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COLLAPSE IN NONCOMMUTATIVE GEOMETRY AND SPECTRAL CONTINUITY

CARLA FARSI AND FREDERIC LATREMOLIERE

ABSTRACT. If two compact quantum metric spaces are close in the metric sense, then
how similar are they, as noncommutative spaces? In the classical realm of Riemannian
geometry, informally, if two manifolds are close in the Gromov-Hausdorff distance, and
belong to a class of manifolds with bounded curvature and diameter, then the spectra
of their Laplacian or Dirac operators are also close under many scenari. Of particular
interest is the case where a sequence of manifolds converge for the Gromov-Hausdorff
distance to a manifold of lower dimension, and the question of the continuity, in some
sense, of the spectra of geometrically relevant operators. In this paper, we initiate the
study of the continuity of spectra and other properties of metric spectral triples under
collapse in the noncommutative realm. As a first step in this study, we work with col-
lapse for the spectral propinquity, an analogue of the Gromov-Hausdorff distance for
spectral triples introduced by the second author, i.e. a form of metric for differential
structures. Inspired by results from collapse in Riemannian geometry, we begin with
the study of spectral triples which decompose, in some sense, in a vertical and a hori-
zontal direction, and we collapse these spectral triples along the vertical direction. We
obtain convergence results, and by the work of the second author, we conclude conti-
nuity results for the spectra of the Dirac operators of these spectral triples. Examples
include collapse of product of spectral triples with one Abelian factor, U(1) principal
bundles over Riemannian spin manifolds, and noncommutative principal bundles, in-
cluding C*-crossed-products and other noncommutative bundles.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The spectral properties of certain operators of geometric origin, such as the Lapla-
cian and the Dirac operators, are tightly related to the geometry of the underlying man-
ifold. This observation, at the foundation of spectral geometry, is also the starting point
of Connes’ approach to noncommutative geometry, where spectral triples are abstrac-
tions of Dirac-type operators [9]. Of particular interest is the study of the continuity of
the spectrum of such operators with respect to the topology induced on the space of
Riemannian manifolds by the Gromov-Hausdorff distance [20]. In his pioneering work
[17], Fukaya proved continuity of the eigenvalues of the Laplacian for a class of mani-
folds with uniformly bounded diameter and bounded below sectional curvature. Later
on, a lot of efforts has been carried out to find similar results about the continuity of
the spectra of Dirac operators [3, 4, 48, 49, 50, 63, 65], with a focus on “dimensional col-
lapse”, i.e. the situation where Riemannian manifolds converge to a lower dimensional
manifold for the Gromov-Hausdorff distance. Moreover factorization of Dirac opera-
tor KK-classes have been investigated in various noncommutative settings for example
in [16], [23] [10], [11], [12], [72]. In this paper, we initiate the study of collapsing phe-
nomena in noncommutative geometry, using the analogue of the Gromov-Hausdorff
distance for spectral triples, introduced by the second author under the name of the
spectral propinquity [44, 28].

Spectral triples, introduced by Connes in 1985, have emerged has the preferred en-
coding for geometric information over noncommutative algebras. They are unbounded
K-cycles for K-homology; in other words, they are abstractions of first order pseudo-
elliptic operators.

Definition 1.1 ([9]). A spectral triple (2, ¢, D) is a triple consisting of a unital C*-algebra
2, a Hilbert space .7# which is also a left 2(-module, and a self-adjoint operator defined
on a dense subspace dom (D) of 57, such that:

(1.1) Ap ={aeA: adom (D) < dom (), [P, a] bounded }

is a dense *-algebra of 2, and (DD + i) lisa compact operator.
The operator D is called the Dirac operator of the spectral triple (2, 77, ID).

Motivated by the structure of limits for manifolds in the sense of the Gromov-Hausdorff
distance, when the limit is also smooth, as described by Fukaya [17], we will work in this
paper with spectral triples (2,57, D) with a particular structure, akin to a bundle over
a base space. Informally, we will assume given a C*-subalgebra ‘B of 2, with 1 € B,
with B our “base space” and 2l the analogue of the algebra of continuous sections of
some bundle over the noncommutative space 5. The noncommutative analogue of the
projection in a bundle is given here by a conditional expectation from 2( onto 8. We
assume given two self-adjoint operators D, and D, — respectively seen as the “hori-
zontal” and the “vertical component” of D, and defined on the domain of D in ¢, such
that D = D, + y,. We will require that D, commutes with ‘B, though not with D, in
general. If p is the orthonormal projection on the kernel ker I, of ID,,, we also ask that
(B,ker D, pIDy, p) is a spectral triple as well. Under some technical conditions listed in
Theorem (2.5), we will study the “collapse” of the spectral triple (2, 77, D) to the spectral
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triple (%8, ker D, pIDy, p), when we “shrink” the fibers, i.e. rescale ID,,. To this end, we will
employ the spectral propinquity, a metric defined by the second author on the space of
metric spectral triples.

The spectral propinquity is a recent development in noncommutative metric geom-
etry. Noncommutative metric geometry is a framework developed over two decades,
with its roots in the observation by Connes [8] that a spectral triple (2,57, D) defines
an extended pseudo-metric on the state space .# () of the C*-algebra £, by setting, for
any two ¢,y € . (20):

(1.2) mkp (@, ¥) :=sup{lp(a) -y (a)|: acAp,Lp(a) <1}
where
(1.3) Lp:aeAp— D, alll 4,

where we use the following notation, here and throughout this entire paper.

Notation 1.2. If E is a normed vector space, then its norm is denoted by ||| g by default.
Moreover, if E and F are both normed vector spaces, and T : E — F is a bounded linear
operator, then the operator norm of T is denoted by ||| TIIE; if E = F then we simply write
T,

The seminorm Ly is akin to a Lipschitz seminorm, and thus, Connes’ distance mkp
can be seen as a generalization of the Monge-Kantorovich metric, introduced by Kan-
torovich [25, 26] over any metric space. With this in mind, the natural question becomes:
under what condition is mkp a metric for the weak* topology on the state space of 2,
just as the classical Monge-Kantorovich metric is? This leads us to Rieffel’s pioneering
work in [55, 56]. The following definition, used by the second author [30] in his work on
convergence of spectral triples, captures the core properties that a Lipschitz seminorm
possess and which enables us to derive a noncommutative theory of Gromov-Hausdorff
convergence. We only will need quantum compact metric spaces which satisfy the usual
form of the Leibniz inequality, and refer to [34] for a more general definition.

Definition 1.3 ([30, 33, 34]). A quantum compact metric space (2,L) is an ordered pair
of a unital C*-algebra %, and a seminorm L defined on a dense subspace dom (L) of the
space sa() :={ae®:a=a"} of self-adjoint elements of 2, such that:
(1) {aedom(L):L(a)=0}=R1,
(2) the Monge-Kantorovich metric mk_ defined on the state space . () of 2 by
(1.4) Vo, pe L) mky(p,y) =supi{lp(@-y(a)l:aecdom(l)L(a) <1}
metrizes the weak* topology,
(3) for all a,b € dom (L), the Jordan product aocb = % and the Lie product
{a,b}:= % both lie in dom (L), and

max{L(aob),L({a, b))} <L(a) Ibllg + llally L(D),
(4) {aedom(L):L(a)<1}isclosedin sa ().

Convention 1.4. Let (2, L) be a quantum compact metric space. We assign L(a) := co
whenever a ¢ dom (L), with the algebraic conventions typically in use in measure theory.
Thus dom (L) = {a € sa Q) : L(a) < 1}. With this extension, L is a lower semicontinuous
function over sa ().

In particular, we will focus in this paper on quantum compact metric spaces con-
structed from spectral triples.
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Definition 1.5. A spectral triple (2, 57, D) is metric when (2(,Lp) is a quantum compact
metric space, where L is defined in Equation (1.3).

We remark that a spectral triple is metric if, and only if, Connes’ metric given in Equa-
tion (1.2), induces the weak* topology, as all other properties of a quantum compact
metric space are satisfied automatically.

Rieffel’s motivation for the introduction of quantum compact metric spaces was the
construction in [58] of an analogue of the Gromov-Hausdorff distance for noncommu-
tative geometry, with an eye on applications to mathematical physics, where various
approximations of physical models are constructed as informal limits of finite dimen-
sional models. As this nascent research area progressed, and the continuity, with re-
spect to Rieffel’s metric, of various structures associated with quantum compact metric
spaces, such as modules or group actions, became a point of interest, it became impor-
tant to discover a noncommutative version of the Gromov-Hausdorff distance adapted
to the category of C*-algebra, and even further, to spectral triples. The second author
thus developed the propinquity on the class of quantum compact metric spaces, and a
stronger metric, the spectral propinquity, on the class of metric spectral triples.

The propinquity is indeed a complete metric, up to the appropriate notion of isomor-
phism for quantum compact metric spaces, given by full quantum isometries.

Definition 1.6. A quantum isometry n : (2,L) — (°B,Lsy) between two quantum com-
pact metric spaces (2, Lg) and (55, L) is a *-epimorphism such that, for all b € dom (Lsy):

L (b) = infLy (7~ ({bY).

A quantum isometry which is a *-isomorphism, and whose inverse is also a quantum
isometry, is called a full quantum isometry. Specifically, 7 : (2(,Ly) — (B,Lsg) is a full
quantum isometry if, and only if, it is a *-isomorphism from 2l onto 8 such that Loz on =
Lo over sa (21).

The notion of quantum isometry is motivated by McShane’s extension theorem for
real-valued Lipschitz functions [51]. If m : (2, Lg) — (B,Ly) is a quantum isometry,
then its dual map

a7t ipe S (B)—pone. SR
isindeed, an isometry from (. (8), ka%) into (. (20), kam).

Following the ideas of Edwards [13], Gromov [19] and Rieffel [58], we are led to in-
troducing the following notion of a “isometric embedding” of two quantum compact
metric spaces into a third one in noncommutative geometry.

