compatibility of
the Clifford action with Ω2, namely (in the simplest case),

(2.12) (si ∧ sj)▷eα ∶= si▷(sj▷eα) − gijeα
is required to be well-defined. Here g = gijsi ⊗ sj is the quantum metric with
coefficients forming a hermitian matrix and gij is its inverse. But again unlike
[20], we do not assume that the si enjoy the usual Grassmann algebra, so this does
not necessarily impose that the Ci obey something resembling the usual Clifford
algebra relations.

This completes our analysis of the ‘local’ side of the geometric realisation problem[5]
for a slightly larger class of quantum geometries with central bases than in [20]. Note
that the equation (2.4) is a self-contained problem and can already be analysed in
each dimension. When S is 2-dimensional over the algebra, which will be the case
of interest, it is easy enough to describe the possible J explicitly up to a phase
(which is not determined by the equations).

Lemma 2.1. Up to a phase in the 2D spinor bundle case, J can be obtained with
r > 0 and z ∈ C as either:

(1) ∶ J = ( z r
ǫ−∣z∣2
r
−z̄
) , (2) ∶ J = (1 ǫ−1

∣z∣2 z
z − z

z̄

)
or its transpose. The ǫ = −1 case of (2) needs z ≠ 0 and up to a phase is also an
instance to type (1).

Proof. Up to a phase we can assume the top right corner is real or zero, so J = (a r
c d
)

or J = (a 0
c d
) for complex parameters and a real r > 0. Writing out (2.4) we have

in the first case looking off-diagonal in J̄J that d = −ā and (c̄ − c)a = 0. If a ≠ 0,
we need c real and c = (ǫ − ∣a∣2)/r which gives the form shown. If a = 0 then we are
led to c = ǫ/r. For the other case, from the diagonal of J̄J we have ∣a∣2 = ∣d∣2 = ǫ
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hence ǫ = 1 and, up to a phase, we can assume a = 1 also. In this case off diagonal
we need that d = −c/c̄ as shown. We note, however, that those cases of type (1) for
general r and ǫ = −1 that have an element of modulus 1 in the top left are equal up
to a phase to the case (2) with ǫ = −1, so this is redundant if we want an exclusive
classification. Also for ǫ = 1 in type (2), we can send z → 0 along a ray, which up
to a phase then overlaps with z a phase and r = 0 as a limit of type (1). �

Note that our equations are invariant under global conjugation by an invertible u,

(2.13) Ci ↦ uCiu−1, Si ↦ uSiu
−1, σiSj ↦ uσiSju

−1, J ↦ uJu−1,

where σijkl ∈ C and hence invariant. If we allow this then we can conjugate the
type (1) J by a diagonal matrix of determinant 1 to set r = 1. Hence, in calculations
for the type (1) case, we will generally only consider r = 1 for simplicity. Then for
both types, J is given by a single complex parameter z.

This completes the ‘local’ side. For the inner product, we will assume a reference
positive linear functional ∫ ∶ A→ C and set

(2.14) ⟨φαeα, ψβeβ⟩ = ∫ φ∗αµ
αβψβ

for some positive hermitian matrix µ as ‘measure’ and φ,ψ ∈ S. We use this to
complete S to a Hilbert space. One then needs to check that J is an antilinear
isometry, which, adapting the calculation in [20] and if we assume that ∫ is a trace,
amounts to

(2.15) ǫµαγJβγ = Jαγµγβ .
The simplest case, which will also suffice for our purposes, is the identity matrix
µαβ = δαβ as in [20]. Then the condition on J from this is that it be symmetric if
ǫ = 1 and antisymmetric if ǫ = −1. Finally,
/D(ψαeα) =▷(∇S(ψ) =▷(∂iψαsi ⊗ eα +ψβ∇Seβ)) = (∂iψα + ψβSβiα)Ciαγeγ

gives the resulting Dirac operator

(2.16) ( /Dψ)γ = (∂iψα +ψβSβiα)Ciαγ
in our conventions. For a spectral triple, we need that /D and the operator γ (if
present) are antihermitian and hermitian respectively, which it is easiest at this
point to check directly.

2.3. Case of inner calculus. We now specialise to the case where the calculus
Ω1 is inner with θ = θisi for θi ∈ A. Then by [2, Prop. 8.11], we have ∇si =
θ⊗si−σ(si⊗θ)−α(si) for some bimodule map α(si) = αijksj⊗sk, which translates
to

(2.17) −
1

2
Γijk = θjδik − θmσimjk + αijk; αijk ∈ C.

Similarly for ∇S (see [24, Sec. 6.4]), we will have ∇S = θ⊗ ( )−σS(( )⊗ θ)+αS for
σS as above and another bimodule map,

(2.18) αS(eα) = Aαiβsi ⊗ eβ, Aαiβ ∈ C, Sαiβ = θiδαβ − θjσαjS iβ +A
α
iβ .

For an inner calculus, one says that ∇,∇S are inner if they are given entirely by
σ,σS respectively, i.e. αijk = 0 and Aαiβ = 0 respectively.
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Lemma 2.2. Let ∇ be inner and write (σiSj)αβ ∶= σαiS jβ for the matrix versions.
(1) If ∇S is inner then equation (2.11) holds if and only if

Ciαβσ
βk
S jγ = σimjlσαkS mβC

lβ
γ ; CiσkSj = σimjlσkSmCl

and equation (2.5) holds if and only if

Jαδδjk = σαkS iβJ
β
γσ

γi
S jδ; δjkJ = σkSiJσiSj .

(2) If ∇S is general with Aαiβ then (2.11)-(2.5) are equivalent to the conditions in
(1) and additionally

CiAj = σikjlAkCl, JAi = AiJσiSj .

Proof. (1) We take Ai = 0 and the inner form of Γijk and substitute into (2.11) to
obtain

θmC
iα
βσ

βm
S jγ = θmσikjlσαmS kβC

lβ
γ .

Now note that by the surjectivity assumption on a calculus, for each i there exist
aiµ, b

i
µ ∈ A such that ∑µ aiµ[θj , biµ]sj = si. Since the {si} are a basis, this means

∑µ aiµ[θj , biµ] = δij . Hence, if ∑j cjθj = 0 in A for some ci ∈ C then cj = 0, so the θj
are linearly independent whenever we have a central basis. Hence, we can cancel the
θm to obtain the result. Similarly, (2.5) becomes the condition stated on putting
in A = 0 and noting that θ∗ = −θ so θ∗j = −θj given our central self-adjoint basis.

(2) For the last part, we repeat the above with the extra A terms on both sides.
These are valued in multiples of 1 and this can be taken as linearly independent
of the θi since, given the central basis, any constant parts of θi would not affect
commutators in computing df . Hence, these parts of the equations decouple and
appear as shown in matrix form. �

For an even spectral triple, the condition (2.10) similarly translates in the inner
case to

(2.19) [σiSj , γ] = 0, [Ai, γ] = 0
again using that the θi ∈ A are linearly independent and can be taken as linearly
independent of 1.

3. Dirac operator on noncommutative torus Cθ[T2]
The well-known noncommutative torus at an algebraic level is the ∗-algebra Cθ[T2]
generated by unitary u, v with relations vu = eıθuv. Here u∗ = u−1 and v∗ = v−1 and
θ a real parameter (theres is no confusion with inner structures as the calculus will
not be inner). The Dirac operator here was one of the first constructions on the
noncommutative torus, but here we revisit with the question of which quantum
Riemannian geometries can realise it. We assume that θ is irrational, in which case
the algebra has trivial centre.



GEOMETRIC DIRAC OPERATOR ON NONCOMMUTATIVE TORUS AND M2(C) 9

3.1. Recap of WQRG of Cθ[T2]. For Ω1(Cθ[T2]), the standard differential cal-
culus has

(du)u = udu, (dv)v = vdv, (dv)u = eıθudv, (du)v = e−ıθvdu
with maximal prolongation

du ∧ du = 0, dv ∧ dv = 0, dv ∧ du = −eıθdu ∧ dv
as explained e.g. in [2, Chap. 1]. The first thing we do is choose a self-adjoint basis

s1 = −ıu−1du, s2 = −ıv−1dv.
Then one can check that these are central and Grassmann with dsi = 0. The partial
derivatives defined by df = (∂if)si for all f ∈ Cθ[T2] are the standard derivations

∂1(umvn) = ımumvn, ∂2(umvn) = ınumvn.
Next, a (generalised, i.e. not-necessarily quantum symmetric) quantum metric has
the form

g = c1s1 ⊗ s1 + c2s2 ⊗ s2 + c3s1 ⊗ s2 + c4s2 ⊗ s1
for c1, c2, c3, c4 ∈ C, since the metric has to be central to be bimodule-invertible. We
suppose non-degeneracy, which amounts to c1c2 ≠ c3c4, and focus on the quantum
symmetric case c4 = c3. In this case the ‘reality’ of the metric says that ci are real.

