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Differential operators on C*-algebras and applications to
smooth functional calculus and Schwartz functions on the
tangent groupoid

Omar Mohsen

Abstract

We introduce the notion of a differential operator on C*-algebras. This is a noncommu-
tative analogue of a differential operator on a smooth manifold. We show that the common
closed domain of all differential operators is closed under smooth functional calculus. As
a corollary, we show that Schwartz functions on Connes tangent groupoid are closed under
smooth functional calculus.
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Introduction

Let M be a compact smooth manifold. In m, Chapter 2.5], Connes introduced the tangent
groupoid
TM := M x M x RY uTM x {0}.

The space TM is equipped with a smooth manifold structure which is a special case of the defor-
mation to the normal cone construction, see ﬂm, Chapter 5]. The space C*(TM) is equipped
with a convolution law making it a s-algebra. The convolution law is a deformation of the usual
convolution law on M x M which is used in Schwartz kernels of operators acting on L?M and
the convolution law on T, M for x € M which comes from the commutative group structure. As
Connes shows, the space TM very naturally gives a canonical deformation from a differential
operator to its principal symbol. Connes used this deformation to give a conceptual proof of the
Atiyah-Singer index theorem ]

The tangent groupoid has been studied and generalised by many authors. In this article, we
will be interested in the space of Schwartz functions S(TM) on TM introduced by Carrillo-Rouse
[Car0g). The #-algebra C*(TM) can be naturally completed into a C*-algebra C*TM. In [Car0g],
Carrillo-Rouse proves that S(TM) is a =-subalgebra of C*TM. In this article, we improve his
result by showing that S(TM) is closed under smooth functional calculus.

Theorem A. 1. Ifae S(TM) is a Schwartz function and a is normal (a*a = aa®) and f is a
smooth function on some open neighbourhood of spec(a) with f(0) =0, then f(a) e S(TM).

2. If a e S(TM) is a Schwartz function and f is a holomorphic function on some open neigh-

bourhood of spec(a) with f(0) =0, then f(a) € S(TM).

Of course f(a) in Theorem [Al means the functional calculus in C*TM applied to a. The main
difficulty in Theorem [Alis the derivability of f(a) in the Ry direction of TM because as t — 0T,
the structure of C*TM changes from compact operators on L?M to Co(T*M). We remark that
we suppose f(0) = 0 because C*TM isn’t unital.
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To prove Theorem [A] we introduce differential operators on an arbitrary C*-algebra A. Recall
that a derivation on A is a map 0 : A — A defined on a #-subalgebra A < A such that

d(ab) = 6(a)b + ad(b), Va,be A.

Derivations usually come from the derivative of an R action on A. If A = C(N) and A = C*(N)
where N is a smooth manifold IV, then a derivation is a vector field on N. Therefore, one can
think of derivations as differential operators of order 1 on A with domain A. We introduce the
notion of a differential operator of higher order on an arbitrary C*-algebra A. Our differential
operators coincide with differential operators on N if A = C(N) and A = C®(N). We show that
the derivative in the direction of Ry is a differential operator on C*TM of order 2. The main
theorem of this article is the following, see Definition for the precise definition of D(A) < A.
We remark that D(A) is a #-subalgebra of A which contains A.

Theorem B. Let A< A be a dense #-subalgebra and D(A) be the intersection of the domains of
the closures of all differential operators defined on A. Then

1. IfneN, ae M,(D(A)) is normal (a*a = aa®) and f is a smooth function defined on some
open neighbourhood of spec(a) with f(0) =0, then f(a) € M,(D(A)).

2. IfneN, ae M,(D(A)) and f is a holomorphic function defined on some open neighbourhood
of spec(a) with f(0) =0, then f(a) € M,(D(A)).

Here spec(a) is the spectrum of a as an element of M, (A), the C*-algebra of n x n matrices with
coefficients in A.

The methods we use to prove[Blare based on arguments by Bratteli and Robinson [BR75; BR76]
and Pedersen [Ped0(]. We obtain Theorem [A] as a corollary of Theorem [B] because D(S(T'M)) =
S(TM).

The main interest in subalgebras closed under holomorphic calculus in the theory of operator
algebras is that they give isomorphisms in K-theory, thus allowing tools from cyclic cohomology
to be used. Cyclic cocycles are rarely defined on the whole C*-algebra and only defined on a
subalgebra, see for example [Con86]

We remark that our approach to Schwartz functions is different from that of Carrillo-Rouse,
and our algebra differs slightly from his algebra, see Remark [ZT0l His approach is based on using
local coordinates for TM and demanding growth conditions in such coordinates. He then shows
that this is independent of local coordinates. Our approach is more global in nature. Recall that
Schwartz functions on a vector space are smooth functions f such that D(f) is bounded whenever
D is a differential operator with polynomial coefficients. Analogously, on the space TM, we define
differential operators which play the role of differential operators with polynomial coefficients. We
then define Schwartz functions to be functions whose derivative by such operators is bounded.

Acknowledgments We thank the referee for his valuable remarks which helped immensely with
the exposition.

Organization of the article. The article is organized as follows.

o In Section [, we define differential operators on C*-algebras and prove Theorem [Bl

e In Section 2l we give a quick introduction to Connes’s tangent groupoid. We then prove
Theorem [Al

1 Differential operators on C*-algebras

Throughout the article N stands for {1,2,---}, R for {z e R: 2z > 0} and R} for {zr e R: 2 > 0}.



Example 1.1. Let
H:=R3 (r,y,2) (2',¢,2)=(x+2,y+v,2+2 +xy —ya')
be the Heisenberg group and

0,0y, 0, : CF(H) — CF(H), 6.(f) =af, 6y(f) =yf, 6.(f)==f. (1)

The maps ¢, and §, satisfy the Leibniz rule

6x(f*g) = 0u(f)* g+ f*0z(g), 0y(f*g)=0,(f)*g+ f*dy(g)

but ¢, satisfies

5z(f*g) = 6z(f) *g + f*éz(g) + 5z(f) *611(9) - 6y(f) *5z(g)’ (2)

where x denotes the convolution. We define differential operators on noncommutative algebras to
be maps which satisfy a Leibniz rule as in (2)).

Definition 1.2. Let A be a C-algebra equipped with an involution, D € End(.A) a C-subalgebra
of C-linear endomorphisms of A which contains the identity.