Definition 1.7. Let (2, Lg) and (B, Lg) be two quantum compact metric spaces. A tun-
nel 7 := (9,Ley, wg, me) from dom (1) := (A, Ly) to codom(7) := (B,Ls) is given by a
quantum compact metric space (9,L9), and two quantum isometries 7y : (D,Lp) —
A, Ly) and e : (D, L) — (B, Ly).

A tunnel enables us to quantify how far two quantum compact metric spaces are
from each others, as follows.

Notation 1.8. The Hausdorff distance induced on the space of closed subsets of a com-
pact metric space (X, d) is denoted by Haus[d].

Definition 1.9. The extent y (7) of a tunnel 7 := (9, Lo, 7wy, ) from (A, Ly) to (B, Ly)
is the number:

x (1) == max {Haus[mk_, | (' (D), 73 (7)), Haus[mk, ] (y(z),n;(y(%)))).}



The Gromov-Hausdorff propinquity is a complete distance, up to full quantum isome-
try, on the class of quantum compact metric spaces, defined as follows, and our starting
point in defining a distance between metric spectral triples.

Definition 1.10. The propinquity between two quantum compact metric spaces (2, Ly()
and (B, Lsg) is the real number:

A" (2, Lg), (B,Ly)) :=inf{y (1) : 7 is a tunnel from (2, Ly) to (B, Ly)}.

We refer to [30, 36, 33, 34] for some basic references on this metric. We record that it
induces the same topology as the Gromov-Hausdorff distance on the class of classical
metric spaces.

Spectral triples include more information than their Connes’ metric, and we now
wish to strengthen the propinquity so that distance 0 means unitary equivalence be-
tween spectral triples, in the following sense:

Definition 1.11. Two spectral triples (2,57, D) and (5, / ,8) are unitarily equivalent
when there exists a unitary operator U: ¢ — _# such that

Udom (D) =dom (8) and U*$U = DD

while AdU restricts to a *-isomorphism from 2 onto 8 (seen as C*-algebras of operators
ons?Z and ¢ .

To this end, we extend the propinquity to the class of metric C*-correspondences, as
follows.

Definition 1.12. A C*-correspondence (.# ,2l,*8), where 2l and 5 are two unital C*-
algebras, is a right Hilbert *B-module, together with a unital *-morphism from 2 to the
C*-algebra of adjointable, B-linear operators over ./Z .

Definition 1.13. A metrical C*-correspondence (.#,DN, 2, Ly,B,Lgs) isa C*-correspondence
(A ,2,8), two quantum compact metric spaces (2, Lg) and (25,Ly), and a norm DN
on a dense C-subspace dom (DN) of .#, such that:

(1) {wedom(DN):DN(w) <1} is compact in .#,
(2) DN(w) = llwll_y for all w € dom (DN),
(3) forall a € dom (Lg), and for all w € dom (DN), we have aw € dom (DN), and

DN(aw) < (lallg + Lo (a)) DN(w),
(4) for all w,n € dom (DN), we have (w,1) € dom (L), and
Lot ((w, 1) gz) < 2DN(w)DN(1).

Four our purpose, given a metric spectral triple (2,.77, D), we obtain a metrical C*-
correspondence as follows [44, Theorem 2.7]: we define

DN:w e dom (D) — |l sz + | Dol s
as the graph norm of the Dirac operator ID. Then
(2Z,DN,2,Lp,C,0)

is a metrical C*-correspondence, denoted by metCor (2, 7, D), where L is defined by
Equation (1.3).



6 CARLA FARSI AND FREDERIC LATREMOLIERE

We now extend the propinquity to the class of metrical C*-correspondences. We
note in passing that, while metric spectral triples give rise to rather specific metrical C*-
correspondences defined using Hilbert spaces, rather than more general Hilbert mod-
ules. However, the construction of a metric over the metrical C*-correspondences aris-
ing from metric spectral triples require our more general concept above, in order to
obtain a metric (specifically, to establish the triangle inequality). Now, we introduce
quantum isometries between metrical C*-correspondences.

Definition 1.14. Let IM := (/#,DN, 2, Ly,B,Lys) and P := (£, TN, D, Lo, & L) be two
metrical C*-correspondences. A quantum isometry (I, ,0) from IM to IP is given by two
quantum isometries 7 : (2, Ly) — (D,Lp)and 0 : (B,Ly) — (&,L¢), aswell as a C-linear
map I1: .# — £, such that:

(1) M(aw) =n(a)l(w) forallaeA and w € .4,

(2) (wb) =(w)O(b) for all w € .# and b € B,

3) 0(w,m_ym) =U({w,n 4) forallo,ne 4,

(4) TN(w) =infDN(IT™! ({w})) for all w € dom (TN).

The definition of a distance between metrical C*-correspondences, called the met-
rical propinquity, relies on a notion of isometric embedding called a tunnel, which is
defined as follows.

Definition 1.15 ([44, Definition 2.19]). LetIM; and M, be two metrical C*-correspondences.
A (metrical) tunnel T = (J,I1},I13) from IM; to IM; is a triple given by a metrical C*-
correspondence J, and for each j € {1,2}, a metrical quantum isometry I1; : J — M.

We now proceed by defining the extent of a metrical tunnel; this only involves our
previous notion of extent of a tunnel between quantum compact metric spaces.

Definition 1.16 ([44, Definition 2.21]). Let IM; = (.#;,DN;,%;,L;,%5;,5;) be a metrical
C*-correspondence, for each j € {1,2}. Let T = (IP, (IT}, 711,601), (12, w2,02)) be a metrical
tunnel from IM; to My, withIP = (2, TN, D, Lo, &, Le).

The extent x (1) of the metrical tunnel 7 is

x (@) =max{y (®,Lo,m1,7m2),x (€, Te,01,02)}.

Given two metric spectral triples, we can thus either take the (dual) propinquity A*
between their underlying quantum compact metric spaces, or take the metrical propin-
quity [39, 43] denoted by A*™M®t between the metrical C*-correspondence they define,
which is defined as the infimum of the extent of every possible metrical tunnels between
them. (See Figure (1))

However, the metrical propinquity does notlead to the desired property that distance
zero between metric spectral triples implies unitary equivalence of the spectral triples.
To obtain a metric with the desired property, which we call the spectral propinquity, we
involve the second author’s work on the geometry of quantum dynamics [40, 41, 44]. We
now recall the construction of the spectral propinquity. We follow the construction in
[28], rather than the (equivalent) original construction in [44], which provides a more
conceptual approach.

The idea of the spectral propinquity is to add, to the metrical propinquity, a measure
of how far apart are partial orbits for the natural action of [0,00) by unitaries given by
exponentiating the Dirac operators of the spectral triples. We thus will involve taking,
for any choice of tunnel, the Hausdorff distance between certain sets related to these
orbits, for an appropriate metric. Our construction thus begins with an extension of the
idea of the Monge-Kantorovich metric to metrical C*-correspondences.
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FIGURE 1. A metrical tunnel between C*-correspondences associated
to metric spectral triples. The extent of the above metrical tunnel is
the max of the extents of the top and bottom tunnels. All the maps in
the picture are quantum isometries.

Definition 1.17 ([28, Definition 2.1]). Let (.#,DN,%2A, Ly(,*B,Lx) be a metrical
C*-correspondence. For any two continuous C-valued C-linear functionals ¢, over
M, we define:

mkpn (@, ¥) = sup {l¢(w) — ()| : w € dom (DN), DN(w) < 1}.

With the notation of Definition (1.17), mkpy is a metric on the topological dual .#*
of .#Z (seen as a Banach space over C). Since the closed unit ball of the D-norm DN
is compact in the module norm, a standard argument shows that the metric mkpy in-
duces the weak* topology on bounded subsets of .# *.

We then naturally extend the metric in Definition (1.17) to arbitrary families of linear
functionals.

Definition 1.18 ([28, Definition 2.3]). Let (.#Z, TN,%l, Ly, B, L) be a metrical
C*-correspondence. Let J be a nonempty set. For any two families (¢;)jes, (W) jes €
(A *)] of continuous C-linear functionals of IM, we set:

MKTN (@) jer, W) jey) i=sup {mkTn (@, ¥;) : j € J}.

Our construction calls for a sort of analogue of the state space, but for metrical C*-
correspondences. The following choice is what we used to build the spectral propin-

quity.

Definition 1.19 ([44, Notation 3.9],[28, Definition 2.4]). If IM := (.Z, TN, 2(, Ly, B,Lsg) is
a metrical C*-correspondence, then a continuous linear functional ¢ € .Z* is a pseudo-
state of IM when there exist py € . (%8) and w € .# with TN(w) < 1 such that ¢ is given
by:

p:éell — p({w &) g).

The set of all pseudo-states of IM is denoted by S ().

We now have the tools to define how far apart two families of operators on two differ-
ent metrical C*-correspondences are, according to a given tunnel. We call this quantity
the separation between these two families, according to the chosen tunnel; we also intro-
duce the dispersion, which accounts for both the separation and the extent of the tunnel.
If M := (#, TN, 2, Ly, B, L) is a metrical C*-correspondence, we will denote by £(IM)
the C*-algebra of all ®B-linear, adjointable operators on the right Hilbert *8-module .Z.
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Definition 1.20 ([28, Definition 2.7]). Let A and B be two metrical C*-correspondences.
Let7:=(IP,(I14,74,0a), I, 73,0R)) be a metrical tunnel from A to B. Let TN be the
D-norm of the metrical C*-correspondence IP.