Similarly, it is shown [2, Example 8.16] that a torsion free bimodule connection
must have the form

(3.1) ∇s1 = h11s1 ⊗ s1 + h12s2 ⊗ s2 + h13(s1 ⊗ s2 + s2 ⊗ s1),
(3.2) ∇s2 = h21s1 ⊗ s1 + h22s2 ⊗ s2 + h23(s1 ⊗ s2 + s2 ⊗ s1)
for constants hij ∈ R and σ = flip on the basis 1-forms. Putting this form in the
requirements for a QLC, we find that ∇si = 0 is the only solution in the quantum
symmetric case. More generally, we can ask only for the torsion and cotorsion to
vanish, which happens in the quantum symmetric case when

(3.3) c2h
2
1 = c1h13 + c3(h23 − h11), c2h

2
3 = c1h12 + c3(h22 − h13),

giving a 4-parameter moduli of WQLC’s[2]. These have curvature

R∇(s1) = ρ1js1 ∧ s2 ⊗ sj , R∇(s2) = ρ2js1 ∧ s2 ⊗ sj ,
where[2]

ρ = S ( c3 c2
−c1 −c3

) , S =
⎧⎪⎪⎨⎪⎪⎩
h1

2h
2
1−h

1
3h

2
3

c3
if c3 ≠ 0

h2
3(h2

3−h
1
1)

c1
+
h1

3(h1
3−h

2
2)

c2
if c3 = 0.

Here S is the Ricci scalar and the Ricci = Sg

2
so that the ‘obvious’ Einstein tensor

vanishes. We used the usual antisymmetric lift of s1∧s1. We also will need a spinor
connection:

Lemma 3.1. For a bimodule connection on S with central basis {eα} over Cθ[T2],
σS has to be the flip map and Sαi β ∈ C.
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Proof. Computing ∇S(eαa) = ∇S(aeα) using the two Leibniz rules, we have that

(σαjS iβ − δ
j
iδ
α
β)∂ja = [a,Sαi β]

for all a = umvn, say. But Cθ[T2] has a Z × Z grading according to the powers
of u, v and the left hand side has the same grade (m,n) as a. If we write Sαi β =
∑a,b S(a,b)i

α
βu

avb then the (a, b) term has grade (m + a,n + b) on the right hand

side of the displayed equation. Hence, we conclude that S
(a,b)
i can only contribute

to the right hand side if (a, b) = (0,0) and in this case the right hand side is zero.
Hence, σS is necessarily the flip map. It then follows that Sαi β ∈ C as the centre of
the algebra is trivial. �

This also requires that ∇ has to have σ the flip map and C-number Christoffel
symbols as in [2], but now argued more generally.

3.2. Uniqueness of geometric spectral triple on Cθ[T2]. To be concrete, we
take c1 = c2 = 1 and c3 = 0 so that g = s1 ⊗ s1 + s2 ⊗ s2. In this case, given the
Grassmann form of ∧, the Clifford relations (2.12) become CiCj+CjCi = 2gij which
we solve for 2-dimensional S and up to unitary equivalence by the usual choice

Ci = σi; σ1 = (0 1
1 0
) , σ2 = (0 −ı

ı 0
) , σ3 = (1 0

0 −1
) ,

where we recalled the Pauli matrices used here for i = 1,2
Lemma 3.2. For Ci = σi, J has the type (1) form

ǫ = ǫ′ = 1 ∶ J = qσ1, ǫ = ǫ′ = −1 ∶ J = qσ2

with ∣q∣ = 1. In either case, we also have γ = σ3 with ǫ′′ = −1, thereby solving all our
equations at the ‘local’ level that do not directly involve Si.

Proof. Given that σS has to be the flip map, (2.6) reduces to CiJ = ǫ′JCi as in
[20]. Also (2.4) has the standard form J̄J = ǫid with solutions in Lemma 2.1. In
fact, the result is also easily found directly by writing J = j0id+jiσi and noting that

σ2 = −σ2 while the other σi have real entries. So σ1J = ǫ′Jσ1 and σ2J = −ǫ′Jσ2.
We use the Pauli matrix algebra to reduce to the basis and thereby deduce that if
ǫ′ = 1 then only j1 is allowed, and if ǫ′ = −1 then only j2 is allowed. We then check
the other condition and find that ǫ = ǫ′ and ∣j1∣ = 1 or ∣j2∣ = 1 respectively. J is
always determined only up to a phase, which we denote q. It is then easy to solve
(2.7)-(2.8) to find γ = σ3 as anticommuting with σ1, σ2. In this case (2.9) also holds
provided ǫ′′ = −1, for either form of J . �

We next have to solve for ∇S to be compatible with ∇,Ci, J so as to solve the
algebraic part of the geometric spectral triple requirements.

Lemma 3.3. For Ci = σi, the algebraic axioms for a geometrically realised spectral
triple require the WQLC to be the QLC ∇si = 0 and ∇Se

α = disi ⊗ eα for some real
coefficients di. We also have γ at this level as in the preceding lemma, relevant for
the even case.
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Proof. Since σS is the flip, (2.5) is S̄iJ = JSi. Next, since the braiding σ of the
connection is also trivial, we need [Ci, Sj] = − 1

2
ΓijkC

k. But writing Γ in terms

of hij in this case (where we solve the WQLC conditions (3.3) by h13 = h21 and
h23 = h12), we have

−
1

2
Γijk = hijδjk + hīiδj̄,k

where 1̄ = 2 and 2̄ = 1 and i, j, k are now restricted to 1,2. Hence the covariance
condition (2.11) is [Ci, Sj] = hijCj + hīiC j̄ .
Using Mathematica to search among this 4-parameter moduli of ∇, we find that
there are no solutions unless hij = 0, i.e. the trivial QLC, and in this case S1 and
S2 have to be real multiples of the identity since they have to commute with both
Ci and commute up to complex conjugation with J . In this case, the remaining
(2.10) is automatic. �

Hence the only geometrically realised Dirac operator for the standard Euclidean
metric and ∇ a WQLC are

(3.4) /D(ψαeα) = (∂iψαsi)▷eα +ψαdisi▷eα = σiαβ((∂i + di)ψα)eβ.
For a spectral triple, we still need to construct the Hilbert space, which we do with
respect to the state ∫ umvn = δm,0δn,0 (this would be integration on the classical
torus). We use this to complete S = Cθ[T2]⊗C2 to a Hilbert space via (2.14) with
µ = id the identity matrix. As J is symmetric if ǫ = 1 and antisymmetric if ǫ = −1,
we already know that J is an antilinear isometry in either case for this Hilbert
space. The remaining arguments are similar to [20].

Theorem 3.4. Up to unitary equivalence, ( /Dψ)β = (∂iψα)σiαβ is the only possi-
bility for a geometrically realised spectral triple on the noncommutative torus for the
Euclidean metric, a WQLC and the standard Hilbert space structure on S. More-
over, we are forced to ∇ = ∇S = 0 on the bases. Here /D forms a spectral triple of
KO-dimension n = 2 if we choose ǫ = ǫ′ = ǫ′′ = −1 and n = 1 if ǫ = ǫ′ = 1 ignoring γ.

Proof. We have done the work in the two lemmas and just need to check if (3.4) is
antihermitian and γ is hermitian. For the former,

⟨ /Dψ,φ⟩+⟨ψ, /Dφ⟩ = ∫ (σiαβ((∂i+di)ψα)∗φβ+ψ∗ασiβα(∂i+di)φβ = 2∫ diσ
iβ
αψ
∗
αφβ .

The terms without di vanish since σi are hermitian, ∂i are derivations and ∫ ∂i(ψ∗αφβ) =
0 because ∫ ∂i(umvn) = n ∫ umvn = 0 for all m,n. For our expression to be zero for
all φ,ψ, this requires di = 0. For γ, we have more easily ⟨γψ,φ⟩ = ∫ (σ3α

βψα)∗φβ =⟨ψ,γφ⟩ = 0 because σ3 is hermitian. Finally, looking in the period 8 table of signs,
and allowing that /D is antihermitian (the actual operator in the spectral triple is
ı /D) which flips the required value of ǫ′, we see that we can meet the conditions for
an even spectral triple with n = 2 if we choose ǫ = ǫ′ = −1. In the other case, we fit
with n = 1 and ignore γ. �

We have, in particular, recovered the standard n = 2 spectral triple on the non-
commutative torus, including a suitable charge conjugation J . Although not a
new spectral triple, we see how it is forced from the quantum geometry up to
unitarity for the given choice of sign (ditto for the other sign). Other symmetric
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metrics will be equivalent after an orthogonal transformation to the Euclidean one
and can therefore be handled in a manner similar to our treatment for the fuzzy
sphere in [20], again giving a unique answer up to unitary equivalence for a given
choice of signs. Asymmetric metrics, however, won’t be compatible with (2.12)
since, due to the Grassmann algebra form of the wedge product, we have to solve
CiCj +CjCi = 2gij, which requires gij to be symmetric.