1. We say that § € D is a D-differential operator of order 0 if d(ab) = §(a)b for all a,b € A.

2. We define D-differential operators of higher order by recurrence. A map § € D is called a
D-differential operator of order n € N, if there exists a finite family of linear maps

5105"' ;517‘55205"' 752T€D

which are D-differential operators of order < n such that
§(ab) = 6(a)dao(b) + 610(a)3(b) + Y 61i(a)dai(b). (3)
i=1

Furthermore, we suppose that
520(1'*) = 520(1‘)*, Ve A (4)

We denote by Diffp(A) € D the space of D-differential operators of any order.

Remarks 1.3. Let us explain Definition in more details.

1. We use a subspace D of linear maps instead of the space of all linear endomorphisms of A,
because in applications, it seems unhelpful to consider all linear endomorphisms. Usually,
one has a given subspace of linear endomorphisms of interest.

2. Condition () is included because our main theorem fails without it. It plays an absolutely
necessary role in the proof of Lemmal[l.T5l In all our applications (Theorem[Aland Corollary
[LIY)), the D-differential operators we consider have the property dap = cId with ¢ € {0,1}
and thus trivially satisfy (). We include the general case of arbitrary dop satisfying (4)
because the arguments in this section don’t change with its inclusion.

3. It is worth nothing that if § is a D-differential operator of order n, then it is also a D-
differential operator of order m for any m > n. It might be tempting to define the order
of a D-differential operator J to be the minimal n such that ¢ is of order n. We won’t do
so because the order behaves in a rather unintuitive way. For example, the sum of a D-
differential operator of order n and another of order m isn’t necessarily of order max(n,m).
It is always of order max(n, m) + 1. See the proof of Proposition [[LAl

Remark 1.4. The following observation will be used in the proof of Proposition If6eD
such that there exists D-differential operators d1¢,- - , 015,020, ,02, € D such that @) and
@) hold, then § is a D-differential operator of order one plus the maximum of the orders of
010, 017,020, -+ ,02-. Whenever we apply this remark, to make it clearer how it is applied, we
colored the term 6(a)d20(b) by red, the term d19(a)d(b) by , and the rest by blue.
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Proposition 1.5. The space Diff p(A) is a unital subalgebra of D and thus of End(A) as well.

Proof. Tt is clear that Id is a D-differential operator of order 0. Let § and ¢’ be D-differential
operators of order n and m respectively with d10, - - , 011, 020, - -, d2r and 81, - -+ , 07,5 059, - -+ 5 0,
as in Definition Then,

8(ab) + 0 (ab) = 8(a)dan(b) + d10(a)d(b) + Z S1:(a)da:(b

+ 6" (a)8h(b) + ) + Z 8 :(a)dh; (b

Hence, § + ¢’ is a D-differential operator of order max(n,m) + 1 by Remark [[4l Notice here
that there are only blue terms. This is possible because, one already supposes that § and §’ are
D-differential operators.

We prove that § 0§’ is a D-differential operator by induction on the order. The case n = m =0
is clear. We prove the case m = 0 by induction on n. We have

§(8"(ab)) = 6(8'(a)b) = 6(8'(a))da0(b) + 610(0 )+ Z 91i(6"(a))d2; (b) (5)

All the terms 190 d’, -+, 01, 0 &’ are D-differential operators by recurrence. Hence, by Remark
[C4l 6 0 ¢’ is also a D-differential operator.

The case n = 0 is also proved by induction on m. We have

6(0"(ab)) = 0(0"(a))d% (b) + 6(830( )+ Z 3(014(a))d2; (b). (6)

All the terms dod}y, -+ ,000),, are D-differential operators by recurrence. Hence, by Remark [[.4]
d 0 ¢ is again a D-differential operator.

We can now prove the general case of the composition of D-differential operators by induction
on (n,m). We suppose that it is true for any n’,m’ € N u {0} such that n’ < n and m’ < m and
n' +m’ <n+ m. One has

3(8"(ab)) = (0" (a))020(050 (b)) + d10(0"(a))d(d30 (b)) + Z 91i(0" (a)) 024 (959 (b))-

+0(d10(a))d20 (0" (b)) + + Z 014(010(a))02i (6" (b))- (7)

+2( @))320 (33, (b)) + 810(37;(a))3 (8%, () +25h (a))32i (8, ) ).

Again by Remark[[4] § o ¢’ is a D-differential operator.

Finally, since the map a — Aa is a differential operator of order 0 for any A € C, it follows that
Ad, which is a composition of two D-differential operators, is also a D-differential operator. This
finishes the proof that Diffp(.A) is a unital subalgebra of D.: O

Definition 1.6. We say that a unital subalgebra D of End(A) is stable if D = Diffp(A).

It is clear from Definition [[.2] that for any unital subalgebra D of End(A), Diff p(A) is stable.

We now give natural examples of stable subalgebras. Let g be a nilpotent Lie algebra. The
Baker-Campbell-Hausdorff formula is a finite sum because g is nilpotent. Hence, we can view g
as a nilpotent Lie group. Let A = C*(g). We equip A with the convolution product after fixing
some Haar measure on g. We remark that a Haar measure is equivalently a Lebesgue measure
because g is nilpotent.



Proposition 1.7. For D a differential operator on g with polynomial coefficients, let
op: A=A, bp(f)=D(f)

The space D of all maps ép as D wvaries is a stable unital subalgebra of End(A), ie., dp is a
D-differential operator for every D.

Proof. 1t is clear that D is a unital subalgebra. We now show that it is stable. For X € g, let Xp
be the associated right invariant vector field. One easily sees that dx, is a D-differential operator
of order 0. We can write D as a sum of terms of the form PX g - Xixgr, where P is a polynomial
and Xig, -, Xgg are right-invariant vector fields. Hence, by Proposition [[.5] it suffices to prove
that if D(f) = Pf, then dp is a D-differential operator. Again, by Proposition[[.5] we can suppose
that P is linear. Let g! = g and g"™! = [g", g] be the central series of g. Since g is nilpotent,
there exists k € N such that gF*! = 0. We choose a linear decomposition g = V! @--- @ V* such
that g" = V" @®--- @ V*. It is enough to consider P € V** for some i. We proceed by induction
on i. For i =1, §p is a D-differential operator of order 1. In fact

5p(f*g)=06p(f)*g+ f*dr(g) (8)
The induction case follows by using the Baker-Campbell-Hausdorff formula like in (2)). O

From now on, we suppose that A is a dense *-subalgebra of a C*-algebra A.