Let J be a nonempty set. If A := (a;)jes is a family of operators in £(A), and B :=
(bj) jey is a family of operators in £(IB), then we define the separation of A and B accord-
ing to 7 by:

sep (A, BI1) := Haus[MKT] ({((poaj ollg)jej: @€ 57(1&)},

{(’[[/O b]- ollp)jey:we 57(18)}).
The dispersion of A and B accordingto 7 is
dis (A, Blt) := max{y (1),sep (4, B|1)}.
In particular, if a and a are two bounded adjointable operators on two metrical C*-

correspondences A and BB, then we can define a distance between them, called the op-
erational propinquity A°P(a, a), as

A°P(a, b) := inf{dis ((a), (b)|7) : T metrical tunnel from A to IB}.

We proved in [28] that A°P(a, b) = 0 if, and only if, there exists a full quantum isometry
from A onto B which intertwines a and b. This metric is really defined between families
of operators, but we will focus on the spectral propinquity here.

We now use [28, Theorem 3.5] to provide an equivalent formulation of the spectral
propinquity, using the dispersion between certain families of exponential of the Dirac
operators.

Definition 1.21 ([44, Definition 4.2],[28, Theorem 3.5]). The spectral propinquity be-
tween two metric spectral triples (2,747, 1) and (5, 743, D7) is

Aspec((mly%yDl)y(Q[ZN%)DZ)) =
inf{%,s >0:

37 tunnel from metCor (21, 74, ID1) to metCor (2l,, 7%, ID») such that

1) <el.
The spectral propinquity enjoys some very important properties:
(1) ASPEC((A, 57, D), (B, 7, 8)) =0 if the two metric spectral triples (2, 5, D) and

(B, / ,8) are unitarily equivalent [44].
2) if

dis((exp(itﬂ)l))()sts%,(exp(itng))OstS%

r}i_r}goASpec((mny%y Dn)) (Qloo»%ooyﬂ)oo)) = 0

where (U, 75, D;,) is a metric spectral triple for all n € IN U {oo}, then for all
bounded continuous function f: R — C, we also have

,}Egvop(f(lD")’f(D)) =0,
and
Sp (Do) = {nh_I.H At (An)new convergent with Vne N A, € Sp (an)},

where Sp (4) is the spectrum of the operator A.



Our paper begins with our main result, Theorem (2.5), where we describe what we
mean by a decomposition of a spectral triple into a horizontal and a vertical component,
for our purpose, then collapse the vertical component, and prove convergence. We then
turn to a first class of examples: products of spectral triples, with one of them over an
Abelian C*-algebra. We see that such tensor products are always metric, and indeed,
collapse occurred as expected; moreover we see that a special case of this is the collapse
of any spectral triple to a point — interestingly, we obtain a nontrivial limit where the
spectral triple acts on the kernel of the Dirac operator, so the dimension of the space of
Harmonic spinors is sort of the “trace” of the original spectral triple after collapse. In a
third section, we apply our work to the spectral triples constructed in [69] over noncom-
mutative G-principal fiber bundles. This very interesting class of examples, which are
certainly no longer products in general, include C*-crossed-products, and also classi-
cal and nontrivial examples like homogeneous spaces of compact Lie groups and U(1)-
principal bundles.
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2. A COLLAPSE RESULT

We establish in this section a general result about collapse in the context described
in our introduction, which will be our main theorem. Toward this end, we will use two
lemmas in the proof our main result, which we now present. First, we look at the re-
striction of the 1-parameter group induced by a self-adjoint operator which is itself the
sum of two self-adjoint operators, to the kernel of one of the terms. This lemma is help-
ful since we want to relate the 1-parameter group generated by the spectral triples on
the larger algebra to its collapsed limit, whose spectral triple acts on the kernel of the
vertical component.

Lemma 2.1. Let ID, § be two self-adjoint operators such that ID + § is also a well-defined
self-adjoint operator. Let p be the orthogonal projection onto the kernelker § of 8. If p
commutes with ID, then forall t € R:

exp(it(D+ 8))p=exp(itpDp).

Proof. First, note that (ID+ 8)p = Dp, so 0 € Sp (Dp) if and only if 0 € Sp (D + 8) p).
Fix z € C\ R. Since D + 8§ is self-adjoint, the operator D + § + z is invertible, with
bounded inverse, and therefore:

D+8+2)(D+8+2) 1=1so(D+8+2)(D+8+2) 'p=p.

Since p commutes with both D and §, it commutes with D+ § and thus, with (D+ 8§+ z)7L.
We thus have

p:(ﬂ)+$+z)p(ﬂ)+$+z)_1 =(lD+z)p(lD+$+z)_1p
and since D is self-adjoint, ID + z is again invertible, so
2.1 D+2) 'p=pD+8+2)'p=(D+8+2 " p.

Therefore, the resolvent of 1) an D + § agree on ker § over C\ R. By continuity, the re-
strictions of the resolvent of 10 and ID + § to the kernel of § agree on the intersection of
the resolvent sets of D) and ID + §.
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Let A< R be any bounded Borel subset of R. Since both ID and ) + § are self-adjoint
with compact resolvent, their spectra are discrete subsets of R, and thus we can find a
closed simple curve C4 such that A lies inside C4 while Cj is entirely within the inter-
section of the resolvent set of ID and 8. Denote the spectral measure of ID by IPp and the
spectral measure of ID + § by Py, g. We then get

Pp(A)p :fc (D+2) 'dzp
A

=| B+2)7'pdz
Ca

= D+8+2) 'pdz
Cp e
by Eqn (2.1)

= (D+$+z)_1)dzp
Ca
= ]P1D+$(A)p-

By o-addivity, the spectral measures of ID and D + § thus satisty Pp(-)p = Pp+s() p.

Therefore, by using the continuous functional calculus, as the following integrals are
limits of Riemann sums since exp(i¢-) is continuous, we obtain, when R([4, b]) is meant
for the net of subdivisions of [a, b] with the usual ordering,

exp(it(D+8)p= (f]Rexp(its) d]P]p+$(s)) p

X
:( lim f exp(its)d]P1p+$(s))p
X,y —00 -y

= 1i li ts))P ,
xJ}Qmse@(l[myx] ]z:exp(l s)Pp+ssj, sj+1p

#s

= xly@ws&@l&myﬂ Z exp(its)Pp(lsj, sj+11)p

(hm f exp(lts)d]Plp(s))
x,y—

= (f exp(its) d]P]p(s)) p
R
=exp(itD)p,
as needed. O

Our second lemma shows that, if 0 is an isolated value in the spectrum of a self-
adjoint operator, we can use Fourier analysis to get an estimate on the distance between
any vector in the domain of the operator and its projection on the kernel of the operator,
in terms of the graph norm of the operator and some well-chosen function.

Notation 2.2. A function on R is smooth when it is infinitely differentiable. We denote
by #(R) the space of Schwartz functions, i.e. f € #(R) exactly when f: R — Risa
smooth function such that for all k, n:

akf

lim |1+ x" | =0.
Xx—+o0 dxk

Of course, #(R) €MNp=1 L7 (R).
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If f € #(R), then we denote the Fourier transform of f as
f: teR— foo f(s)exp(-2ints)ds.
—00
Note that fe & (R). With this particular convention, we get
f:teR— foo f(s) exp(2ints)ds.
-0

Lemma 2.3. Let ID be a self-adjoint operator over 7, such that for some § > 0, we have
{0} = Sp (D) N (=6,0). Let p be the orthonormal projection on the kernel ker ID of ID. Set
DN : ¢ edom (D) — €l + 1DEll 5. If f : R — R is a smooth function with f(0) = 1,
supported on (—06,0), then for all ¢ € dom (ID):

1€ = péll e <2DN@ [ '] 2 gy -

Proof. Let 6 > 0 such that Sp (D) n (=6,6) = {0}. Let f: R — R be a smooth function
supported on (-6,0) with f(0) = 1 — in particular, f € #(R). Thus, by the continuous
functional calculus:

p= f f(Hexp intD) dt.
R

Let now ¢ € dom (). Since f(0) = 1, we have f]Rf(t) dt=f(0)=1.
To be exceedingly formal, let us set

[[E—expRintD)E|| ,p .
W E]RH{—ZJIII if r £0,

D&y if £ =0.

We then compute:

2.2) 1€ - pé|l = ”f]Rf(t) (& —expRintD)¢) dt”

sf |f(D2mt|h(t)dt
R

=f If/()lh(t) dt.
R

Now, ||E—exp(2iﬂtﬂ))f||%) <2|€ll 5 < 2DN(¢) for all £ € R. So:

. 2
—expRintD)E|l°, 1
2.3) f ¢ - ex fndfdts—DN({)z-ZsDN(E)z.
[t]>1 4722 2
On the other hand, for all £ > 0,
(2.4) |expRintD)E—&| ,, = |expRintD)é —iexpRin-0D)E|
td
= uj(; aexp(Ziﬂle)fds :
t
=271 f iexpRinsD)Déds
0 g
t
san I DEN e ds
0 —_

since exp(i27sID) is unitary

<27t | DE| .
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The reasoning above applies for ¢ < 0 by replacing fot with [ to in the previous to last

equation. Therefore, for all ¢ € R \ {0}, we have % < 1€l » < DN(¢). So

0< h(t) <DN(),

and therefore:
2.5) fmglhz(t)drsz||zpf||§fsgDN(f)Z.
It follows from Equations (2.3) and (2.5) that:

fR h? (1) dt <3DN(&)? < 4DN(&)2.

Thus, we can use Cauchy-Schwartz inequality to conclude from Equation (2.2) that:

I¢= Pl <15 oo [ 201

I¢ = P&l s <2[| ]| 12gr) PN,
as claimed. O

and therefore,

The following lemma is not needed for the proof of our main Theorem (2.5), though
we will use it for examples later on. We place it here to explain one of the assumption
of Theorem (2.5), namely that we can compare the norms of the “derivatives” in the
horizontal and vertical directions to the “total” derivative. Our next lemma shows that
this indeed happens in a common construction of Dirac operators.