3.3. Similar results for more general ∇. Returning to our Euclidean metric,
which enters into the choice of Ci = σi for a 2-dimensional S, we can let ∇ be
any torsion free bimodule connection (3.1)-(3.2), which is a 6-parameter moduli of
connections.

Proposition 3.5. Extending the geometric realisation to allow any torsion free ∇
leads to the same answer as in Theorem 3.4 with ∇ = ∇S = 0 on the bases. Allowing
∇ any bimodule connection leads to a real 4-parameter moduli of ∇,∇S but /D itself
of the same form as in Lemma 3.3, resulting in the same spectral triple(s) as in
Theorem 3.4.

Proof. If we drop the WQLC condition but keep the torsion free form and repeat
the calculation in Lemma 3.3 then we do not obtain any more solutions, we are
again forced to ∇ = 0 in the basis. If, however, we allow all 8 values of Γijk for a
general bimodule connection, then we find solutions to (2.11) provided ∇ has the
2-parameter form

∇s1 = h12s2 ⊗ s2 − h21s1 ⊗ s2, ∇s2 = h21s1 ⊗ s1 − h12s2 ⊗ s1,
which we see is not torsion free unless it is zero, and

S1 = (a1 0
0 a1 + ıh

2
1

) , S2 = (a2 0
0 a2 − ıh

1
2

)
for free parameters ai ∈ C. Then (2.5) for either choice of J requires the reality
condition ā1 = a1 + ıh21 and ā2 = a2− ıh12, hence two further real parameters di ∈ R
with

a1 = d1 − ı
2
h21, a2 = d2 + ı

2
h12; S1 = d1id − ı

2
h21σ

3, S2 = d2id + ı
2
h12σ

3

as the hij are real. One can check that (2.10) still holds, so we have the algebraic
properties for an even spectral triple, although only relevant for one of the sign
choices.

Finally, we do a similar analysis as before for /D. From (2.16), we have

( /Dψ)γ = (∂iψα + diψα)σiαγ − ı
2
h21ψβ(σ3σ1)βγ + ı

2
h12ψα(σ3σ2)αγ

= (∂iψα + diψα)σiαγ + ψα
2
(h21σ2 + h12σ

1)αγ = (∂iψα + d′iψα)σiαγ
where d′i = di + hiī/2. This is of the same form as in Lemma 3.3 so is not antiher-
mitian unless d′i = 0. The γ is the same as before and hermitian. �

We can go further and drop the ∇∇(▷) = 0 covariance condition entirely. Then
∇ does not enter the construction at all and we can search among all bimodule
connections ∇S . This extends the results of the preceding proposition to an even
bigger moduli.
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Proposition 3.6. Geometric realisation without imposing ∇∇(▷) = 0 leads to an
real 8-parameter moduli of ∇S at the ‘local’ level, with a real 4-parameter moduli that
are even with our chosen γ. The even case results in the same /D as in Lemma 3.3
and the same spectral triple(s) as in Theorem 3.4. The odd case results in a 1-
parameter moduli of spectral triples with real parameter m,

ǫ = ǫ′ = 1 ∶ /Dψ = ∂iψσi + ımψσ3; ǫ = ǫ′ = −1, /Dψ = ∂iψσi + ımψ.
Proof. If we search among all bimodule connections then we only have to solve the
reality condition (2.5), which tells us that each of S1, S2 are of the form

ǫ = ǫ′ = 1 ∶ Si = (ai bib̄i āi
) ; ǫ = ǫ′ = −1 ∶ Si = ( ai bi−b̄i āi

)
for the two choices of J . This is a real 8-parameter moduli of spinor connections.
In either case, the condition (2.10) for an even structure γ = σ3 holds iff bi = 0,
which cuts us down to 4 real dimensions. We also write our general Si in terms
of Pauli matrices and combine with the Ci as in the proof of Proposition 3.5.
The only contributions to /D that are antihermitian are of the form stated with
m = Im(b1)+Re(b2), which is, however, zero if we want an even spectral triple. �

The odd spectral triples could be viewed as n = 1 and n = 3 respectively according
to the signs (after flipping ǫ′). This proposition represents the most general spectral
triple of geometric type on the noncommutative torus under the assumption of the
standard Clifford structure for a spinor space of two dimensions.

4. Dirac operator on matrices M2(C)
We let Ω1(M2(C)) be the standard 2D calculus as in [5][2, Chapter 1] with s, t

central and s∗ = −t. We first convert this to a more physical self-adjoint basis

s1 = (s + t)
ı

, s2 = s − t; s = 1

2
(ıs1 + s2), t = 1

2
(ıs1 − s2),

so that si∗ = si. The extension to higher forms is by s2 = t2 = 0, s ∧ t = t ∧ s with
top form Vol ∶= 2ıs∧ t which is self-adjoint in the ∗-calculus. In terms of the si, the
exterior algebra, which is not Grassmann, is

(4.1) s1 ∧ s1 = s2 ∧ s2 = ıVol, s1 ∧ s2 = s2 ∧ s1 = 0.
The exterior algebra is inner with d = [θ, } (graded-commutator) which in our basis
converts to

(4.2) θ = E12s +E21t = ı
2
(σ1s1 + σ2s2),

where we some of the Pauli matrices. Using the three Pauli matrices and 1 = id as
a basis of M2(C), the differentials are then

(4.3) dσ1 = σ3s2, dσ2 = −σ3s1, dσ3 = σ2s1 − σ1s2, dsi = −σiVol
as equivalent in our si terms to the formulae in [2] in terms of s, t. The corresponding
partial derivatives defined by df = (∂if)si are
(4.4) ∂iσ

j = −ǫijkσk, ∂i = ı
2
[σi, ]
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for i = 1,2 and j, k = 1,2,3. We will use this differential calculus for both the QRG
in this section and the alternate QRG in the next section. In both cases, Γijk is not
constant even though the metric has constant coefficients, which makes the analysis
fundamentally harder than the fuzzy sphere case in [20] or the noncommutative
torus case in Section 3.

4.1. Standard quantum Riemannian geometry on M2(C). The standard
quantum metric M2(C) with its 2D calculus in [2, Ex 8.11] (times 2) is g =
2(s⊗ t − t⊗ s), which in our self-adjoint basis becomes

(4.5) g = ı(s2 ⊗ s1 − s1 ⊗ s2).
The QLC is not unique, but there is a known 4-parameter moduli of ∗-preserving
QLCs. Within this, we focus for simplicity on 1-parameter sub-moduli space

∇s = 2θ ⊗ s + µE21(s⊗ t − t⊗ s) + µE12(t⊗ t − s⊗ s)
∇t = 2θ ⊗ t + µE12(s⊗ t − t⊗ s) + µE21(t⊗ t − s⊗ s)

σ(s⊗ s) = (µ − 1)s⊗ s − µt⊗ t, σ(s⊗ t) = −µs⊗ t + (µ − 1)t⊗ s
σ(t⊗ s) = (−µ − 1)s⊗ t + µt⊗ s, σ(t⊗ t) = µs⊗ s + (−µ − 1)t⊗ t

with one real parameter µ. This is given by setting ν = −µ and β = −α → 0 in [2,
Ex 8.13]. In terms of si, the connection appears as

∇si = 2θ ⊗ si − µǫikσisi ⊗ sk, σ(si ⊗ sj) = −sj ⊗ si − δij2ıµǫiksi ⊗ sk
(sum over k). We also compute the curvature:

Proposition 4.1. The curvature of the above 1-parameter QLC for the metric
(4.5) is

R∇(si) = −µǫijVol⊗ sj
with Ricci curvature and Ricci scalar are

Ricci = µ ı
2
(s1 ⊗ s2 + s2 ⊗ s1), S = 0.