Definition 1.8. Let D be a stable unital subalgebra of End(.A4). We denote by D(A) the set of
a € A such that there exists a sequence (2, )nen € A such that x,, — a and for every 6 € D, §(z,,)
and §(x¥) converge in A.

By taking constant sequences, we see that A < D(A).

Remark 1.9. Let 6 € D. Since ¢ is generally an unbounded operator, it is desirable to take the
closure of the graph of §. Some care should be taken, as there exists derivations which aren’t
closable. See [BR7H; BR76] for examples and further discussion of this issue. This issue doesn’t
concern us as we only care about the domain of the closure and not the linear map on the closure.

In the next theorem, M, (A), M,(D(A)) and M, (A) denotes the space of n x n matrices with
coefficients in A, D(A) and A respectively.

Theorem 1.10. Let D be a stable unital subalgebra of End(A). The set D(A) is a dense *-
subalgebra of A. It is also closed under smooth functional calculus, i.e,

1. IfneN, ae M,(D(A)) is normal (a*a = aa*) and f is a smooth function defined on some
neighborhood of spec(a) with f(0) =0, then f(a) € M, (D(A)).

2. IfneN, ae M,(D(A)) and f is a holomorphic function defined on some neighborhood of
spec(a) with f(0) =0, then f(a) € M,(D(A)).

Here spec(a) is the spectrum of a as an element of M, (A).

For clarity of the exposition, the proof of Theorem [0 will be divided into several lemmas

Lemma 1.11. The space D(A) is a dense x-subalgebra of A.

Proof. The space D(A) is dense because A € D(A). Proving that D(A) is closed under addition,
involution, multiplication by scalars is straightforward. Let a,b € D(A), (5 )neN, (Yn )nen € A such
that z, — a and y, — b and 6(zy,), 6(zF), (yn), (y*) converge for every § € D. For any é € D,
we can find 510, s ,517«, 520, s ,527« € D such that

i=1
Since 01;(2,) and d2;(y,) converge for every i € {0,--- ,r}, we obtain that §(x,y,) converges. By
a similar argument, we deduce that §(y z*) converges. Hence, ab € D(A). Therefore, D(A) is a
dense *-algebra. O



Let n e N,
M, : End(A) — End(M,,(A)), M,(8)((a)i<ij<n) = (0(aij))1<ij<n- (10)
Clearly M,, is an algebra homomorphism.
Lemma 1.12. For any n € N, M, (D) is a stable subalgebra of End(M,(A)). Furthermore,
My (D)(Mn(A)) = Mn(D(A)).

Proof. A straightforward computation shows that if ¢ is a left multiplier, then M, (9) is also a left
multiplier. Similar computation shows that if (@) holds, then

M, (6)(ab) = M (6)(a)Mp(d20)(b) + M (610)(a) My (9) () + ZT: My (61i)(a) M (624)(b).  (11)

i=1

It is also clear that if oo satisfies (@), then M, (d20) satisfies ). The lemma follows. O

By Lemma [[.T2] it follows that to prove Theorem [[.TQ it suffices to deal with the case n = 1.

Lemma 1.13. Let a € D(A) be self-adjoint and £ € R. Then, ae’*® € D(A). Furthermore, we can
find a family (xy ¢ )nen.cer € A such that

1. For every compact subset K of R, the sequence (Tn¢)nen converges uniformly in € € K to
ae®® as n — +o0. Moreover,

sup{||zn¢| : ne N, e R} < 400 (12)

2. For every compact subset K of R and for every 6 € D, the sequence §(x,¢) converges
uniformly in € € K to an element in A as n — +o0. We denote the limit by §(ae’®).

3. For every § € D, the function

R— A, & 0(ae’®) (13)
is continuous. Furthermore, if § is of order I, then
[16(n.e)ll
—— N R 14
sup{ €11 neN,{e < 400 (14)

4. For any £ € R, neN, ZE;‘;E = Tn,—¢.

We remark that the notation d(ae’€?) is an abuse of notation. In general ae**® doesn’t belong
to A, therefore the value of §(ae??) usually depends on the choice of a sequence x,, converging to
a as in Definition [[.8] see Remark

We will delay the proof of Lemma for the moment. Instead, we will finish the proof of
Theorem 1.

Proof of Theorem[1.10 1. To prove Theorem [LTI0O1, we first deal with the self-adjoint case, then
with the general case of a normal element.

1. Let a € D(A) be self-adjoint, f a C* function on a neighbourhood of Spec(a) € R with
f(0) = 0. Since we are only interested in f(a), without loss of generality, we can suppose
f e CP(R). Since f(0) = 0, we can write f(x) = zg(x) where g € CP(R). The Fourier

transform § of g is a Schwartz function. By the Fourier inversion formula

fa) = = \[aﬁ G (€)de.

L
Hence,
fla) = 52 | aca(epae (15)
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and the integral is absolutely convergent. We approximate the integral 7- {  aeCg(g)d¢
by the finite Riemann sums

It is clear that s, € A. Since z, ¢ converges to ae® uniformly in € on compact sets, and §
is Schwartz, and by (I2)), we deduce that lim, ;o ||$n, — un| = 0. Hence, s, — f(a). Let
0 € D. By Lemma [[LT313, the integral

1 0

5(acs®)§(¢)de (16)

2 ),

is absolutely convergent. By using Riemann sums like we did with Integral (IH), we deduce
that
1 [~ .
lim (s,) = 5(aei®®)g(&)de.

n— -+ 2m J_ o

Since 2 ¢ = Tn,—¢, We can reuse our argument to deduce that

lim 0(s¥) = ! f 5(ae*™)g(—€)de.

n—+00 N % —0
Hence, f(a) € D(A).