Lemma 2.4. Let ¢ be a Hilbert space, and lety1, ...,y 4 be d anticommuting self-adjoint
unitaries on 7. Let 2l be a C*-algebra of operators acting on 2, such thaty j commutes
with? forall j €{1,...,d}.

IfD = Z?:I Djyj, where Dy,...,ID4q are possibly unbounded operators defined on a
dense subspace dom (ID) of a Hilbert space 7 , ify jdom (ID ;) < dom (D) and (D j,yi] = 0
forallk,je{l,...,d}, and if a € A satisfies adom (ID) < dom (D) and [ID, a] bounded, then,
for any nonempty finite subset F < {1,...,d}, we conclude:

[} Djyj.al
JEF

<VIFI D, alll .

Proof. Let F <{1,...,d} be anonempty finite set. We simply note thatforall /€ {1,...,d}:
{0 ifl¢F,

Y ivi+yiyp =

jeF 2ifleF.

Therefore, since y, commutes with D; and ae % forall j, ke {1,...,d}:

1
[Zle,a]=5(ZYJUD»“]+[D’“]Z”)
jEF JEeF Jek
SO
1
1Y bj.al s—( Syl mma, {3y IIIHD,aHHW)<'“W”“”“f'
jeF o 2 JjeF H JeF H
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Now,

(Zw) (Zw)= 2 (memHgﬁ:m
je

JEF JEF j<keF

S0 |||Zjep Yi |||jf = V/F. We thus obtain our result. O

We now prove our main theorem. We start from a spectral triple whose Dirac oper-
ator can be decomposed as a sum of two operators, seen as a “horizontal” and a “ver-
tical” component. What makes them horizontal and vertical in this setting is the list of
assumptions given in our theorem, and is related to the existence of some map from
2 onto a C*-subalgebra B with 1 € B, and its interplay with the decomposition of our
Dirac operator. The “horizontal” part can be used to define a Dirac operator on ‘B, while
the vertical part will be made to collapse.

Theorem 2.5. Let (2,57, D) be a metric spectral triple, and let 5 < 2 is be a unital C*-
subalgebra of U, and such that D = Dy, + D, where I, is self-adjoint and such that 0 is
isolated in Sp (ID), together with the following assumptions. Setting D¢ == Dy, + %ID,, for
alle € (0,1), the triple (U, 7€, D.) is a spectral triple, such that:

(1) foralle€(0,1),
Dy, allll o < D¢, allll .,
(2) there exists M > 0 such that for all e € (0,1),

Dy, all , < MelllDe, alll

(3) [Dy,b) =0 forallbe’B,

(4) writing p for the projection onto ker ID,,, we assume that [p,b] = 0 for all b € B
and [Dy, p] =0,

(5) (B,ker,, pDy, p) is metric spectral triple,

(6) there exists a positive linear map It : 2l — B, whose restriction of It to B is the
identity, and a constant k > 0 such that for all a € 2:

la-E(@)la < klllDy,alll .,

and
| P2y, E@]pl|| o = IDg, E@], <D, alll .
Then (A, 72, 1D;) is a metric spectral triple, and:

lirgl NP (U, 22, D), (B, ker D, pDy, p)) = 0.

£— +

Remark?2.6. Inour notation I = Dy, +ID,, we mean in particular that dom (D) = dom (Dj)N
dom (D,). Consequently, D, = Dy, + %ID,, is defined on the same domain. Moreover, by
the first assumption, we note that [ID, a] is bounded if, and only if, [ID, a] is bounded.
Thus, we do have a common domain for all our derivations [ID¢, -] over 2. Our assump-
tion that (2(,.77, D;) is a spectral triple for all € € (0,1) is then only asking that D, is
self-adjoint with a compact resolvent.

Proof. For convenience, we write s := pID;, p. We also denote the dense *-subalgebra
{aeA: adom (D) < dom (1)} by dom (), and we write dom (Lg() := dom (§) nsa (A). We

setLg(a) == |||[Dg, al |II% forall a € dom (Lg), with Ly := Ly, and Lo (b) := |||[Dsg, b] ”|kerle‘
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We begin by checking that (2, .77, D,) is a metric spectral triple for all € € (0,1). Let
a € dom (6). We observe that D; = ID and that, by assumption, (2,57, D) is a metric
spectral triple; moreover, by applying Assumption (1) twice, we get:

2.6) 1D, allll, < WDy, alll , + Dy, alll_,
< D¢, alll, +eMlIDe, alll_,
< (1 +eMIIDe, alll , < L+ MIDe, alll -

By [55, Lemma 1.10], we therefore conclude that since (2(,.7, D) is a metric spectral
triple, so is (U, 77, ;).

We now fix € € (0,1). We will construct a tunnel between (2, L;) and (8, Lss). For all
(a,b) e dom (Lg) x dom (Lss), we set

1
Tela,b) = max{numg, alll o Mg, Dller 7= = bnﬁ}.

It is immediate that the domain of T, is dense in sa (2 & B), that T, satisfies the
Leibniz inequality (see Definition (1.3)), and that T.(a,b) = 0 implies a = b = ¢1 for
some f € R.

Now, fix y € . (21) a state of . By [56, Proposition 2.2], for all a € dom (Lg(), we have
|a-pa) ”2[ < qdiam (2, DD, allll .. Thus, if u(a) = 0 and Ly (@) < 1, then

llally < gqdiam (A, D)L (a) < qdiam (A, D) (1 + Me)L(a).
|
by Eqn. (2.6)

Therefore, if T.(a, b) < 1, then ||bllg < lla— bllg + |l ally < kMe+ (1+ M)qdiam (2, ;). In
summary, we have proven the inclusion:

{(a,b) €D :Te(a,b) <1,u(a) =0} < {aedom (Ly) : 1D, allll, < 1, u(a) = 0}
x {bedom(Ly): Ly (b) <1,lbly < 1+ M)gdiam (A, D) + kMe} .

Since the set on the right hand side is compact as the product of two compact sets by [55,
59], and since the set on the left hand side is closed since T is lower-semicontinuous on
sa (A &B) (as the maximum of three lower semi-continuous functions over sa (2 @ 8)),
we conclude that the set on the left hand side is compact, hence T, is an L-seminorm,
by [55].

We now prove that the *-epimorphism jy : (a,b) € A & ‘B — a is a quantum isometry.
Let a € dom (Lg) with L¢(a) < 1. Then by assumption,

la—E(@)ly < kllllDy,allll ,,
< kleII[lDE,a]III% < kMe.

Moreover, again by assumption, |||[IDh,E(a)]III% < |||[IDh,a]|||%ﬂ < |||[D5,a]|||% < 1. Since
p commutes with [E(a) and with D), we estimate that

lltp2ap. E@1||| Ly = |21 E@)p||| p = 12 E@]Il , < 1.

Therefore, T:(a,E(a)) =1.

Since T.(a,b) = L.(a) = 1 by construction for all b € dom (Lgs), we conclude that jg
is indeed a quantum isometry.

We now prove that jg : (a,b) € A6 B — b is also a quantum isometry. Again, for
all (a,b) € dom(T,), by definition, T.(a, b) = Ly (b). On the other hand, ||b— bllg =0
and [II[D¢, blll ,, = |||p[th,b]p|||%ﬂ by assumption (since E(b) = b, so Assumption (5)
applies), so T, (b, b) = Lz (b). Therefore, indeed, jgs is a quantum isometry.
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Hence 7, = (A & B, T,, jo, jos) is a tunnel from (2, L) to (B,Ly). We now bound
above its extent. Let ¢ € .7 (A &‘B). Define v : a € A — ¢(a,E(a)). By construction,
eSS RA).If (a,b)eAeB and T.(a,b) <1, then:

lp(a,b)—y(a)l=lp(a,b)—¢(aE(a)l
=p(0,b-E(a)|
=p(0,E(a-b))|
< [|lE(a-b)ligy
<lla-Dblgy < kMe.
| I |
Ellg <1

Thus mkT, (@, %) < kMe. So Haus[mkT, | (.’ & B), j; (' () < kMe.
On the other hand, let 0 : b € 8 — (b, b). Again, 6 € . (*B). If (a,b) € A& B and
Te(a,b) <1, then
lp(a,b)—0(b)| = |p(a,b)—@b,b)|=|pla—Db,0)| < lla-blly < kMe.

Thus mkT, (¢,6) < ke. So Haus[mkT, | (7”@ & B), j3, (V' (B))) < kMEe.
We have thus established that y (1) < kMe.

We now build a modular tunnel (see Equation (2.8)), which will be turned into a met-
rical tunnel between the C*-correspondences induced by the spectral triples (2, 7, D,)
and (°B,ker D,, pDp). Let § > 0 be chosen so that Sp (D,) N (—6§,0) = {0}. Of course,

we obtain that (—g, g) NnSp (%IDU) = {0}. We choose a smooth function f; : R — R, sup-

ported on (—g, %), such that f(0) =1 and |f'(#)| < 25—8. As a consequence of our choice,
we estimate:

4¢? 26 42 2¢
||f’||L2(]R):\/Llf,(tﬂzdts\/‘[ﬂ{ﬁdt:\/??:z ?

By Lemma (2.3), it follows that for all ¢ € dom (D),

2
2.7 ||5—p§||%s4\/§.
We now set
2¢€
K. ::max{kM£,4\/ 3},

and for all (¢,n) € dom (D) @ kerD,,:

1
TN () = max{DNg(f),DN%(n), e ”Pf—’?“%}'
£
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We now check the modular Leibniz inequality for TN. If (a, b) € dom (6) xdom (Dsg) <
A®*B, £ e dom (D), and { € ker ID,,, we have:

Ipas—be| < |pas—bpé| -+ | bps - bE|
< |paé - pbé| ,» + 1bls | pé = |y

2
<lla-blig €l + 1Bl 4\/§TNE<5,()
2
< keTe(a, DN (&) + bl 4,/ §TNE<f,o

2
Smax{k£,4\/ gg}(TE(a, b) +ll(a, D)l 2) TN (S, 0).

Therefore, using the modular Leibniz inequalities for DN, and DNy, we conclude:
TNe((a,b) - (&,0) < (Tela, b) +ll(a, b)llo) TN, ).
By Lemma (2.3) applied to our f and to 1D, if ¢ € 7, then ||¢ — p&|| ,, < 41/ZEDN, (&)
by Equation (2.7), so
TN¢ (&, pé) = DNg(S).