Proof. For the Riemann curvature we use that the calculus is inner to obtain

R∇(si) = (d⊗ id − id ∧∇)(2θ ⊗ si − µǫikσisi ⊗ sk)
= 2θ2 ⊗ si − 2θ(2θ ⊗ si − µǫikσisi ⊗ sk) − µǫikd(σisi)⊗ sk
+ µǫikσ

isi(2θ ⊗ sk − µǫkmσksk ⊗ sm)
= µǫikd(σisi)⊗ sk − µ2ǫikǫkmσ

iσksisk ⊗ sm

where in principle we sum over k,m. However, sisk = 0 unless k = i when ǫik = 0,
so the second term vanishes. The first term simplifies using d(σisi) = −Vol to the
result stated. For the Ricci curvature, we use the standard lift i(s∧t) = 1

2
(s⊗t+t⊗s)

and the inverse metric (s, t) = 1 = −(t, s), which translate to

i(Vol) = 1

2ı
(s1 ⊗ s1 + s2 ⊗ s2), (si, sj) = −ıǫij

respectively. This then gives Ricci and S as stated. �
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4.2. Clifford action and spinor connection on M2(C). Next we solve for the
‘local’ data for a geometrically realised Dirac operator for this metric. We take
J from Lemma 2.1 as already analysed for a 2D calculus. Next, we analyse the
content of the Clifford relations (2.12) for the matrices si▷ = Ci with respect to a
central spinor basis {eα}. Given the form of the wedge product and of the metric,
the full Clifford relations then come down to

(4.6) C2C1 = ıid, C1C2 +C2C1 = 0, (C1)2 = (C2)2.
The first two here have no joint solutions. However, we recall from [2, Prop. 8.45]
that a more general version is to allow a nontrivial automorphism φ ∶ S → S and a
scale κ in the Clifford relations.

Lemma 4.2. The full Clifford relations in a generalised form with automorphism
hold if and only if C2C1 is invertible and the second half (C1)2 = (C2)2, C1C2 +
C2C1 = 0 of (4.6) hold.

Proof. The more general form of the Clifford relations (2.2) are that (ω ∧ η)▷ ∶=
κ(ω, η)id −ω▷(η▷( )) is well defined where ω, η are 1-forms[2, Prop. 8.45]. Given
the relations of Ω2 in our case, and the off-diagonal form of the metric, this comes
down in matrix terms in our basis to

φC1C2 = κg12 = −ıκ, φC2C1 = κg21 = ıκ, φ((C1)2 − (C2)2) = κ(g11 − g22) = 0
where gij = (si, sj) is the inverse matrix to the coefficient matrix gij of the quantum
metric. Without loss of generality, we can set κ = 1 then we see that φ = ı(C2C1)−1
is uniquely determined and the only conditions then are that the second half of
(4.6) holds. �

In the first instance, we will look more broadly by imposing only the last of (4.6).
Then one finds that there are principally 4 and 5 dimensional moduli spaces

I ∶ C2 = ±C1, II ∶ Tr(C1) = Tr(C2) = 0, det(C1) = det(C2)
We focus on the more interesting type II case, which we parameterise as

C1 = ( c1 c2
c0−c

2

1

c2
−c1
) , C2 = ( c3 c4

c0−c
2

3

c4
−c3
) ; ci ∈ C,

where −c0 is the common value of the determinant. These include choosing the Ci

as any two Pauli distinct matrices. Next we solve the covariance of ▷ conditions.

Theorem 4.3. For the Ci of type (II) as above and any J obeying (2.4), we can
solve all the remaining local conditions (2.5) – (2.6) and (2.11) for a geometrically
realised spectral triple of inner type if and only if µ = 0 in the 1-parameter QLC. In
this case, solutions have the form

σiSj = ζij[C1,C2], Ci = ǫ′ζijJ[C1,C2]CjJ−1
for any invertible matrix ζ ∈M2(C) obeying

ζζ = id, det(ζ) = − 1

det([C1,C2])2 .
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Here [C1,C2] is the matrix commutator. Moreover, a canonical even γ obeying its
local conditions (2.7)-(2.10) has the form

γ = [C1,C2]√
−det([C1,C2]) , γ = ǫ′′JγJ−1.

These solutions are subject to solving the stated reality conditions for Ci and γ

respectively for some ǫ′, ǫ′′.

Proof. For the Ci of type (II) as above, we first solve (2.11) for σS in the inner
form in Lemma 2.2 and find the generic solution which we recognise as stated but
provided µ = 0. We then insert this into the reality condition (2.6) and solve the

resulting condition by setting Ci as stated. Finally, we put the form of σS into
(2.5) in the inner form in Lemma 2.2 to get

δjkJ = ζkj[C1,C2]Jζij[C1,C2].
We solve this as two equations, one for ζij as stated, which specifies the real and
imaginary parts of ζij , and the matrix equation

J = [C1,C2]J[C1,C2].
We then solve the latter for J of type (2) in Lemma 2.1 to obtain just the constraint
shown for det(ζ) and no constraint on the parameter z of J . We then check that
in fact any J obeys this provided det(ζ) is as shown.
For the even structure γ, we put σS as found into (2.7),(2.8) to find generically a
unique solution, which we identify as stated. We take (2.9) as a specification of γ
as stated. We automatically obey (2.10) in the form (2.19) since σiSj ∝ [C1,C2]
and this matrix commutes with γ since the Ci anticommute. �

This gives a canonical solution of our data for a spectral triple with 10 parameters: 5
for Ci, 3 for ζ and 2 for J eg as in Lemma 2.1, modulo an overall unitary equivalence
and for a choice of ǫ, ǫ′. These are subject to the reality constraints shown and we
still need to solve for these. In the case of ζ, the ‘reality condition’ is that of an
antilinear isometry with respect to our basis and was already solved (with ǫ = 1) in
Lemma 2.1 when we solved for J , i.e.

(1) ∶ ζ = e−ıζ0 ⎛⎝
ζ1e

ıζ3 ζ2
1−ζ2

1

ζ2
−ζ1e

−ıζ3

⎞⎠ , (2) ∶ ζ = e−ıζ0 (eıζ2 0
ζ1 −e

−ıζ2) ; ζi ∈ R

in polar coordinate form with real parameters. The other difference is that we have
explicitly included a phase factor at the front whereby det(ζ) = −e−2ıζ0 . For each
ζ, we still have to solve for Ci with

det([C1,C2]) = 4c20 − ((c2c3 − c1c4)2 − c0 (c22 + c24))
2

c2
2
c2
4

= eıζ0

and obeying the reality condition in the theorem. The system of equations for the
latter is rather nonlinear and we do not give the most general solutions. Rather, we
focus on solutions where the entries of J and Ci are real and some obvious choices
of ζ.
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Example 4.4. We set ζ = σ3 and J to be real of type (1), Ci with real entries
and the simplifying assumption that c2 = c4 = 1. There are then no solutions with
ǫ = −1, while for ǫ = 1 we have:

(a) A 1-parameter family of solutions with ǫ′ = 1, namely

J = ( x 2
1−x2

2
−x
) , C1 = ( x+1

2
1

−(x+1
2
)2 −x+1

2

) , C2 = ( x−1
2

1
−(x−1

2
)2 1−x

2

)
with a single real parameter x ∈ R. Here det(Ci) = 0, while det([C1,C2]) = −1 as
required, and the relations

C1C2 +C2C1 = −id.
Moreover, the canonical form of even structure works and is given by

γ = [C1,C2] = J, ǫ′′ = 1.
We have similar solutions with the Ci swapped and/or with the off-diagonals of J
negated and Ci negated.

(b) A 1-parameter family with ǫ′ = −1, namely the same J as before and

C1 = ( x+1
2

1
1−x(x+2)

4
−x+1

2

) , C2 = ( x−1
2

1
1−x(x−2)

4

1−x
2

)
with det(Ci) = − 1

2
. These have

C1C2 +C2C1 = 0
so that the full Clifford relations hold in a generalised form with automorphism.
Moreover, the canonical form of even structure works and is given by

γ = −ı[C1,C2] = −ı( x 2

− 1+x2

2
−x
) , ǫ′′ = 1.

There are similarly 3 variants as in case (a). Also note that J in the two cases can
never be symmetric.

Remark 4.5. The partially-geometrically realised spectral triple onM2(C) in [5, 2]
has the same calculus and quantum metric as used above. Working with our self-
adjoint basis si and taking e1 = e, e2 = f in our conventions, one has ǫ = ǫ′ = −1
and

J = (0 −1
1 0
) = −ıσ2, C1 = −ıσ1, C2 = ıσ2, [C1,C2] = ıσ3, σiSj = δij id.

Here C1C2+C2C1 = 0 and (C1)2 = (C2)2 (both being −id), so that the full Clifford
relations hold with a suitable automorphism φ ∝ σ3. But this example fundamen-
tally did not have covariance of ▷ i.e. (2.5) fails as Si = 0 while the µ = 0 QLC does
not have zero Christoffel symbols. By contrast, we see that we can have solutions
with ǫ = 1, ǫ′ = −1 with covariance of ▷ as well as the full Clifford relations gener-
alised to allow an automorphism φ. The difference is that ζ = σ3 and σS also has
a nontrivial operation [C1,C2] as per Theorem 4.3 rather than the identity on the
spinor indices .