2. Let a € D(A) be a normal element, f a C* function on a neighbourhood of Spec(a) < C
with f(0) = 0. Like before, we can suppose that f € C*(C). We write z = x + iy for the

coordinates in C. Consider the function g(z) = f(x). Then, g(a) = f|R(“+2“*). It follows

from the self-adjoint case that g(a) € D(A). Hence, by replacing f with f — g, we can
suppose that f = 0 on R. By a similar argument, we can suppose that f = 0 on both R and
iR. Hence, there exists g € CP(C) such that f(z) = xyg(z). Since g is smooth compactly
supported, it follows that § is a Schwartz function. Let R(a) = % and S(a) = “_2;1* By
the Fourier inversion formula

f0) = oz || R@SOx(@e e+ inyacan, a7)

Theorem [[LTO1 follows from Lemma applied to R(a) and I(a) by writing Integral (IT)
as a Riemann sum like we did in the self adjoint case. This finishes the proof of Theorem
1011 under the assumption of Lemma [[.13 (|

The proof of Lemma [[ T3 requires a few lemmas. Let a € D(A) be a self-adjoint element. We

fix a sequence (Z,)nen such that x, — a and §(z,) and 6(z¥) converge for every § € D. By

*
replacing z,, with Z5%=

, we can suppose that =, = z¥.
Lemma 1.14. For every l € N and 6 € D of order [, there exists C1,Cy > 0 such that
[6(z™)| < Cym!Cy,  V¥m,neN. (18)
Proof. We prove the lemma by induction on [. For [ = 0 and m € N, we have
Sy ™) = b(wn)ay) (19)

Since [|0(z,,)|| and ||z, || converge, it follows that they are bounded. The case [ = 0 is finished.
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Suppose the lemma holds for 6 € D of order < I. Let 6 € D be of order I. For each i € {0,--- ,r},
the Lemma holds for §1;. Therefore, there exists constants C7, Co such that

1616 (2 )| < Cym®™der P00yt < Cym' ' Cy", W¥n,m e N, i€ {0, ,r}. (20)
Let C] be a constant such that
|6(xn)| < C1, and  ||62:(zn)|| < C], and Cy <Cy, VYVneNjie{l,---,r} (21)
Let C% be a constant such that
Sao(zn)|| < Ch, and Co <C,, VneN. 29
2 2

Some constants C}, C} exist because §(zy,), d20(Tn), -+, d2r(xy) converge in A.

By @), for m € N, we have
§(x™ YY) = 8(2")da0(2n) + O10(x Z 01k (2™)0ok (), Vn,meN. (23)

By recurrence, we deduce that

S = §(2n) 020 (20)™ + Z 610(22)8(2,) 020 (20)™ 2 2 51k (%)) o () d20 (20)™ 7
J=1lk=1

(24)

Hence m m

H(;(xﬁJrl)H < Cicém + Zjlflcfcém n Zjlflrcfcém
=1 j=1 (25)
< OG5 +m! T OP Oy + m T rCP Oy

The result follows. O

Let £ € R, 0 € D. By Lemma [[.T4] the sum

5 e

m=0

m+1) (26)

converges in norm uniformly in n. By an abuse of notation, we denote the sum by J§(x,e?%").

Since lim,,—, o 6 (2 1) exists for all m € N and the convergence in (26) is uniform, it follows that
0
; m lim §(xmtL)
i€ay ._ 1595” n—+00
5(ae’s?) : ngrfwé Tne mZ:]O - (27)
exists.
Lemma 1.15. For every l € N, § € D of order [, there exists constant C' > 0 such that
|6(zne™™)|| < C(I€]" + 1), VneN,{eR.
Proof. We prove the lemma by induction on {. If [ = 0, then by (9]
e m+1) © ) m c
eéen) ZO Q&)™ = 6(zn) Eo(zg)mﬁ"! = §(xp)e"™n (28)
Since z,, are self-adjoint, it follows that Heifz" || = 1. The case [ = 0 follows.

Let § € D of order I. We suppose the lemma holds for D-differential operators of order < I. By
24)), and the identity

1 ! j—1 m—j 1 -
mfos] (I=s)"ds = —, 1<j<m, (29)
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it follows that

1
5($nei£zn) = (S(.Tn)eifézo(ln) +Z€J- 610(557161'5&171')(S(.’I/'n)ei(l_s)géZU(I")ds
0
rooel
I R T R L
k=170

Now we use crucially @), to deduce that daq(zy,) is self-adjoint. Therefore,

eif&zg(zn) ei(lfs)flszg(zn)

=1.

The lemma follows from the induction hypothesis on 1y (z,€!¢%) for k € {0,--- ,7}.

Proof of Lemma[LI3 Let ¢ : R, — N be any function such which satisfies

& 1
¢(§)<m=>mgﬁ, VéeRy,meN.
We take
(g +n el
Tpg = 7;0 (’Lg) W

(30)

(31)

The element x, ¢ is a finite sum of elements of A. Hence, it belongs to A. We now check that

Zn,¢ satisfies the required properties.

1. It is rather straightforward to show that x, ¢ converges to ae*€® uniformly on each compact
subset of R. Let us show (IZ). Let C' = sup{||z,|| : n € N}. It is finite because =, — a.

Since
0 g+l )
$ e BT g
= m)!
and x,, is self-adjoint, we deduce that
© gt
2 @)™ L || < ]| < C.
= m!
By
0 Z,m+1 0 :Cerl
g — 2, GOl = > ()"
m=0 ' m=¢([¢])+n+1 '
o0
Cm+1
< ) ldme
m=a(|&)+n+1 '
0
Cm+1
< D)
A/m)!
m=g(jg)+n+1 V'
o0
Cm+1
< 2 < 4+
= vm!
we deduce ([I2).

(32)

2. By Lemma [[T4] it is again straightforward to show that §(z, ¢) converges to &(ae*®) uni-

formly on each compact subset of R.

3. The function ¢ — §(ae’®®) is a continuous function because it is the uniform limit (over
compact subsets of R) of continuous function by 27). Let us show (I4]). Let 6 € D of order



l. By Lemma [[LT4} there exists C7,Cy such that ||§(z)|| < Cym!C%*. Therefore, we have

. x ) ) x:ln+1
Jotan) = sy = | 3 e D)
m=¢(|¢])+n+1 '
- Ci(m +1)'Cyt!
< Z |§|m 1( m|) 2
m=¢(¢])+n+1 ' (34)

< ¥ 01<m+1>:c;““
m=¢(|€)+n+1 vin:

_ i Ci(m+1)'cyt!
h —e0 vm!

< 4+

By Lemma [[T5] we deduce (I2]).