Of course, TN, (n,m) = DN (1) for all € ker D,,. Hence, the maps Jy : (£,1) € I &
kerD, — & and Jos : (€,n) € 7€ & D, — 1 are both quantum isometries. Therefore,

(2.8) (A oker D, TN, A B, T,), (o, Ja1), s, Jos))

is a modular tunnel. By definition, its extent is the extent of (9, T, jy, jas), which is no
more than kMe.

We now turn this modular tunnel into a metrical one. The space ¢ @ ker ID,, is natu-
rally a C @ C Hilbert module, setting:

Y&, & n)et okerD, (&0, 0N cec=(EE 0, ),
and
Ve okerD, V(z,w)eCaC (&1n)(z, w) = (2&, wn).

Now, we set a. :=4 %E and:

Q:(z,w)eCadC — (ap +K,) 'z —wl.
We then get, for all £, € dom (D,), {,w € ker D, ndom (IDy,):
& - €0 v
<€ = P& | + &) s = (G 0) |
<[€=pEl sz nll p +1<PE=Cm | + [KEM) s = G, 0) |
< a:DN (DN (1) + Ke TN (6,0 |1 s + [€n = pmd s | + €, P — ) 1|
<@ TN OTN (1, 0) + Ke TNe (& O TN, 0) + [ — pm) | + [ pn — ) |
< (@ + K TN, ) TN O + 1N [0 = pnlly + 1C 12 | P -] 4
< (@e + K TNe, ) TNe (€0 + e TNe (6,)DNe () + Ke TN (€,) TN, (1, w)
< (@ + K TN, ) TN (€, 0 + (@e + K TN (O TN (1, w)
= (ae + Ke) - 2TN (8, O TN (n, w).
So
Qe ({0, M, ) cec) <2TNe(E )TN (0, w).
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Letusset fy : (z,w) e CoC — zand fy : (z,w) € Co C— w. It is straightforward to
check that fy and fg3 are quantum isometries onto (C,0). Therefore

((%lerDU)TNE)QyTE)C@CyQE))(]Ql)ley th)y (]‘Byj%) t‘B))

is a metrical tunnel. The extent of (C & C, Q,, fy(, t3) is at most (a. + K¢). Hence, the
extent of our metric tunnel is max{kMe, (a, + K¢)}.
We conclude by considering the action of [0, 00) by the unitaries ¢ € [0,00) — exp(i tD)
and t € [0,00) — exp(itpDyp).
Let first £ € dom (D). By Lemma (2.1), we observe that exp(itD;)p = exp(itpDyp) =
pexp(itDy)p, and:
lexp(itDe)¢ — exp(itpDp )| 1 = |lexp(itDe)s — exp(itDe) pi|| 4
= |lexp(i tDe) (€ - pé) |,
< [¢-pel e
| I—— |

exp(itDD¢) unitary

<4 2¢€
< \/5.

Therefore, we get that, for all w € dom (TN,) with TN (w) < 1, for all £ € dom (DN)
with DN(¢) <1, and forall £ = 0:

[<exp (i tD¢)E, Jou (w)) — (exp (it pDp p) pé, Joz (@) |
= |(exp(itD¢)é — exp(itpDy p)é), Jou (W)Y + (exp (i tpDp p)E, Jou (@) — Jop (@) 4
= [(exp(i tD) (€ — p&), Jo (@) 4y + {pexp(i tDy) pé, Jo (@) — Jog (@) |

= [(exp(itD¢) (& — pé), Jat () 4 + (exp(itDy) pé, pJo(w) — plg ()

p=p?=p*

< |(exp(itD¢) (€ — p&), Jou (@)) s | + [<exp(itDy) pé, pla (@) — Jop (@) )
| I |
pis=Ils
< |lexp(itDe) € — p&)|| ,p 1 @)l + 1€l | pIa (@) = Jos (@) | Ly
< @eDNg(E) TN (w) + DN (€) - Ke TN (w)
< ag+ Ke.

Therefore, for each ¢ € dom (D) with DN, () < 1, there exists 1 := p¢ such that for all
teR,

sup  [<exp(itDDe)E, Jo(w)) — (exp(itpDpp)n, Jo3 (W) | < ae + K.
wedom(TNg)
TNe(w)<1

Similarly, if n € dom (pDy, p) with DNgg (1)) < 1, then by setting & =, we also obtain for
all teR:

sup  [<exp(itDDe)E, Jy(w)) — (exp(itpDpp)n, Joz (W) | < Ke + ate.
wedom (TNg)
TNe(w)<1

So, forany ¢ = 0, the lt-covariant reach of 7 is at most K.+ a.. We note that lim._q a.+
K:=0.Set M :=a; + M;.
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We have thus shown that
sep ((exp(i tD¢))o<r<Mm,, (€xp(i tDsg))o<r<m, |T) < M.
Hence dis ((exp(i tD¢))o<t<M, , (€xp(i tDs))o<r<m, |T) < M, since x (1) < K < M,. There-
fore:
0 < ASPEC((, S, D), (B, ker Dy, pDyp)) < My <=2 0.
Our proof is complete. (I

A consequence of Theorem (2.5) is the following result on the convergence of the
bounded continuous functional calculus, and as a corollary, of the spectra of the Dirac
operators.

Corollary2.7. Under the same hypothesis as in Theorem (2.5), for any f € C,(R), and for
any sequence (€,,) e in (0,00) converging to 0, we have

lllglc}OAOP(f(Dx,gn),f(PIth)) =0,
and in particular,

Sp(pDyp) = {r}i_{&ln : (An) nelv convergent withVneIN A, € Sp (IDX,E,I)}

3. COLLAPSING TO A POINT

Our first application is to study what happens if we collapse a metric spectral triple
to a point. There are, in fact, infinitely many (metric) spectral triples over C, of the
form (C, .77, D), for any Hilbert space .77, and a self-adjoint operator D with compact
resolvent, where the action on C on 47 is of course z € C — z-id j. They all give us,
of course, the Lipschitz seminorm 0, but they are obviously not unitarily equivalent to
each other in general. Of central interest to us are the spectral triples (C, C",0), because
they naturally appear as limits of arbitrary metric spectral triples collapsed to a point.
Moreover, in that case, 7 is the dimension of the space of Harmonic spinors. Specifically:

Corollary3.1. If (2,57, D) is a metric spectral triple with 0 € Sp (ID), then:
1
lirréASPec((Ql, ,-D),(C,ker D,0)) =0.
£— I

Proof. Let pe (). The map a € A — p(a) € C is a conditional expectation. Moreover,
it is immediate that [D, u(a)] = 0.

Since (A, 77, D) is a metric spectral triple, we have by [55], for all a € 2p (see Equa-
tion (1.1)):

la—E(a)lly < qdiam (2, D)I[D, allll ,,.

Now, ID = 0+ ID (note: 0 is the horizontal component here, and ID the vertical direc-
tion), and the other hypothesis of Theorem (2.5) are now trivially met. We obtain the
desired conclusion. [l

If0 ¢ Sp (D), then there is no bounded sequence (1,,) ,ey With A, € nSp (D) = Sp (% D)
for all n € IN; let alone any such convergent sequence. So by Corollary (2.7), it is not npos-
sible for (A, .77, nD) e, let alone (A, 77, %ID), to converge to anything for the spectral
propinquity.

We now extend this first collapse result to products of metric spectral triples, with
one of the spectral triples Abelian.
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4. COLLAPSING C(X,2l)

Our next application of Theorem (2.5) is to collapse a product of two metric spectral
triples, with one of the two constructed over an Abelian C*-algebra. There are several
possible constructions of products of spectral triples, depending on whether they are
even or not. For our purpose, it turns out to be natural to begin with the case when we
take a product between an even and an odd spectral triple.

Definition 4.1. Let (2,57, D) and (%5, ¢, 8) are two spectral triples, such that there
exists a self-adjoint unitary y on 5# which commutes with 2l and anticommutes with D

(i.e.yisa Z/z grading for the even spectral triple (2, .77, ID)). We set:
ley$:=ID®1/ +ye®8,
defined on dom (D) ® dom (8) inside 7 ® _7 .

A simple computation shows that (A® B, ® #,ID x, 8) is a spectral triple. We also
note that, like with Lemma (2.4):

Lemma 4.2. Let (A,57,D) and (B, _#,8) be two spectral triples, with (U, ¢, D) even
with gradingy. Let D, :=D®1 g +y® 8. Forallce A B such that cdom (IDx) <
dom (D), we have: ‘

ma"{mw’@1/’01(“%]»|||[1jf®$,cl|| m/}sln[mx,cnnmj.

Proof. We observe that, since y? = 1 and yID = — Dy,

1
D1 4,0l = 3 (IDxclyel o) ~rel ,bxcl
and
1
[1%®$,c]:5([Dx,c](ycb1/)+(y®1/)[le,c]).

Our result now follows immediately. (]

Another, related, comparison between vertical, horizontal, and global components
can be gleaned from the above results, which will prove very helpful for our purpose.

Lemma 4.3. Let (2,57, D) be an even spectral triple with gradingy, and (B, / ,8) an-
other spectral triples. Let D« =D ®1 y +y® 8. Forallce A ® B such that cdom (D) <
dom (D), and for all p € .7 (*B) (resp. ¢ € ./ ()), we conclude:

112, Gdsy @) (N[ 5 < WD, €l gy (resp. [[[ 1D, (@ @1dsp) (@[] 5 <MD, llll g, 7 )
Consequently, for any p,u e 1), w,v € L (B), we have:
(4.1) mkp, (@ @ W, u®v) < mkp(p, 1) + mkg(y,v).