The other obvious real choice of ζ also has solutions as follows.
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Example 4.6. We set ζ = σ1 and J to be real of type (1) and Ci real with
c2 = c4 = 1. There are then no solutions with ǫ = −1, while for ǫ = 1 we find have:

(a) A 2-parameter family, for either sign of ǫ′, namely

J =
⎛⎜⎝

ǫ′+x2−y2√
2

√
2(x−y)

1− 1

2
(ǫ′+x2−y2)2√
2(x−y) − ǫ

′+x2−y2√
2

⎞⎟⎠ ,

C1 = ⎛⎝
x 1

(x−y)4+1
4(x−y)2 − x2 −x

⎞⎠ , C2 = ⎛⎝
y 1

(x−y)4+1
4(x−y)2 − y2 −y

⎞⎠
with

C1C2 +C2C1 = 1

2
( 1(x − y)2 − (x − y)2) id, det(C2C1) = ((x − y)4 + 1)2

16(x− y)4 .

Hence, if we set x − y = ±1 then C1C2 +C2C1 = 0 and C2C1 is invertible, i.e. the
full Clifford relations hold in the generalised form with automorphism. Moreover,
the canonical form of even structure works and is given by

γ = −ı[C1,C2] = −ı⎛⎝
x2 − y2 2(x − y)
−
(x2−y2)2+1

2(x−y) y2 − x2
⎞⎠ , ǫ′′ = 1.

There is a similar solution with the opposite sign of
√
2. Note also that one can

choose x, y such that J is symmetric but not at the points where x − y = ±1.
(b) There is a 1-parameter family for ǫ′ = −1 only, namely

J =
⎛⎜⎝

0
√

4x(x−√x2−1)−2
1√

4x(x−√x2−1)−2
0

⎞⎟⎠ , C1 = ( x 1
− 1

2
−x
) , C2 = (√x2 − 1 1

1

2
−
√
x2 − 1

)
with

C1C2 +C2C1 = 2x√x2 − 1id, det(C2C1) = 1

4
+ x2(x2 − 1).

Here ∣x∣ ≥ 1, so the Ci anticommute only at x = ±1. Moreover, the canonical form
of even structure works and is given by

γ = −ı[C1,C2] = −ı( 1 2(x −√x2 − 1)
−
√
x2 − 1 − x −1

) , ǫ′′ = 1.

There are 3 similar solutions with different signs for the two types of square roots
independently. Note also that J is symmetric at x = 3

2
√
2
.

(c) A 1-parameter family of solutions, for either sign of ǫ′, namely

J = ⎛⎝
1√
2

ǫ′2
√
2x

ǫ′

4
√
2x
− 1√

2

⎞⎠ , C1 = ( x 1
1

16x2 −x
) , C2 = ( −x 1

1

16x2 x
)

C1C2 +C2C1 = ( 1

8x2
− 2x2)id, det(C2C1) = 1

8
+ x4 +

1

256x4
.
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We see that C1C2 + C2C1 = 0 at x = ± 1

2
and C2C1 is always invertible, so in this

case we have the full Clifford relations in the generalised form with automorphism.
Moreover, the canonical form of even structure works and is given by

γ = −ı[C1,C2] = −ı( 0 4x
− 1

4x
0
) , ǫ′′ = 1.

There is a similar solution with the opposite sign of
√
2. Note also that J is

symmetric at x = ± 1

4
.

We can equally let J be of type (2), again restricting to real entries at least for the
Ci. The algebra is easier and we do not need to impose further conditions on c2, c4.

Example 4.7. We set ζ = σ3 and J to be type (2) with ǫ = 1 and real entries for
Ci. Then for either sign of ǫ′, we have two 2-parameter solutions:

J = ( 1 0
− 2x±1

y
−1
) , C1 = ⎛⎝

x y
1

2
−x2

y
−x

⎞⎠ , C2 = ǫ′ ⎛⎝
x ± 1 y

1

2
−(x±1)2
y

−(x ± 1)⎞⎠ ,
C1C2 +C2C1 = 0, γ = −ı[C1,C2] = −ıǫ′ ( −1 ∓ 2x ∓2y

± 2x(x±1)+1
y

1 ± 2x
)

with ǫ′′ = 1. Here C1C2 is invertible and hence this obeys the full Clifford relations
in the general form with automorphism. Note that J is symmetric at x = ∓ 1

2
and

that the y parameter can be absorbed in a conjugation and hence we could set
y = c2 = c4 = 1 as we did before. There are also some 1-parameter solutions with
only this y parameter, i.e. discrete if we ignore this freedom. The matrix entries of J
here are also real but allowing the full complex case does not lead to fundamentally
new solutions.

We find no solutions for ζ = σ1 under similar assumptions. It should be clear that
there are potentially many other solutions, because we do not need to asssume
c2 = c4 = 1 in the J type (1) examples and we do not need to restrict to real
entries for Ci or J . The former is not too impactful given the freedom to conjugate
solutions, while the latter holds classically in two dimensions if one uses σ1, σ3 for
the Clifford algebra as these have real entries.

4.3. Natural spectral triple on M2(C). Looking at the ‘local’ solutions in Sec-
tion 4.2 for the spectral triple geometric data (i.e. before considering the Hilbert
space structure), all solutions under our assumptions have ǫ = 1. Moreover, only
ones for which the C1,C2 anticommute (and the full Clifford relations hold with
automorphism) and J is symmetric (so that J is an antilinear isometry with re-
spect to the usual trace inner product given by µαβ = δαβ for the measure) are
x = ± 1

2
in Example 4.7. This is therefore the natural solution under our simplifying

assumptions, mainly of real entries in the Ci. The value of y not significant as it
can be changed by conjugation.

To be concrete, henceforth we focus in particular on x = − 1

2
and y = 1

2
in Example 4.7

so that

(4.7) J = σ3 = ζ, C1 = σ
1 − σ3

2
, C2 = ǫ′σ

1 + σ3

2
, γ = −ǫ′σ2, ǫ = 1 = ǫ′′
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in terms of Pauli matrices. Then J is an antilinear isometry. We also need γ to
be hermitian. As an operator, γ(eα) = ıǫ′ǫαβeβ (with sum over repeated indices),
where ǫαβ is the antisymmetric tensor with ǫ12 = 1. Hence on the spinor components
of ψ = ψαeα, we have likewise

(4.8) (γψ)β = −ǫ′ψασ2α
β = ıǫ′ψαǫαβ.

Then

⟨γφ,ψ⟩ = Tr(γφ)†
β
ψβ = Tr(ıǫ′ǫαβφα)†ψβ = Trφ†

α(−ıǫ′ǫαβψβ) = Trφ†
α(γψ)α = ⟨φ, γψ⟩

as required.

Proposition 4.8. The solution (4.7) for the local geometric data gives a quantum
geometrically realised n = 0 even spectral triple if ǫ′ = −1 with

( /Dψ)β = − ı
4
([−σ1 + σ2, ψα]σ1α

β + {σ1 + σ2, ψα}σ3α
β)

and an n = 1 odd spectral triple if ǫ′ = 1 with

( /Dψ)β = ı
4
({σ1 + σ2, ψα}σ1α

β + [−σ1 + σ2, ψα]σ3α
β) .

Proof. We use (2.16) and the form of ∂i in (4.4) and of Sαiβ in (2.18) gives the
Dirac operator

(4.9) ( /Dψ)γ = ı
2
(σiψα − ψβσjσβjS iα)Ciαγ .

For the chosen solution and its form of σiSj , and noting that its Ci obey

[C1,C2]C1 = −C2, [C1,C2]C2 = C1,

we have

( /Dψ)β = ı
4
((σ1ψα +ψασ

2)(σ1 − σ3)αβ + ǫ′(σ2ψα +ψασ
1)(σ1 + σ3)αβ)(4.10)

which, collecting terms, we can write as stated. Note that the σ1, σ2 coming from
θ are simply elements of the algebra while the σ1, σ3 coming from the C1,C2 etc.
act as shown explicitly on spinor indices. Hence

⟨φ, /Dψ⟩ = ı
4
Trφ†

α ((σ1ψβ +ψβσ
2)(σ1 − σ3)βα + ǫ′(σ2ψβ +ψβσ

1)(σ1 + σ3)βα)
⟨ /Dφ,ψ⟩ = − ı

4
Tr ((σ1φα + φασ

2)(σ1 − σ3)αβ + ǫ′(σ2φα + φασ
1)(σ1 + σ3)αβ)† ψβ

= − ı
4
Tr ((φ†

ασ
1 + σ2φ†

α)ψβ(σ1 − σ3)βα + ǫ′(φ†
ασ

2 + σ1φ†
α)ψβ(σ1 + σ3)βα)

= −⟨φ, /Dψ⟩
so that /D is antihermitian. In the second computation, we used that σ1 ± σ3 are
real to move them out from under ( )† and that they are symmetric to swap α,β.
We also used that σ1, σ2 ∈ M2(C) are hermitian as elements of the algebra. We
then compare the terms using cyclicity of the trace to obtain −⟨φ, /Dψ⟩.
Finally, remembering that the Dirac operator in a Connes spectral triple is hermit-
ian and hence corresponds to D = ı /D, the interpretation of ǫ′ is reversed. Hence
our above construction is n = 0 in the period 8 classificaiton if ǫ′ = −1, as an even
spectral triple, and n = 1 ignoring γ, as an odd spectral triple if ǫ′ = 1. �
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One can check directly that the stated D = ı /D, γ in (4.8) and

(4.11) (Jψ)β = ψ†
ασ

3α
β

indeed obeys all the required axioms for a Connes spectral triple. Here

(J bJ −1ψ)β = ψβb†, ([D,a]ψ)β = 1

4
([σ1 − σ2, a]ψασ1α

β + [σ1 + σ2, a]ψασ3α
β)

in the even case, and a similar formula with σ1, σ3 swapped and ignoring γ in the
odd case. Moreover, underlying D is the bimodule connection ∇S which for our
basis has Christoffel symbols

(4.12) Sαi β = ı2 (σi − σjσ3j
i[C1,C2]αβ) ; S1 = ı

2
σ1 ( 1 ǫ′

−ǫ′ 1
) , S2 = ı

2
σ2 (1 −ǫ′

ǫ′ 1
) .