4. The identity = ¢ = Tn,—¢ Is trivial to verify.
This finishes the proof of Lemma [[L13] (|

We now proceed to prove Theorem [LTI02. The proof of Theorem [LI02 relies on the fact that
Theorem [[LT0OL1 is true even in a parametrized setting. By this, we mean the following

Lemma 1.16. Let K be a compact topological space, (ay)wex S D(A), (Tnw)neNwex S A a
family of elements which satisfies the following:

1. For everyneN,we K, x}, \, = Tnw-

2. For every n € N, the function n — x, ,, 1s continuous in w e K.

3. The limit of Ty 4 as n — +00 is equal to ay . uniformly in we K.

4. For every ¢ € D, the limit §(Tpnw) as n — +0 exists in A uniformly in we K

5. For every 6 € D, the limit 6(x}, ) as n — +o0 exists in A uniformly in w e K

Let f be a continuous complex-valued function defined in an open neighbourhood of
{(w,\) e K x C: X € Spec(ay)}

which is smooth in the X\ variable, and which satisfies f(w,0) = 0. Then, there exists a family
(Yn.w)neN,werx S A which satisfies the following:

1. For every n € N, the function n — y, , s continuous in w € K.
2. The limit of Ynw as n — +00 is equal to f(w,ay) uniformly in we K.
3. For every 0 € D, the limit 6(yn ) as n — +00 exists in A uniformly in w e K

4. For every 0 € D, the limit 0(y;; ,) as n — +00 ewists in A uniformly in we K

To prove Lemma [[LT6, one follows the proof of Theorem [[LT01 carefully making sure that
adding a parameter doesn’t cause any problems. We leave this verification to the reader.

The following is a counterpart to Lemma [[LT3] for non self-adjoint elements.

Lemma 1.17. Let a € D(A). For every w ¢ spec(a) u {0}, =% € D(A). Furthermore, if

w—a

K < C\(spec(a) u {0}) is a compact subset, then we can find a family (Tpw)neNwekx € A such
that the following is satisfied:

a
w—a’

o The sequence (Ty u)nen converges uniformly in w € K to

o For every d € D, §(xp,w) converges uniformly in w € K to an element denoted by 0(7%).

10
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o For every § € D, 0(x}; ,,) converges uniformly in w € K to an element denoted by 6(=%—).

o For every 6 € D, the maps w +— §(=2=) and w — 6(=2

— =%—) are continuous.

Proof. Let w ¢ spec(a) u {0}. The element
ay = (0w —a)*(w —a) — |w|* = —wa™ — wa + a*a € D(A)

is self-adjoint whose spectrum is contained in | — |w|?, +o0[. By Theorem [LI01, applied to
f(z) = Wlww - ﬁ, we deduce that f(a,) € D(A). It follows that

a 1 "
= — — D(A).
S = (e + ) (w - @ e DA
Lemma [[L.T7 now follows from Lemma [[.16] O

Proof of Theorem [ILI0.2. Let a € D(A), and f a holomorphic function on a neighbourhood of
Spec(a) with f(0) = 0. Since f(0) = 0, f(z) = zg(z) for some holomorphic function g. Let v be a
contour around spec(a) such that v is in the domain of f and the Cauchy integral formula applies

F(2) = — L 9 4

21 w—z

We thus have .
a
f@) = 5 | o,

dw.

Without loss of generality, we can suppose that 0 doesn’t belong to the image of ~.

Let . be as in Lemma [[.T7 applied to K equal to the image of v. We approximate f(a)

by a Riemann sum, then approximate each term —%— by ... This way we obtain a sequence
sn € A which converges to f(a) and such that d(s,,) converges to 5 S’v g(w)d( 5% )dw and 6(s})
*
a

=4— )dw. The result follows. O

converges t0 5 §, 9(w)s(

Corollary 1.18. Let g, A be as in Proposition [, S(g) < A be the *-subalgebra of Schwartz
functions. Then

1. If a € 8(g) is normal and f is a smooth function defined on some neighbourhood of spec(a)
with f(0) = 0, then f(a) € S(g).

2. If a € 8(g) and f is a holomorphic function defined on some neighbourhood of spec(a) with
£(0) =0, then f(a) € S(g).

Corollary [[LT8 is well known, see for example [HJ84]. A well known argument using holomor-
phic functional calculus (see for example [Bla98]) implies the following corollary.

Corollary 1.19. The inclusion i : D(A) — A induces an isomorphism in K-theory Ko(D(A)) ~
Ko(A).
2 Schwartz functions on Connes’s tangent groupoid

Let M be a compact smooth manifold. The set
TM =M x M x RY uTM x {0}

can be equipped with the structure of a smooth manifold with boundary TM x {0} as follows.
The subset M x M x R} is declared an open subset of TM with its usual smooth structure. If

11



U < M is an open set, ¢ : U — RI™M) ig 5 diffeomorphism, then U x U x RY uTU x {0} is
declared an open subset of TM and the following bijection is declared a diffeomorphism

UxUxRXUTU x {0} — REMBM) 5 RimM) o R
- X

oy (T o) e vieers (3)

(v,2,0) — (dpz(v),d(x),0), zeUwveT,M

One can check that this defines a smooth structure on TM. A more conceptual way to define the
smooth structure is to notice that the smooth structure (and the topology) is uniquely determined
by requiring that the maps

T™™ — M x M xRy, (y,z,t) — (y,2,t), (v,z,0)— (x,2,0) (36)

and

fly) = f(=)

DNC(f): TM - C, (y,z,t)— " ,

(v,2,0) — df(v), (37)

be smooth, where f € C*(M).

Differential operators. Let X € X (M) be a vector field. We can define a vector field X on
TM as follows. If f e C*(TM) is a smooth function, then we define X - f € C*(TM) by

Xf(y,l',t) = thf(yazat)v X~f(v,:r,0) = X(SC) 'f(’l),lL',O),

where X, means that X acts on the y variable, and X (z) - f(v, z,0) means that we view X (z) as
a constant vector field on T, M which acts on the smooth function f(-,z,0). By the description
of charts above, one checks that X is indeed a vector field.

More generally, let D be a differential operator of order d acting on M. Then we can define a
differential operator denoted D of order d acting on TM by the formula

D-f(y,x,t) =thyf(ya$at)7 ]D)-f(v,x,())=D($)-f(v,ac,0), (38)

where D, means that D acts on the y variable, and D(z) - f(v,z,0) means that we view the
principal part of D as a constant coefficient differential operator on 7, M acting on the smooth
function f(-,,0). Locally by the principal part, we mean that if D = Z\Iléd g[%, then D(x) =
Z‘ 1—a 91 (m)% seen as a constant coefficient differential operator on T, M. Using the local charts
of TM, one can check that D is indeed a differential operator.