Proof. Let ¢ € .7 (%8), which we extend by Hahn-Banach theorem to a state of £(_¢),
still denoted by . Since v is a state, it is self-adjoint, so if b€ £(_#) and b* = —b, then
wb)= wb") =-yb),soyb) =0.
| I—
v self-adjoint
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Let c:Zj aj®b;with ay, ..., ax € dom(Lp) and by, ..., b, € dom(Lg).

(Idg ®) (D, cl) = Y[, a1y (b)) + ajyw((8,b;])

]
= D, ajly(b))+0
J

= (D,Y. ajy(b))]
7

= [, (Idgy ®y)(c)].
The conclusion extends since our derivations are closed.
Now, let c e dom (L) with Lx(c) <1and ¢,pe @), y,v e . (B). Then
lpey(c)—uevidl<lpdy(c—pew)l+|pey(c) —uevicl
< lp((Idy ®y) () — p(ddgy @y) ()] + [y ((u®Idyg)(c) — v((p e ldy)(c)l
| | I — |
Lp<l Lg<l
< mkp (@, u) +mkgy,v).
Hence Equation (4.1) holds as claimed. O

It is not generally known under what condition a product of metric spectral triples
is itself metric, even though some progress has recently made in [24]. However, such
a product is always metric when one of the two spectral triples is built over an Abelian
C*-algebra. For now, we continue with our focus on assuming the spectral triple over
the Abelian C*-algebra is even.

Lemma 4.4. Let X be a compact Hausdorf{f space. If (C(X), 5, D) is an even metric spec-
tral triple with grading y, and (A, ¢ ,8) is a metric spectral triple, then (C(X,20), ¢ ®
/ , D xy 8) is also a metric spectral triple.
Proof. We identify C(X,%() with C(X) ® 2 in the canonical way: f € C(X) actsas f® 1 7
onse® _¢,andacUactsas 1y ®a.

Set

dom(Ly):={fe€C(X,sa@)): fdom (D) < Dy, [Dx, f] bounded},

and L (f) = [[[ (2, f1ll| e s

Suppose L« (f) <1 for f € C(X,2(). Then by Lemma (2.4), the following holds:

it &5l <L(P <1

Thus, for each x € X, we have ||| (8, ()| s <L

By Lemma (4.3), we then observe that for any state ¢ € . () of 2, we have (1®
@) f € C(X) satisfies |||[lD,(1®(p)f]|||%ﬂ®f < |||[Dx,f]|||%®f < 1. So, for all x,x; € X,
identifying x, xo with their associated characters given by evaluation maps, we obtain,
since (C(X), ##, D) is metric by [56, Proposition 2.2]:

|[Dx’f® 1/‘”%@/
< mkp(x, xp)qdiam (C(X), D).

lp(f(x) —@(f(x0))| < mkp, (@x, Px,)

Hence

[| f(x) = f(x0)|| o < qdiam (C(X), D).
Moreover, the restriction of mkp to the space of characters of C(X), identified as a topo-
logical space with X when we endow the space of characters with the weak* topology,
gives a metric for the topology of X. The Lipschitz seminorm for this metric is less or
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equal to [|[[D, '””%’Qa/' Thus {f € C(X,2) : L« (f) < 1} is an equicontinuous family of
C(X).

Consequently, fixing xp € X, the set {f(x) : f € C(X,20), f(x0) =0,L« (f) <1} isasubset
of the compact set {a € A: Lg(a) <1, ally < qdiam (C(X), D)}. Therefore, {f € C(X,20) :
f(x0) =0,L«(f) < 1} is an equicontinuous family of functions over the compact space
X, and all valued in the common compact {a € 2(: L(a) < 1, ||lally < diam (C(X), D)}: by
Arzela-Ascoli’s theorem, we conclude that {f € C(X,2) : f(xp) = 0,L«(f) < 1} is totally
bounded. By lower semicontinuity of L, this set is in fact compact. By [59], our proofis
now complete. O

We now apply Theorem (2.5) to our product case, with an Abelian factor.

Theorem 4.5. Let (2,77, D) be an even metric spectral triple with grading v, and let
(B, 7, 8) be a metric spectral triple, with 2l or ‘B Abelian. If; for each € > 0, we set

1
Dy =D®1 54+ — 8),
€ 7 E(YX )

then (A®B, 4 ® 7,0 ;) is a metric spectral triple for all € > 0, and:
lir%ASPec (AeB, 70 F,D,), A, 7 eker8,D® lyerg) = 0.
E—>

Proof. By construction, letting p be the orthogonal projection from 7#® _# ontoker(1 j»®
§) =  ® ker §, we note that p = 1 5 ® g where q is the orthogonal projection from _#
onto ker §. Therefore, p commutes with a® 1 7 forallae 2, andwith D®1 7

Fix pe .Z(B). We define E: c e A ® B — (1 ® u)(c). By construction, E(a®1)=a®1
for all a € 2. Moreover, for all a € 2 (Lipschitz algebra) and b € *B:

18 E@®b)]=ae®[8§ ub)]=0.

By linearity and since [1_~ ® §,] is a closed derivation, we conclude that [1 ,» ® §, [E(-)] =
0, as required.
Now,

D1 ;,Elaeb) =D, apub) = (y ®u)‘”[lD®1j,a®b]H|%®j

so, again by linearity and since our derivations are closed,

lfwer, swonil,. , <[lwet aob],. .

Moreover, by definition of the projections p and g:
pibel y,a®llp=Q10req)(Dal®l s)1req) =[D,al®q
and thus “|p[D® 1 g,a® 1}]!7‘“%@% =D, alll .
Last,let ce A®B. Let p € Y (2), and ¥ € .7 (*B). Then, by Lemma (4.3):

lpey(c—TE) =lp®y(c— 1y ®u(c)l
=lp®w(c)—@®uol
< mkp (@, p) + emkg(w, ) < eqdiam (%5, §).

We thus meet all the hypothesis of Theorem (2.5), and our conclusion follows. O
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We now can extend our result to the case when we work with a spectral triple when
the non-collapsing piece is odd, rather than even. The idea is simply to choose two
anticommuting self-adjoint unitaries y; and y, on some finite dimensional space, and
apply Theorem (4.5) to the even spectral triple (2, 7 ® E, D ®y;), with grading 1 ,» ® y».
We thus get (flipping the second and third tensor factor):

Corollary 4.6. Let v, and y, be two anticommuting self-adjoint unitaries on a finite
dimensional vector space E. If (A, 50, D) and (°B, ¢ ,8) are two metric spectral triples,
one of which is Abelian, if we set:

1
Dye=Del y0y1+ly@ -8y,
£

ondom(D)®dom (§)®Ec s ®.S ®F, and if®B actson s ® ¢ ® E by extending the
following action on elementary tensors: (a® b)((®n®e) = al® bn®e, then (ASB, 7 ®
S ® E, Dy ) is a metric spectral triple for all e > 0, and:

lin%ASPec((Qleb%,jf@ I RE, Dy ), A, @kerDsg ® E,D® lyers ®y1)) =0.
E—

Proof. The triple (2,5 ® E,[D® Y1), were a € 2 acts as a ® 1, is an even spectral triple
with grading y». Our result follows by applying Theorem (4.5) (and flipping the factors
# and E). O

5. COLLAPSING NONCOMMUTATIVE PRINCIPAL BUNDLES

Let a be a strongly continuous and free action (precise definitions will be given later)
of a compact Lie group G on a unital C*-algebra 2. We denote by 5 :={ae®:Vge
G a8(a) = a} the fixed point C*-subalgebra of a. We assume that we are given a metric
spectral triple (%8, 74, Dss), where we identify B with its faithful image as an algebra of
operators over .7#. We also endow G with a left-invariant Riemannian metric, by choos-
ing some inner product (-, -); on the Lie algebra g of G. We fist review the construction
of Schwieger and Wagner in [69] of a metric spectral triple on 2 restricting on %5 to the
spectral triple (B, 7%, D3 ), and then we apply our Theorem (2.5) to show that the spec-
tral triple on 2 collapses to the spectral triple on 8 under shrinking of the metric on the
group.

We start with reviewing the decomposition of 2l induced by the action of G.

5.1. Decomposition of 2. The C*-algebra 2l can be decomposed into isotopic subspaces
for a, associated with the irreducible representations of G. We denote by G the set of
unitary-equivalence classes of irreducible representations of G, by abuse of notation,
we identify o € G with one of its representative, so o is seen, in practice, as a particular
choice of an irreducible representation of G, in such a way that any irreducible repre-
sentation of G is unitary equivalent to one in G. Since G is compact, all its irreducible
representations are finite dimensional, and, by abuse of notation again, we write dimo
for the dimension of the space V; on which o acts (which is obviously an invariant for
the class of all representations unitary equivalent to o).

Now, for any f € LY(G, 1), where A is the unique Haar probability measure of G, we
set:

(5.1) af:aeal—»f f(g)ad(a) dAg);
G
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we note that a is a bounded linear operator over 2, with |||af|||Ql = ||f||L1(G n- Of
particular interest is the usual conditional expectation form 2( onto ‘B,

(5.2) ]E:al:aeme ad(a)dM(g).
G

If ¢ € G is an irreducible representation, then the character of o is, by definition,
the continuous function y, : g € G — tr(o(g)), where tr is the normalized trace on the
algebra of dim(o) x dim(o) matrices. The spectral subspace, or isotopic subspace, of «
associated with o is then defined as:

(5.3) (o) :={acU:a=a’ (a)}.
The space 2((0) is a Hilbert right *8-module, with 25-valued inner product
Ya,beAo) {a,b)y =E(a"b).