We have seen that this arises naturally up to conjugation under some modest as-
sumptions and the requirement of geometric realisability.

Corollary 4.9. The above solution (4.7) for the geometric data is unitarily equiv-
alent to

C1 = 1√
2
σ1, C2 = ǫ′√

2
σ3, J = 1√

2
(σ3 − σ1)

with γ,S1, S2 unchanged and gives n = 0,1 spectral triples with

( /Dψ)β = ı

2
√
2
((σ1ψα +ψασ

2)σ1α
β + ǫ

′(ψασ1 + σ2ψα)σ3α
β) .

Proof. Here we apply (2.13), i.e. a change of the {eα} basis, via the orthogonal real
matrix

u = ⎛⎝
√

2+
√
2

2

√
2−
√
2

2

−
√

2−
√
2

2

√
2+
√
2

2

⎞⎠
to obtain new Ci, J as stated and u /Du−1 for /D in (4.10) obtain the new Dirac
operator stated. As a check, one obtains the same new /D from (2.16) using ∂i from
(4.4), the new Ci, J and the connection ∇S with Si given by (4.12). �

5. Dirac operator for alternate QRG of M2(C)
In this section we repeat the analysis as in Section 4 with the same Ω1 and self-
adjoint basis si, but now for the alternate quantum metric [2, Exercise 8.5], which
is the only other one for which the QLCs have been analysed.

5.1. Alternate quantum Riemannian geometry on M2(C). Here the alter-
nate metric (times 2) is 2(s ⊗ s + t ⊗ t), which in the self-adjoint basis comes out
as

(5.1) g = −s1 ⊗ s1 + s2 ⊗ s2,
with a ‘Minkowski signature’ metric. The most natural 1-parameter QLC here
(not the most general, but sufficiently nontrivial for our purposes) is from [2, Ex-
ercise 8.3],

∇s = 2E21t⊗ s − ρE12(s⊗ t − t⊗ s) + ρE21(t⊗ t − s⊗ s),
∇t = 2E12s⊗ t − ρE21(s⊗ t − t⊗ s) + ρE12(t⊗ t − s⊗ s),
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where ρ is an imaginary parameter. This is again of an inner form determined by

σ(s⊗ s) = s⊗ s + ρ(s⊗ t − t⊗ s), σ(t⊗ t) = t⊗ t + ρ(s⊗ t − t⊗ s),
σ(s⊗ t) = −t⊗ s + ρ(s⊗ s − t⊗ t), σ(t⊗ s) = −s⊗ t + ρ(s⊗ s − t⊗ t).

The braiding converts to

σ(s1 ⊗ s1) = −s2 ⊗ s2 − 2ıρs2 ⊗ s1, σ(s1 ⊗ s2) = s1 ⊗ s2,
σ(s2 ⊗ s1) = s2 ⊗ s1, σ(s2 ⊗ s2) = −s1 ⊗ s1 − 2ıρs1 ⊗ s2,

which we can write as

(5.2) σ(si ⊗ sj) = ⎧⎪⎪⎨⎪⎪⎩
si ⊗ sj if i ≠ j
−sī ⊗ sī − 2ıρsī ⊗ si if i = j,

where 1̄ = 2 and 2̄ = 1. We can then recompute the connection as

∇si = θ ⊗ si − σ(si ⊗ θ) = ıσj
2
(sj ⊗ si − σ(si ⊗ sj)

= ı
2
σi(s1 ⊗ s1 + s2 ⊗ s2) + ı

2
ǫijσ

j(s2 ⊗ s1 − s1 ⊗ s2) − ρσisī ⊗ si,
which one can check agrees with what we had in terms of s, t. These coefficients
define the Γijk.

The Riemann curvature and Ricci tensor for the canonical lift i(s∧t) = 1

2
(s⊗t+t⊗s)

translate to

R∇s
i = −ı(1 + ρ2)Vol⊗ si, Ricci = −1

2
(1 + ρ2)(s1 ⊗ s1 + s2 ⊗ s2),(5.3)

which is real in the sense of a metric for the ∗-structures, but not quantum symmet-
ric. The Ricci scalar vanishes, so the QRG is Ricci-scalar flat but not necessarily
flat.

5.2. Clifford action and spinor connection for alternate QRG. We next
solve for Ci. Thus, the induced ‘Clifford relations’ (2.12) come down in matrix
terms to

(5.4) C1C2 = C2C1 = 0, −(C1)2 + (C2)2 = 2id
with the largest component (2-parameter family) of solutions

(5.5) C1 = ±ı( √2 − a b
a
b
(√2 − a) a) , C2 = ±( a −b

−a
b
(√2 − a) √2 − a) , a, b ∈ C.

One can check that these Ci admit no solutions for J,σS and we must look more
generally. The proof involves solving the covariance of▷ for parameters a, b, leading
to a particular form of σS , which then fails (2.6) using the fact that Tr(C1) = ±ı√2,
Tr(C2) = ±√2 are imaginary/real, which prescribes also the conjugated Tr(C̄i). We
therefore look more generally by dropping the first half of the relations (5.4).

Proposition 5.1. If we impose only −(C1)2+(C2)2 = 2id then there are principally
5D and 4D moduli and we parametrise these by c11, c12, d11, d12 and where applicable
d21 as three types of solutions,

I: C1 = ( c11 c12
−c2

11
+d2

11
+d12d21−2

c12
−c11
) , C2 = (d11 d12

d21 −d11
) ;



GEOMETRIC DIRAC OPERATOR ON NONCOMMUTATIVE TORUS AND M2(C) 23

II: C1 = ⎛⎝
c11 c12

c12(c211−d211+2)
d2
12
−c2

12

−c11

⎞⎠ , C2 = ⎛⎝
d11 d12

d12(c211−d211+2)
d2
12
−c2

12

−d11

⎞⎠ ;
III: C1 = ⎛⎝

c11 c12
c12(c211−d211+2)

d2
12
−c2

12

−2c12d11d12+c11(c212+d212)
d2
12
−c2

12

⎞⎠ ,
C2 = ⎛⎝

d11 d12
d12(c211−d211+2)

d2
12
−c2

12

−2c11c12d12+d11(c212+d212)
c2
12
−d2

12

⎞⎠ .
There are then no solutions for J,σS in type I or for type III in the case (5.5).

Proof. This is by calculations using Mathematica. In all types, solving for the
covariance of ▷ in Lemma 2.2 gives a 2-parameter moduli of the σS , r for generic
Ci in the class. For the last part, we note that (2.6) says that C̄i is conjugate to
Ci, from which it follows that

(5.6) Tr(σiSjCj) = 0, −(σ1

SiC
i)2 + (σ2

SiC
i)2 = 2id

in type I,II for the trace identities and in all types for the other identity. In type
I, we solve the covariance of ▷ condition and the trace identities together. There
are no solutions for general Ci but if we solve also for one of their entries then we
obtain 1-parameter solutions where (σ1

S1)11 is undetermined but d21 is prescribed.
We are then not able to impose the other half of (5.6). The analysis for general type
III appears rather more complex as we have only the 2nd half of (5.6), but (5.5) is
a special case where the trace has a fixed property under complex conjugation as
noted and similar methods then apply to establish no solutions. �

The case of type II therefore appears most natural and we are led to focus on this.
In this case, we are forced to

ρ = −c
2
12 + d

2
12

2c12d12
, d11 = c11d12

c12
, C1 = ⎛⎝

c11 c12

−
c12(c211−d211+2)

c2
12
−d2

12

−c11

⎞⎠ , C2 = ⎛⎝
d11 d12

d12(c211−d211+2)
d2
12
−c2

12

−d11

⎞⎠
and a reduced 5-parameter moduli of the σS entries as the solution of the covariance
of ▷ condition and both parts of (5.6). We also need

(5.7) ρ̄ + ρ = 0, detCi = ǫ′ det(σiSjCj)
as further constraints independently of J .