Convolution and adjoint. From now on, we suppose that M is equipped with a Riemannian
metric. If f,ge CX(TM), then we define their convolution f x g € C*(TM) by the formula

frgly,xz,t) =t 4m@D) J- fly,z,t)g(z,x,t)dz, t+#0
Y (39)
frg(v,z,0) = J- flv—w,z,0)g(w,z,0)dw,
T, M
where the integral over 7T, M is with respect to the constant Riemannian metric on 7, M induced
from the Riemannian metric on M. We also define the adjoint by

f*(y’z’t):f(x7y’t)7 f*(v’z’o) :f(iv’z’o)

We leave it to the reader to check that C°(TM) with the operations defined above is a *-algebra.
We refer the reader to [Con94] and [DL10] for more details on the convolution algebra of the
tangent groupoid.

12



Adjoint of Differential operators on TM. Let D be a differential operator on M of order
d, D the associated differential operator on TM. We sometimes denote D(f) by D f. We also
define f » D by the formula

f*D - (D* *f*)*’

where D* is the differential operator on T M associated to the formal adjoint D* of D. Equivalently
f*xD(y,z,t) = tD, f(y,z,t), f*xD(v,z,0)=D(z)- f(v,z,0),

where D’ is the formal transpose given by

Df(z)g(x)de = | f(z)D'g(x)dz, f,geC”(M).
M M

One can check that

Dxflxg=Dx(f*g), (f*xD)xg=fxDxg) fgeCI(TM). (40)

This justifies our notation f D and D * f.

Derivations in direction of M. The functions D f and f x D agree at ¢ = 0. It follows that
the map

50 : CP(TM) — CP(TM), [ (D x f ~ f D)

is a well-defined differential operator on TM of order d. If D is an order 0 differential operator given
by multiplication by g € C* (M), then d, is an order 0 differential operator given by multiplication
by DNC(g), see Q). For X € X(M), one can describe dx as follows. The flow of X gives an R’
action on TM by

Ba(y, z,t) = (exp(AX) - y,exp(AX) - z,t), Pa(v,2,0) = (dexp(AX)(z)(v),exp(AX) - x,0).

The differential operator dx is the derivative of the action 8 (plus multiplication by the divergence
of X). Since dp is given by a commutator, it satisfies the Leibniz rule

op(f*g)=0p(f)*g+ fdplg), fgeCL(TM) (41)
and
0p, D, (f) = 0p, (f) * D + Dy xdp, (f), feCP(TM) (42)
Derivation in direction of ¢. The group R’ acts smoothly on the left on TM by the formula
ar:TM — TM, ax(y,z,t) = (y,2, A7), ar(v,2,0) = (\v,2,0), AeRX. (43)
We also let R} acts on C* functions by the formula
ax(f) = A4 foq, o feCP(TM),\eRY.

One has
ax(f*g) = ax(f) *xax(g), ax(f)* =ax(f*). (44)

We define 6, to be the derivative of the R -action at A = 1. One can check that

SalF)(ys2,1) = = dm(M)f(y,2,) + 05 13,1

6al(f)(v,2,0) = —dim(M) f (v, z,0) — Zvié%f(v,x, 0),

where v; are any local coordinates for T, M. It follows from (@) that d, satisfies the Leibniz rule

da(frg)=0a(f)*xg+ frdalg), frgeCE(TM). (45)

13



Lemma 2.1. One can find a finite family of smooth functions fi,---, fr € C*(M) and vector
fields Xy, , X, € X(M) such that for any X € X(M), X = Y% | X(f)X

Proof. Let fi,---,fr : M — R be smooth functions such that for all x € M, dfi 5, - ,dfix
span T#*M. Let 6 = M x RF be the trivial vector bundle on M of rank k. The forms df; define a
surjective bundle map § — T* M. Its dual is an injective bundle map i : TM — 0. Let p: 0 — T M
be any bundle map such that poi = Id. The map p determines the vector fields X1, .-, X;. O

We fix a choice of f;, X; for the rest of this section. By Lemma [Z1] if x € M, then
Zle dfi(z)X;(z) is equal to the identity T, M — T, M. By taking the trace of Z§=1 dfi(z) X;(z),
we deduce that

k
Z Xi(fi)(x) = dim(M), VYxeM (46)

For f € CP(TM), the functions d,(f) and —dim(M)f — Zi‘c:l dr,(X; » f) agree at t = 0. Hence,
we can define

. 1 u
6(f) = ; <6a(f) + dlm(M)f + 2 5f1(Xz * f))
. (47)
1 k
- <5a(f) )X %(f)) ,
i=1
where in the second equality we used (@g).
Lemma 2.2. The map 5 satisfies
O(f*g)=0(f) =g+ f*dlg)+ Zax )*05,(9), f.g€ CP(TM)
and hence a derivation of order 2 on C*(TM).
Proof. By {1 and (3]
O(f*g) = 0(f)xg— f*d(g (ZX*f*5f() f*Xixdp(g ) Z5x )*65(9) O

The reader is invited to see the similarity between [#T)) and [HH1&, The formula for 7" on Page
4].
Schwartz functions.

Definition 2.3. We define S(TM) to be the space of smooth function f € C*(TM) such that
f is bounded and all iterated applications of the following differential operators give bounded
functions on TM

e the operator f — tf, where t : TM — R, is the natural projection.
e the operator f — DD x f, where D is any differential operator on M
o the operator f — dp(f), where D is any differential operator on M

o the operator f — g(f)

We can add the application f — 0,(f) to the above list, but this is redundant as it follows
from the others using (@T]).

Proposition 2.4. Let f € S(TM). Then for every x € M, the function v — f(v,z,0) is a
Schwartz function on the vector space T, M in the classical sense.
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Proof. If X € X(M) is a vector field, then v — (X * f)(v,x,0) is the application of the constant
vector field X (z) to v — f(v,z,0). While if g € C*(M), then the map v — 6,(f)(v, z,0) is the
pointwise product of the map v — f(v,z,0) with the linear map dg, : T,M — C. By iterated
application of the previous two operations, it follows that v — f(v,x,0) is Schwartz. O

Example 2.5. Let g1,---,9; : M — R be smooth functions such that the map
M—R, 2o (q(x), - q())
is an embedding. Then, the function
e~ Lin1 PNC(@)*~#* ¢ 0o (T )
is Schwartz, where DNC(g;) is defined in (37)).

The following proposition summarizes the main properties of Schwartz functions. In its proof,
we remark that by ([@2]), in Definition the second and third conditions can be replaced by D * f
and 6p(f) are bounded where D is either a vector field or a smooth function on M.

Proposition 2.6. The following holds

1. The definition of Schwartz functions doesn’t depend on the choice of f;, X; in Lemma 21l
2. If f e S(TM), then f € Co(TM), i.e. f vanishes at infinity.