Moreover, 2l is the closure of the sum & s2((0).

A key observation of [69] is that, under the additional assumption that «a is a free
action (see below), the space 2[(0) is actually isomorphic, as a *B-Hilbert module, to a
finitely generated projective *B-module. In order to explain this, we introduce another
version of spectral subspaces for a, called mutliplicity spaces, which are defined as fixed
point spaces as follows:

Ty0):={xeAV,:YgeG afeos(x)=ux}.

The relationship between the isotopic space and the multiplicity space is given by the
existence of a Hilbert right ©5-module isomorphism:

DOy Ty (0)® Vy; — A(0),

which extends the map a® v® w e Ty (0) ® V; — (v, w) a.

5.2. Free Actions. We now review some properties of free actions, see [66, 67, 68, 69].
We henceforth assume that « is free, which can be characterized in various manners;
for our present purpose, it seems best to use [68, Definition 3.1]: we therefore assume
that, for all o € G, we have 1o € (T'y(0),T'y(0))s3, where 1g is the unit of B. As ex-
plained in [68, Lemma 3.3], this implies in turn that there exists s1,..., Sx € 'y () such
that Zle (sj,sj)% = lgs. In [68, Lemma 3.3], a coisometry (which they call s in that

paper) from % := C* onto 2 ® V,, was defined by sending (z, ..., zg) to Z?zl Zjsj; we
denote the adjoint of this coisometry by s(o). To ease notation and construction ever so
slightly, we also define S(o) as the adjoint of the coisometry

k
(bl,...,bk) € %@% — Z Sjbj eA® Vy.
j=1

Note that S(o) is a ®B-linear map, and that it is in fact, valued in the multiplicity space
Iy (0), since the latter is a ®B-module. Also, S(o) restricted to Clg ® 7, = Ck is s(0).

The key here is that I'y( (o) is therefore a finitely generated projective module over ‘5,
i.e. it is isomorphic to P(0) (2B ® 7%;), where the projection P(0) is defined by P(0) :=
S(0)S(0)*. Using the isomorphism @, we then get that

(5.4) 2(0) = ®(P(0) (B ® H5) ® V).

In other words, 2((0) is also isomorphic, as a B-module, to a finitely generated projec-
tive B-module. Moreover, we can give a useful description of 2((0), as the closure in
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of the linear span of elements
(5.5) as(beve w) =0, (Po)(bev)eow)forallbeB,ve H#,;, we V,.

Furthermore, it is proven, with careful investigation of the above construction, that
agla;(beve w)) =a;(beveddw) forall ge G, be B, ve #; and w e V,. Since
2l is the closure of & s2((0), we thus obtain a description of 2 entirely in terms of 5
and various finite dimensional Hilbert spaces. This, in turns, enables the induction of a

spectral triple on ‘B to a spectral triple of 2.

Now, (13 ® s(0)*) : Hs ® HG — H2 ®A®V,, and thus p(o) = (1 ®s(0)) (1 ®s(0))*
is a projection of %y ® 7, since 1gs ® s(0) is an isometry. With this in mind, we define
p = &,.gp(0) ®idy, as acting on the Hilbert sum &, 5.75 ® 57; ® V5. We then define
the following Hilbert space, which up to tensoring with a Hermitian space carrying a

representation of spinors, will be part of our spectral triple:
(5.6) M = (8,05 ® Vz) and ), = p(Hy ® HG).

oeG

5.3. The Representation of 2 and G on J7,,. We will now describe Schwieger and Wag-
ner’s covariant representation of (2, G, @) on %ﬁ, [69].

First, as explained in [69], we can fix that V] = C = 4 and p(1) is the identity, where
1€ G is the trivial representation (note that 2((1) = 8). Then, we can extend the map
o € G — S(0) to a map from the class of all (unitary classes of) representations of G in
a functorial way, by setting, for any unitary representation o of G, with decomposition
o= @?:10]- in irreducible representations o1,...,04 € G:

S(0) =}, S(0)).
With this in mind, we introduce, for all o € G (a word of caution about notation: Oy is
called y, in [69] ):
S5:beB— S(O)(bely,)S(0)" € B L(Hy),
and, forall o,7 € G:
w(0,7) =So®1)S(0)*S(1)* € B L(H, ® I, Hier).

(5.5)

With the above notation, we will actually build a *-representation 7 of 2 on 7}, as
below.

Firstly, recall that the linear span of the elements

Woel®vew):=so)s@) Eov)ow:oeG,Ee My, ve Hy, we V)
is dense in J7), = p (% ® J%;) . Moreover the linear span of the elements
(5.7) {as(ben®v) =0, (s(0)* (ben ®v) :0eG beB,ve #yne Vyl

is dense in 2. (See Equation (5.4) and [69, Equation (1)] for the definition of ®,.) Now,
chosen an element a, (b ® v ® w), and chosen ¥ ({ ® w ®n), then the representation 7,
of 2 on J7, = p (s ® J5) is defined by [69, Equation (21)]:

(5.8) Tplag(b@v® w))Y:({®wen) = Yger (W(0,T)6:(h)13((® VWO W M),

where x € A®C — x13 € A® B®C is the linear extension of the map a®c € A®C— a®l®c.

Since {a;,(b®ve® w):0 € G beB,ve g, w € Vy} is dense in 2), and the linear span
of fyg®vew):oc¢€ G,E € Jy,v € Hy,w € V) is is dense in 77}, it is a technical
matter to check that these formulas indeed define a *-representation 7, of 2 on %, =

p (s ® HG).
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We also define a representation u of G on J%), = p (Jf5 ® %) by: if g € G, let
(5.9) Wy E@vew) =y, Eeveaiw).

Thus defined, u extends to a unitary representation of G on .¢,. Owing to properties of
the isometries S(o) [68, Lemma 3.3][69, Lemma 3.1], It is shown in [69, Theorem | that
(mp, u) is a indeed the sought-after covariant representation of (2, G, @) on J¢,. More-
over, by construction, the fixed point subspace of u is exactly 7%y ® 74 ® V) = 7%.

In the rest of this section, we will identify 2 with 7, (), writing 7}, as a left 2(-module
and dropping the symbol 7.

We will also drop the subscript p when it is clear from the context that we are consid-
ering 7, or u.

5.4. The Hilbert Space and Spectral Triple Operators. We recall that we are given a
metric spectral triple (B, 7%, Dss). We denote by B its Lispchitz algebra, i.e.

B :={beB:bdom (Ds3) < dom (Dsy), [Dss, b] is bounded }.

We will detail below the construction of the spectral triple (2, 7%, Dg) on 2 that re-
stricts to the fixed-point spectral triple (B, .74, Ds) on B.

For our construction, we fix a Hermitian space i, and (dim G) +1 anticommuting
self-adjoint unitaries yy,...,Ydim¢ acting on i, — i.e. we choose some finite dimen-
sional representation of the Clifford algebra of C1™*1, We then set, as the prospective
Hilbert space for our spectral triple:

%Q( = % ® %pin-

The actions 7, and u of 2 and G on 7}, we defined in Equations (5.8) and (5.9) are
extended to actions on .7%y in the following (trivial) way:

(5.10) T = (ﬂp®lﬁf§pin)’ uy = (u®l p

spin
In the rest of this section, we will identify 2 with g (), writing % as a left -

module and dropping the symbol 7g.
We now define, on the subspace

p(®,cgdom (D) ® 5 ® Vi) ® Hipin S Hay,
the operator:
Dy = (8,6 (plo) Dy ®id ) pl0)) @ 1y ) @70,

and without further mention, we also write ID;, for the closure of the above operator,
which is indeed essentially self-adjoint. Moreover, when restricted to 7% ®C®C®jﬁpm,
the operator DD, equals Dgs ® 1, ;7. ® Yo.

As seen naively from its definition, and established carefully in [69], the operator Dy,
commutes with the action u, namely for all g € G, we have u8dom (D) < dom (ID},) and

u8dy, = Dpus.

So far we followed a natural pathway for extending the spectral triple over 8 to 2,
but till here our construction has no information on the “vertical” direction along the
orbits of the action «, and this presents itself, among other things, by the fact D}, has no
compact resolvent. We now address this matter by defining the vertical component of
our prospective spectral triple over 2.
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To this end, we follow Rieffel’s construction [55]; see also [18]. For all ¢ in the algebraic

sum @ ;.o ts ® 5 ® Vg, the following limit is well-defined for any left invariant vector

field X € g:
1
Ox& = ltl_r% n (uP D¢ _¢).

Fix an orthonormal basis ey, ..., e of the Lie algebra g of G, for (-, ), and write 6]- =
aej foreach je{l,...,d}, with d :=dimG.
We then set D, to be the closure of the essentially self-adjoint operator

d
D,:= Zaj@yf on jfm:%@’jﬁpin-
j=1

The kernel of I, is by construction %3 ® C® C ® Hgpin = A ® Hgpin.

Remark5.1. We also remark that as ID, commutes by construction with the action u of G
on 7% which, in turn, is used to define ID,; so the operators D, and ID;, anti-commute.

For the construction to move forward, we assume that:
VbeBo: sup||[(Des ® Ly, 6: D] 15,00 <©
176G
and

VoeG: suplliiDys ®1,00, D]l 4,4 <+oo.
1€G

Under these assumptions, the spectral triple constructed in [69] is then given as
(A, 7%, D) where Dy := Dy, + D,,.
The fact this triple is indeed a spectral triple is seen by noting the dense subspace
2o :=Span{as(be®ve w):0e G beBy,ve H, we Vy}
indeed has bounded commutator with Dy (see Theorem [69, Theorem 5.9]), and Dg

thus defined has a compact resolvent, as needed.