Lemma 5.2. For the type II Clifford algebra, the covariance of ▷ condition, the
condition (2.6) and that ρ is imaginary lead to one fewer parameter in σS (so the

latter drops to 4-dimensional), ǫ′ = 1 and uniquely determined Ci in terms of Ci

for given ǫ for both types of J .

Proof. Building on the analysis from the previous lemma, we impose (5.7) which
fixes one of the coefficients of σS and one of the 3 entries of C̄i as

d12

d12
= −c12

c12
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We then solve for (2.6) to find the remaining entries of C̄i. For both types of J , we
need ǫ′ = 1 and for type (1) J , we find

c12 = (c212 − d212)(c12z − c11) − 2c212
c12ǫ (c212 − d212) ,

c11 = (c212 − d211)(c12z − c11)(c12(ǫ − zz̄) + c11z̄) − 2c212z̄
c12ǫ (c212 − d212) ,

while for type (2) J , the case of ǫ = 1 is simpler with

−
c12

c12
= z̄
z
, c11 − c11 = c12z̄.

These conditions are solved by writing z ∶= ∣z∣eıθ, then
(5.8) d12 = teıθ = tz∣z∣ , c12 = ıseıθ = ısz∣z∣ , c11 = x − ı

2
∣z∣s, x, s, t ∈ R.

The full Ci matrices are then determined according to the above as

C1 = ⎛⎝
x − is∣z∣

2

isz
∣z∣

−
iz̄((s2+t2)(s∣z∣+2ix)2−8s2)

4s∣z∣(s2+t2)
is∣z∣
2
− x

⎞⎠ ,(5.9)

C2 = ⎛⎝
− t(s∣z∣+2ix)

2s
tz
∣z∣

−
tz̄((s2+t2)(s∣z∣+2ix)2−8s2)

4∣z∣s2(s2+t2)
1

2
t (∣z∣ + 2ix

s
)
⎞⎠ ,(5.10)

and we also had to fix

(5.11) ρ = ı
2
( t
s
−
s

t
).

�

This lemma gives us relations between the cij , dij and their conjugates, i.e. reality
conditions in the Ci. It remains to solve the σ̄S identity in Lemma 2.2 for some
J . The second identity in Lemma 2.2 can be seen as defining the conjugates of the
entries of σS ,

(5.12) σiSj = Jσ−1S i
jJ
−1,

where the inverse is as an M2(C)-valued matrix with respect to the i, j indices.
This gives us relations between the entries of σS and their conjugates. We focus on
the simplest case J of type (2) with ǫ = 1 identified in the proof of the last lemma.

Lemma 5.3. For J of type (2) with ǫ = 1 and the 3 real parameters s, t, x of Ci

identified in (5.8), (5.12) imposes two further relations of σS, so this drops down
to two parameters subject to a reality constraint. Solutions of this include a natural
σS determined uniquely by the parameters of Ci and the complex parameter z of J .

Proof. In principle, the relations for σS entail in particular

TrσiSj = Tr(σ−1S i
j), detσiSj = (detσS)−1ij ,

where we trace and det over the suppressed spinor matrix indices. These are in-
dependent of J , hence it may be helpful to solve for these first. In practice, for
our example, it is cleaner to look at all the 12 equations for the constrained en-
tries of σS (since there are four parameters left), take their complex conjugates and
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compare with σS as defined by the right hand side of (5.12), solving the simplest
(and J-independent) ones first. The end result is to reduce our moduli space of σS
entries to two dimensions (we add two more relations) and find that then (5.12) is
solved. We choose these parameters as

η ∶= (σ2

S1)11, ζ ∶= (σ2

S1)12
and their reality condition is

η̄ = d12 (4ζ2c212 + (c212 − d212) (d12(ηc12 − ζ2c11 − ζc12z̄) + 2(−ζc11 + ηc12)2))
c12 (8ζ2c212 + (c212 − d212)(−2c11ζ + 2ηc12 + d12)2) ,

ζ̄ = ζd212 (c212 − d212) z̄
z (8ζ2c2

12
+ (c2

12
− d2

12
)(−2c11ζ + 2ηc12 + d12)2) .

Given the solution (5.8) for the Ci, a natural solution of these reality conditions is

η = − (s2 + t2)tx∣z∣
2 ((s2 + t2)x2 + 2s2) , ζ = tx (s2 + t2)(s2 + t2)x2 + 2s2 eıθ.

This was obtained by making a polar expansion η = ueıφ, ζ = veıψ then asking for
the imaginary part of ζ̄/(ve−ıψ) to vanish (where ζ̄ is given by the right hand side
of the expression above). This gives a simple equation for v with two solutions if
s, t are generic. Taking the one stated (the other does not lead to a solution of the
whole system), we ask for the imaginary part of η̄/(ue−ıφ) to vanish with η̄ from
the right hand side of the above. This gives a complicated equation for u which,
however, greatly simplifies if we assume ψ = θ and φ = 0.
The entire σS for this simplest choice of η, ζ is

σ1

S1 =
⎛⎜⎝

1 −
isx∣z∣(s2+t2)

2((s2+t2)x2+2s2)
izsx(s2+t2)

∣z∣((s2+t2)x2+2s2)
− iz̄∣z∣sx(s2+t2)

4((s2+t2)x2+2s2) +
z̄
2

isx∣z∣(s2+t2)
2((s2+t2)x2+2s2)

⎞⎟⎠ ,(5.13)

σ1

S2 =
⎛⎜⎝
−

s2x∣z∣(s2+t2)
2t((s2+t2)x2+2s2)

zs2x(s2+t2)
∣z∣t((s2+t2)x2+2s2)

− z̄∣z∣s2x(s2+t2)
4t((s2+t2)x2+2s2) −

iz̄s
2t

s2x∣z∣(s2+t2)
2t((s2+t2)x2+2s2) +

is
t

⎞⎟⎠ ,(5.14)

σ2

S1 =
⎛⎜⎝
−

tx∣z∣(s2+t2)
2((s2+t2)x2+2s2)

ztx(s2+t2)
∣z∣(s2+t2)x2+2s2)

−
tz̄∣z∣x(s2+t2)

4((s2+t2)x2+2s2) −
iz̄t
2s

tx∣z∣(s2+t2)
2((s2+t2)x2+2s2) +

it
s

⎞⎟⎠ ,(5.15)

σ2

S2 =
⎛⎜⎝
−1 +

isx∣z∣(s2+t2)
2((s2+t2)x2+2s2) −

izsx(s2+t2)
∣z∣((s2+t2)x2+2s2)

iz̄∣z∣sx(s2+t2)
4((s2+t2)x2+2s2) −

z̄
2
−

isx∣z∣(s2+t2)
2((s2+t2)x2+2s2)

⎞⎟⎠ .(5.16)

�

5.3. Construction of non-hermitian almost spectral triples on M2(C). We
next consider the Hilbert space structure, taking the obvious choice

(5.17) ⟨φαeα, ψβeβ⟩ = 1

2
Tr(φ∗αψα),

corresponding to ∫ = 1

2
Tr and µαβ = δαβ in (2.14). Here, the spinor coefficients

φα, ψα ∈M2(C) with its usual (hermitian adjoint) ∗-operation.
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Theorem 5.4. On M2(C) with its alternate 1-parameter quantum Riemannian
geometry as in Section 5.1, the ‘local’ conditions for an even spectral triple have a
natural geometric realisation with 4 real parameters s, t, x, y, ǫ = ǫ′ = ǫ′′ = 1,

J = (1 0
0 e2ıy

) , γ = ±⎛⎝1 2
eıysx(s2+t2)
(s2+t2)x2+2s2

0 −1

⎞⎠
such that J is an antilinear isometry with respect to (5.17). Moreover, the QLC
has its parameter ρ fixed as (5.11) with curvature proportional to

1 + ρ2 = 1

4
(6 − s2

t2
−
t2

s2
) .

Proof. We first bring together our lemmas above. We fix J of type (2) with ǫ = 1 as
this gave the most natural solutions for Ci. Here z is a free parameter in J in case
(2) of Lemma 2.1. The three parameters s, t, x go into solving for Ci to obey the
2nd half of (5.4), covariance of ▷ and (2.6), and also determine ρ, i.e. the choice
of QLC which was otherwise not fixed for the given metric. Existence of the Ci

also cuts down the allowed ∇S to 4 parameters and among solutions we found a
natural choice of these so as to obey the reality condition in Lemma 2.2 for ∇S to
be ∗-preserving.