3. If f,g € S(TM), then the integral in f * g is absolutely convergent and f « g € S(TM)

4. If f e S(TM), then f* € S(TM)

Proof. For the first part, we first need some lemmas.

Lemma 2.7. If f € CP(M x M x Ry) and g € S(TM), then the pointwise product (f om)g €
S(TM), where m: TM — M x M x R, is the map in ([B0)

Proof. (fom)g is bounded because g and f are bounded. We argue that each of the applications in
Definition 23] gives functions of the form (f'om)g’ for some f' € CP(M x M xR, ) and ¢’ € S(TM).
The result then follows by induction. We thus have

o the function ¢(f omw)g = (f o 7)(tg)

o If D is a function on M, then D ((fomw)g) = (fom)(D«g). If D is a vector field, then we
have

D ((f om)g) = (Dy(f) o m)(tg) + (f o m)(D = g), (48)

where D, (f) is the action of D on the y variable in f(y,,t). The equality can be checked
directly on M x M x R and by density equality follows on TM.

o If D is a function, then dp((f om)g) = (f om)dp(g). If D is a vector field, then one can as
in (48) show that

0p((f om)g) = (Dy(f) o = Dy (f) e m)(g) + (f o m)dn(g)

e one has
Sal(f 0 m)g) = (F o m)alg) + (5 () om)(to)
and so i
§(7 oma) = (f o mlo) + (5 (1) o m)(9) + D) (Xan() 0 m)(31,(9))
This finishes the proof. (|
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Lemma 2.8. Let f € C*(M x M) be a smooth function that vanishes to the order 1 on the
diagonal, and let f € C*(TM) be the smooth function given by

fly, )

ooty LD (02,0 = 2120,

where d>f is the Hessian of f. Then if g € S(TM) then the pointwise product fg € S(TM).

Proof. Any function f which vanishes to the order 1 can be written as a finite sum of functions
of the form h(y,z)(h1(y) — h1(z))(h2(y) — ha(z)) where h € C®(M x M), hi,he € C®(M). It
follows that the pointwise product fg is sum of pointwise product of h o with 8y, (0n,(g)) where
m:TM — M x M is the natural map. The result then follows from Lemma 27 (|

Lemma 2.9. Let g1, - , g1 and Y1, -, Y be another family satisfying Lemma[Z1l. Then there
exists a family of smooth functions h;j : M — R for 1 <i <k and 1 < j <k such that

K k
j=1 i=1
Proof. Let @1, ,Zaim(am) be local coordinates in M. Then df; = ?:T(M) ¢udr; and X; =

?;T(M) . 9%1 for some functions ¢;; and ¢;. Similarly, dg; = Z?:T(M) Yjdr;and Y; = Z?;T(M) o 9%1

dim

Then one can take h;; = lzl(M) qbilz/J;l. To define h globally one takes a partition of unity. O

We can now prove Proposition EZ6l1. Let &' be the operator associated to gi,-- -, gw and
Yi,---, Y. We have

k K
3-8 =1 (Z 05, (Xi» f) = 2 04, (Y5 *f))

Il
Wl =
7N
N
=
—
s
\
=
—
8
S~—
\
D=
—
S
<
S~—
\
S
B
Sa
<.

—
s
~
A
*
=
~

By [@9), the function f;(y) — fi(z) —Z?;l(gj (y) — gj(z))hi; (y) vanishes to order 1 on the diagonal.
By Lemma 28, §'(f) € S(TM). Proposition 261 follows.

For Proposition[Z6l2, suppose that f ¢ Co(TM). Then there exists ¢ > 0 a sequence in TM and
which goes to infinity yet | f| > € for every element in the sequence. By passing to a subsequence we
can suppose that the sequence is either of the form (yy,, Zy, t,) or of the form (v, 2,,0). Suppose
we have the first case. Then by taking a subsequence, we can suppose that x,, — x and y,, — y and
t, — t € [0,+00]. If t = +00, we get a contradiction to the fact that tf is bounded. If ¢ €]0, +o0],
then the sequence (yn,Zn,t,) converges in TM to (y,z,t), again a contradiction. If x # y then
we get a contradiction to the fact that é4(f) is bounded where g € C*(M) is any smooth function
with g(z) = g(y). So we have t = 0 and x = y. The sequence (yn,Tn,t,) converging to infinity

implies that there exists g € C* (M) such that w

to the fact that 64(f) is bounded. The case of a sequence (vy, Zn,0) is similar.

— +00. We get then a contradiction

For Proposition [Z.613, first the integral in f x g is absolutely convergent by Proposition 2.4
Hence, fxg is a well-defined function on TM. We now show its continuity. Let g; be as in Example
Then consider the function

dim (M)
dmt 41

¢ = (1+DNC(g1)*> + -+ DNC(g,)?) e C*(TM). (50)

The function f being Schwartz implies that ¢f is bounded. One can easily show by looking at
local coordinates of TM that there exists C' > 0 (only depends on ¢) such that

1f %9l < Clloflls lgllos -
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Since ¢ f and g are Schwartz functions, ¢ f, g € Co(TM). We can thus approximate them uniformly
with compactly supported functions. It follows that f x g € Co(TM). Smoothness of f * g as well
as the fact that f « g € S(TM) follow easily from {@0), (@I, (4) and Lemma [Z2

For Proposition 2614, since f* is bounded if f is bounded, the result follows from the following
identities

tfF = )", Dx f*=(=top«(f) +D* « f)*, p(f*) = =dp=(f)*,  dalf*) = 0alf),
and the identity

(i

k
Z ) + 65, (f * div(X;)) O

>
—
~
*
—
*
\
>,
—~
)
S~—
Il
| =

[ XE) = 6, (K + f))

~ | —

5le*f> Zafl f*div(X;))

—_

Remark 2.10. There are different definitions in the literature of Schwartz functions. Our defini-
tion doesn’t precisely agree with [Car08]. In [Car08], the author adds a conical support condition
which we don’t need. Our definition agrees with the one proposed by Debord and Skandalis [DS14].
We refer the reader to |DS14, Section 1.6] for a treatment of the Schwartz functions defined here
using classical semi-norm estimates.