Next, we take the natural choice of Hilbert space structure on S =M2(C)⊗C
2 as

stated. As ǫ = 1, we then need J to be symmetric. We achieve this by taking a
limiting value z → 0 along a ray such that −z/z̄ = e2ıy for some real y. Our solutions
for Ci, σiSj then simplify considerably to

(5.18) C1 = ⎛⎝
x seıy

− (s
2+t2)x2+2s2

eıys(s2+t2) −x

⎞⎠ , C2 = − ıt
s
C1,

(5.19) σ1

S1 = ⎛⎝1
eıysx(s2+t2)
(s2+t2)x2+2s2

0 0

⎞⎠ = −σ2

S2, σ1

S2 = ıs
t

⎛⎝0 −
eıysx(s2+t2)
(s2+t2)x2+2s2

0 1

⎞⎠ = s
2

t2
σ2

S1.

For the last part, we first solve (2.7),(2.8) and (2.19) to find the unique answer
for γ up to sign (which is not determined by the equations). Then (2.9) is solved
automatically with ǫ′′ = 1. �

Note that we can set y = 0 by conjugation by a unitary diag(1, eıy). We also see

that there are four points t = ±(√2 ±′ 1)s where the QRG is flat. It remains to see
if /D and γ constructed above are (anti)hermitian.

Proposition 5.5. The geometrically realised Dirac operator in Theorem 5.4 has
the form ( /Dψ)γ = ı

2
([σ1, ψα]C1α

γ + {σ2, ψα}C2α
γ)

which we write as

/D = /∂(1) − ıt
s
/∂(2), (/∂(1)ψ)γ = ı

2
[σ1, ψα]C1α

γ , (/∂(2)ψ)γ = ı
2
{σ2, ψα}C1α

γ .

If x = ±s
√
1 − 2

s2+t2
then /∂(i) are both hermitian with respect to (5.17), while γ is

hermitian if x = 0. All three are hermitian if s2 + t2 = 2 and x = 0.



GEOMETRIC DIRAC OPERATOR ON NONCOMMUTATIVE TORUS AND M2(C) 27

Proof. We again use (4.9) given the inner form of the connection and the form of θ
for this calculus. This time, however, for our particular 4-parameter solutions, we
have

σ
j
SiC

i = ±Cj
with +1 if j = 1 and -1 if j = 2, which gives the result stated. Next, if C1 is
antihermitian, which happens for x with the value stated, then

⟨/∂(1)ψ,φ⟩ − ⟨ψ, /∂(1)φ⟩ = ıC1γ
α

4
Tr([σ1, ψα]†φγ −ψ†

α[σ1, φγ]) = 0,
⟨/∂(2)ψ,φ⟩ − ⟨ψ, /∂(2)φ⟩ = ıC1γ

α

4
Tr ({σ2, ψα}†φγ −ψ†

α{σ2, φγ}) = 0,
using the trace property.

For γ to be hermitian with respect to (5.17) amount to the matrix for γ hermitian,
which is clearly not the case unless xs = 0. Our solutions suppose s ≠ 0 so the

condition is x = 0 and then γ = ±σ3. This is compatible with our condition for /∂(i)
when s2 + t2 = 2. �

We see that we see that our 4-parameter space of solutions in Theorem 5.4 reduces

to a circle s2 + t2 = 2 (with s, t ≠ 0) if we require /∂(i), γ hermitian. Choosing the +
sign for square roots and setting y = 0 by the freedom under unitary equivalence,
we have in this case

C1 = ısσ2, C2 = tσ2, J = id,(5.20)

σ1

S1 = E11 = −σ2

S2, σ1

S2 = ıs
t
E22, σ2

S1 = ıt
s
E22, γ = σ3.(5.21)

In fact, the pattern of signs would fit into the period 8 KO-dimension signs with
n = 0 if /D were to be hermitian and would fit n = 1 if /D were to be antihermitian
(then we would flip the value of ǫ′), but our /D is neither: the first part of /D is
hermitian and the second part is antihermitian. Similary, C1 is antihermitian and
C2 is hermitian in line with the Minkowksi nature of the metric (5.1) on M2(C).
We do not claim that Theorem 5.4 is the only data for a geometrically realised
spectral triples onM2(C) for this quantum metric, but our results were obtained by
solving the equations with the simplest nontrivial choices at the various branches as
per the derivation above. Also note that by Lemma 2.2, we are free (for both QRGs
onM2(C)) to add a bimodule map in the form of matrices Ai to the connection ∇S
subject to the conditions in the lemma. This will appear as further freedom in the
construction of a geometrically realised Dirac operator as fluctuations of the inner
case that we solved for. On the other hand, it does not appear that looking more
widely will solve the problem that /D is not antihermitian for the quantum metric
in this section.

6. Concluding remarks

We have set up the formalism for geometric realisation of spectral triples with cen-
tral bases for Ω1 and the spinor bundle S as in [20] but now extended to allow
the Christoffel symbols to be nonconstant and the basic 1-forms not form a Grass-
mann algebra. We demonstrated how the formalism leads uniquely (up to unitary
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equivalence) to the expected n = 2 spectral triple on the noncommutative torus,
just as we did for the fuzzy sphere in [20], as well as n = 1 for another choice of
signs. Interestingly, we saw in Section 3.3 that the spinor connection ∇S and the
connection ∇ on Ω1 need not be trivial and can be used to encode a dynamically
generated mass term or chiral term for the Dirac operator. It would be interesting
to see how our results extend to a noncommutative d-torus, where it is known that
there are 2d spin structures matching their classical counterparts[29]. Moreover,
the noncommutative torus in a functional analysis context admits genuinely pro-
jective modules[8], and some of these could potentially lead to more sophisticated
examples using the geometric formalism of [5].

Looking beyond standard noncommutative torus, we note that the q-deformed non-
commutative torus Cq,θ[T2] is the same algebra as before but now with a q-deformed
differential structure[2],

(du)u = qudu, (dv)v = qvdv, (dv)u = eıθudv, (du)v = e−ıθvdu
with q real for a ∗-calculus. One might ask if one can extend the analysis we have
done to construct spectral triples in this case. The problem here is the lack of a
central self-adjoint basis, which makes calculations harder. On the other hand, the
q-deformed case is known to be a comodule algebra cocycle twist of the standard
noncommutative torus[2, Exercise 9.7] and hence can be constructed as a twist of
the standard one above. Here, the quantum Riemannian geometry itself can be
twisted using [4].

Alternatively, we can set q = eıθ and then s1 = v−1u−1du and s1 = uv−1dv are a
central basis [2, Exercise 1.5] but, because q is not real, this case is not a ∗-calculus
so we leave the exisiting framework[5] for geometric realisation of spectral triples.
However, this case is nevertheless interesting and if q = eıθ is a primitive n-th root
of unity then one can define the reduced noncommutative torus as

cq[T2] = Cq,θ[T2]/⟨un − 1, vn − 1⟩,
which is compatible with the differential calculus [2, Exercise1.5], just not as a ∗-
calculus. Just as cq[SL2] are not usual Hopf ∗-algebras but ‘flip’ ones, one could
expect a theory for the reduced noncommutative torus that covers this non-standard
case and possibly geometrically realises the spectral triples on fuzzy tori in [3]. This
is another interesting direction for further work.

Secondly, we demonstrated the formalism on M2(C) with its standard 2D calculus
and the two choices of quantum metric for which the QRG is known. The moduli
of geometric Dirac operators at the local level turned out to be very rich and
for one quantum metric the Hilbert space conditions led naturally to a pair of
spectral triples depending on ǫ′. For the other metric, as one might expect from its
Lorentzian form, the most reasonable local Dirac operator was not antihermitian
so we do not have exactly a spectral triple. Indeed, one might expect a Lorentzian
spectral triple [14, 27], although our example does not appear to immediately fit
into one of these frameworks either. This is another topic for further work.

Quantum Riemannian geometries have been used for baby quantum gravity models,
see e.g. [19, 1] and the inclusion of a Dirac operator should allow the coupling of such
models to fermionic matter, which remains to be investigated. There are also new
tools such as quantum geodesics[6, 21] recently computed on the noncommutative
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torus andM2(C). Another reason to be interested in a full classification of geomet-
rically realised spectral triples on finite-dimensional algebras such as M2(C) and
cq[T2] at roots of unity is the potential for applications to the structure of elemen-
tary particles by tensoring spacetime with such a finite quantum geometry[9, 11]. In
the current state of the art, while one can choose the algebra, its representation and/D to reproduce the standard model and obtain some predictions, having further
(geometric realisation) constraints on the allowed Dirac operators would translate
directly into further constraints on the particle physics. One can also come at the
problem in a Kaluza-Klein manner without the Dirac operator[1] and then extend
this to spinors and spectral triples. This will be looked at elsewhere.
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