We give here a definition of Schwartz functions which is equivalent to ours by looking in local
coordinates. A function f € S(TM) is Schwartz if and only if it satisfies the following:

1. For every k,l € N, D a differential operator on M x M,

sup {

2. For every k,l € N, D a differential operator on M x M, K € M x M\M a compact subset
outside the diagonal,

e d
dtlDf(y,z t)‘ s (y,x,t) e M x M x [1,+OO[} <+

d
sup{’t k@Df(y,x,t)‘ : (y, @, t) er]O,l]} < 4o

3. For every U € M open subset diffeomorphic to RU™M) by a map ¢ : U — RI™M) & the
local chart of TM associated to ¢ defined in ([B3), K < RYW™(M) 4 compact subset, k,1 € N,
a, B € N4m(M) " one has

sup {

where K = {(v,z,t) € R2AmM+L . 5 0 4 4y € K.

kddd

ﬁf od~ (v,x,t)‘ : (v,x,t)ef(} < +o0,

C*-algebra of the tangent groupoid. Let fe CP(TM), t # 0. We define the operator
m(f) : LM — L*M

g— (y—t~ dim (M) fly,z,t)g(x)dx), gc€ L2(M)

M
For each x € M, we also define the operator
7o (f) : L*TuM — L*T,M
g (v flv—w,z,0)g(w)dw), ge L*(TM)

TowM
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We then define

[£1I +=max | sup ||z (f)], sup [[m (f)]] ]
xeM

X
te]R+

We define the C*-algebra C*TM to be the completion of C(TM) with respect to ||-|]|. The
C*-algebra C*TM lies in a short exact sequence

0 — K(L*M) ® Co(RY) — C*TM — Co(T*M) — 0,

where K(L?2M) is the C*-algebra of compact operators on L2M, see |[Con94, Proposition 5 Page
108]

Proposition 2.11. The space S(TM) is a *-subalgebra of C*TM.

Proof. Tt is well known that

|7 ()] < sup max (t-dimW)f |f(:v,y,t)|dy,t_dim(M)f If(y,:c,t)ldy) , teRY, fe CL(TM)
M M

xeM
and
s (£)]] < sup (f |f(v,x,0)|dv) . e M, feC®(TM).
xeM Te M
Hence,
17l < sup max(tdimw” f (g, )| dy, £ 4mOD f . 8)|dy, f |f<v,x,o>|dv)
zeM,te]Ri M T.M
(51)

It follows that C*TM contains measurable functions on TM for which the right-hand side of (&)
is finite (usually denoted L!(TM)). Let ¢ be as in (B0). If f € S(TM), then the right-hand side of
(&I) is bounded by ||¢f]|,,. Hence, f € C*TM. Finally, S(TM) is a #-subalgebra by Proposition
2.0l O

Relation between uniform norm and C*-norm. The following theorem which is essentially
just the Sobolev embedding theorem will be very useful in allowing us to replace the uniform norm
with the C*-norm, which is more convenient to use.

Theorem 2.12. Let A be the positive Laplace-Beltrami operator on M, I the corresponding

differential operator on TM as in B8), and k € N with 2k > dimT(M). There exists C > 0, such
that
1lle < C||(1+Em@0) (14 A w £ (14 M|, VS € CE(TM)

Lemma 2.13. Let k € N with 2k > dimT(M). There exists a constant C > 0 such that for all t > 0
and x € M, if u, denotes the Dirac delta distribution on M at x, then
_ dim(M)

H(1+t2A)*k(um)HL2M <Cmax(t~ =z ,1).

Proof. The Sobolev embedding lemma implies that u, € H~2¥(M) where H*(M) denotes the s
Sobolev space. Hence, (1 4+ t2A)~*(u,) € L?M. For t > 1 we have and use the inequality

1+ 28) " ()| gy = [ +828) 7@+ A 1+ A)F (wa)| 2
<[+ E2) W+ D) g gapy 10+ 2) 7 (wa) [ 2y,
I

<[+ 2) )| 2 s
where in the last inequality we used the fact that % < 1 for all z € [0,400[. For ¢t < 1, we

proceed differently. If g € L?M, then

1+ 28) (ug), gyremr = [(1+£28)7"(g) ().
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|(1+¢2A)"*(g)(2)|
lgll L2 as .
any given neighbourhood of x to reach the supremum. We can thus assume that M = Rdim(M)

and x = 0 and the metric on M is Euclidean outside the unit ball. The inequality follows from a

change of variable z — %. |

We need to maximize as g varies in L?M. The function g needs to vanish outside

Proof of Theorem[Z12. Let t > 0. We apply
T (L4 A % o (14 A)YF) = ¢~ IOD (1 4 2AYE s« f o (14 12A)F

to (1 4+ t2A)~*(u,) to deduce that

_ dim(M)

=D+ AV (F(a,t))|| oy < Cmax(t™ 2 1) [[(1+ A = £+ (1+ A
One has

|f(y, 2, t)| = [ Cuy, f('awat»H—?k(M)xH%(M) |
= K+ D) (uy), (1 + A (F 2 )2y L2 ()|
<[+ 28) 7 )| o ([0 AP Cr 2 )]| g

(

dim(M)

< Cmax(t™~ 2 ,1)H(1+t2A)k(f @, t))|

L2M

It follows that

|f(y, 2, t)] < C2HIMOD mase (¢~ mOD 1) (1 + A)F « fx (1+ A)F|
= C? max(1, tM) (1 + A)F « fx (1 + A

By taking the limit as ¢ — 0%, one obtains a bound of f on TM x {0}. The theorem follows. O

Schwartz functions are closed under smooth calculus.

Proof of Theorem[4l. Let D < End(S(TM)) be the subalgebra of End(S(TM)) generated by the
maps in Definition 231 We will prove that D(S(TM)) = S(TM). Theorem [A] would then follow
from Theorem [[LT0 Let a € D(S(TM)), x, € S(TM) as in Definition [[8 Since

z— (14901 4 A wzx (1+ A)F

is a differential operator on S(TM) which belongs to D, it follows that (1 + t4™())(1 + A)F «
z, * (1 + A)* converges in C*TM. By Theorem 212, it follows that a is a bounded continuous
function and z,, — a in uniform norm. Let ¢ € D. Since the map x +— (1 4 t3™M))(1 4 A)F «
§(z) * (1 + A)* belongs to D, again by Theorem ZIZ 6(z,,) converges in the uniform norm to a
bounded continuous function on TM. It follows that a is smooth and §(a) bounded for every 4.
Hence, a € S(TM). O

Remark 2.14. In [Ewe2l], Ewert defined an algebra of Schwartz functions for the inhomogeneous
tangent groupoid defined in [EY17; [HH18; |CP19; Moh21|]. Does Theorem [Alhold for this Schwartz
algebra, or a similarly defined one?
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