5.5. The Noncommutative G-Principal Bundles Convergence Result. In this section,
we apply Theorem (2.5) to those noncommutative G-principal bundles which are in-
deed equipped with a metric spectral triple.

Let ¢ : G — [0,00) be the distance from the unit e of G, as computed using the Rie-
mannian metric given by the translates of (:,-) ;. We denote the diameter of G for this
metric by diam (G, ¢), which is a finite number since G is compact. Let A be the Haar
measure on G.

We begin with a useful lemma, due to Rieffel [55, Proof of Theorem 3.1], which we
include for convenience and to adapt it to our current notation.

Lemma5.2. Forany f € L'(G,A), with f =0 and [, f dA =1, and for all a € 2y, we have:
a-af @] <dimG [ fi@)¢(g1aAE) D0l

where al is defined in Equation (5.1). Moreover for D € {IDy,, D, Dy} we have:

10,0 @], <1D. @l 4.
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Proof. We define, for a € 2, the map
da:Xeg—dxa.

The map da is linear, and thus bounded (since g is finite dimensional).
Let g € G. first note that if ¢ : [0,1] — G is a smooth path from the unit e of G to g,
then

1 d
—_ a8 — c()
[a—a8 @)y “fo dt(a (a))dtHQl

s j;; | @cw @ o dt

1
A
<lldali? [ ¢ ]t

<llidall} ¢(g).

Now, by the triangle inequality, since (ey, ..., e4) is an orthonormal basis of g for (:,-)¢,
we conclude that

g : .
lidallly < dim(G) egmax 0@y -
Since )
0ja®lyy,, = 5([lDy,a](1®Yj)+(1®Yj)[1Dy,a]),

we conclude that
IIIdaIIISl < dim(G)III[IDv,a]IIIWQ(.

Therefore, for all g€ G,
|a—a @]y < dim@G (@D, allll -

Therefore,
|a-of @) :H f fl@adA(g) - f f(g)ag(a)dug)”
A G G 2A
stf(g) [a—ad(@)|y dA(g)
< [ dim(G)£(©)¢(e)- Dy, alll 5, dA®
~dim(G) [ (€ dAE) Dy, alll
as claimed.

Let D € {Dy, Dy, Dg}. Since D is self-adjoint, the seminorm |||[D,7r(-)]|||%,él is lower
semicontinuous, and therefore, since [ fdA =1:

H|[D,af(a)]|H%sfcf(g)|||[D,ag(a)]|||% dA(g)

sff(g)H(ug[D,aJu(g’l’H dA(g)
G

S
= j;} WD, allll 1, dA(g) = ID, allll ., ,

and our proof is concluded. ([l

We now provide a sufficient condition to ensure that the spectral triple (2, .7, Dy()
is indeed metric.
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Lemma5.3. If forallo € G, the set

{ae o) by alll 4, <1 lale <1}
is compact, then the spectral triple (U, 5%, D) is metric.
Proof. Fix a state p € . (*8), and set ¢ := poIE, where It is defined in Equation (5.2). By
construction ¢ € .(2), and ¢((0)) = 0forall o € G\{1}. Let a € A with [||[Dg, a] |||%Jm <
1 and ¢(a) = 0. First, if we set G =& __xs5 ® Vg, then:

oeG
Do, E@]ll , = ||| [P, E(@]® 1y & Yoll| 1,

= Dy, E(@]l 4

<1
while u(E(a)) = ¢(a) = 0 (note: E(a) acts on % via ms3, and via g on %y, as ex-
plained above). By [55, Propostion 1.6] we conclude that | E(a)lly < qdiam (B, Dy ®7y)
.Now, |a-E(a)llg < kllI[Dy, a]lllj%( < k with k:= dim(G)diam (G, £) by Lemma (5.2), so
(5.11) lally < lla-TE(a) gy + ITE(@) |l

< k+qdiam (B, Dsg ® 7).
Lete > 0. By [29], there exists f € L' (G, A) with f =0, [ f(8)dA() =1, [; f(8)0(8) dA(g) <

m, and a finite subset F € G, such that the range of af lies in ®scr(0). By Lemma
(5.2), we conclude that

o “ <
Ha a’ (a) (S
and, moreover,

‘H[Dh’“f(“) <Py, allll 1, <1.

e
Write ¢ := af (a). Now, for each o € F, let ¢y = a¥? (c) (notation as in Equation (5.3)); of
course, ¢ =) ,¢r Cs- We have, again by Equation (5.11) and the definition of c;:

lcollgy < liclay < k+qdiam (B, Ds ®y) and Dp, collll 1 < NUDR, €Ul 4 < 1.

In summary, we have shown that:

{ce 2A: llcllg < k+qdiam (B, Dsg ® 7)), Do, cllll 1, < 1}

c sum(n {c €A(0): el < k+qdiam (B, Dos ® o), 11D, clll 5, < 1})
o€cF

where sum: (¢5) ;¢ — LoeF €. Of course, sum is continuous; therefore, by assumption,
{c eA:lcly < k+qdiam (B, Dy ® 7o), ”l[mh’d”'%( < 1} is compact as the image of a
compact set by a continuous map. So, in particular, this set is totally bounded, so there
exists a %-dense subset S of that set.
So, there exists d € S such that ||a/ (@) — d| o < §. Therefore,
la—dly < Ha—af(a)“m + “af(a) —dHQl < g + g =¢.
We now have established that the set

{ae2t:p@=0,lDa, alll , <1}

is totally bounded. Since it is closed, and since 2l is complete, it is compact. Therefore,
by [59, Theorem 2.1], our proof is complete. O
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An action is cleft when the isometry s(o) can be chosen unitary for all o, and thus
p(0) = lgg, foreacho € G. Cleft actions are always free, and include some interesting
examples. In fact, several of the examples are really of the following type, which, for this
paper, will already open up various interesting situations.

Corollary 5.4. If. for each o € G, there exists a linearly independent finite set U(o) of
unitaries of (o) such that A(0) = {¥ yey ) bvv: by € B}, and Dy, v] = 0 for each v €
U(0), then a is cleft, and (U, 7y, Dyy) is metric.

Proof. Let o € G and let a € 2(0) with

lallg <1and |[|[Dy, a |||%l <L
Let U(o) = {vy,...,v4}. There exists by,...,b,; € B such that a = Z?Zl bjv;. By assump-
tion, since [Dy, v;] = 0, we have:

d
[(Dp,al = Z [Dp, bj

Also, if we define the conditional expectation IE as in Equation (5.2), foreach j € {1,...,d},
we have:

bj=E(av}), whichimplies by <llalla<1.
Thus, we compute:

162, b1l gy = 1120 DA sy 00 00
<llt2s, b,

- |“[1Dh»E(“U;)]|“%n

d
< 8Dy, Y. bkvkv;f]u(g_l)H dr(g)
k=1 Sy
d
] o
¢ k=1 S
d
=||Pp, Y brvglv
k=1 oy
d
= | 22 [Pn, bl vi v}
k=1 Sy
d
<||| 3 Dy, bl vk
k=1 Sy
= DPp, allll ,,, <1.

We thus have proven:
{ac(@): 1Dy, alll 4, <1 lala <1} <

m(ﬁ

{beB s, bl 4, < 1,15l < 1})
j=1
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where sum : (bj);?:1 € B4 27:1 bjv;. Since (B, #%, Dgs) is metric, the set {b € B :
[[[[Dgs, b]llléf% < 1,Iblls < 1} is compact, and since sum is a continuous map, we con-

clude that the right hand side set is compact. So {a eA(0) : Dy, al |||€%%l < 1,]lallg < 1}

is totally bounded. As itis a closed set, since Dy, is self-adjoint and thus [y, -] is a closed
derivation, this set is compact. Our result now follows from Lemma (5.3). O

Now, the construction of ID,, hence D, depends on our choice of a metric over G.
If we replace (-,-)¢ in our construction by &(-,-)¢, then let us denote by D% the vertical
operator constructed above, and D¢ := Dy, + D%. A direct computation shows that D¢ =
%ID,,. Of course, “collapsing” the fibers means taking the metric along the fiber to 0, i.e.
£to 0.

We are now ready to state our main result for this section, which will follow from
Theorem (2.5):

Theorem 5.5. Under the assumption of this section, if we set D := Dy, + D%, = D, + %IDU,
then:

lln(l) ASPEC((Q[, %er DE)r (%r %‘B ® %pin; D% ® /}/0)) = 0
E—
Proof. We will verify that the hypotheses of Theorem (2.5) are satisfied. First of all, Hy-

potheses (1) and (2) of Theorem (2.5) are met, thanks to our choice of yy,...,y4; in fact
we note that for all a in the Lipschitz algebra of (2, 7%y, Dg(), by Lemma (2.4) we have:

1
maX{III (D, allll 1 » ———== Iy, a]lllj&} < Py, allll 4 -

VdimG

Next, by construction, the kernel of D, is 7 ® (C ® C) ® H5pin = Hs ® Hpin (cf. Equa-
tions (5.8) and (5.10) for the restriction of the action to B). The projection q : 5% —
ker D, is thus just the projection onto %3 ® (C ® C) ® #pin. By construction, pg =
qgp = g, and g commutes with IDj; so Hypotheses (3) and (4) are satisfied. Moreover:

qDpq = (D3 ®1), 7, ®Y0),

Now, since gb = bq :

(5.12) lat2s b1l s, = 1 Pn. bl g, = (11235 @ 15, 700, By
= 1102 & 0. Blll gyt

Hypothesis (5) is satisfied since (2B, 7% ® SZpin, D ® Yo) is obviously metric: for all
b € sa (°B) which boundedly commute with Dgs,

1P @7, Bl .5, = NP, By
moreover, (D + N le Yo= Dy ®yox )7L, and since Yo acts on the finite dimensional
space #spin, we conclude that (B, H ®j‘f§pm, Doy ®7y) isindeed a metric spectral triple.

To check Hypothesis (6), let A be the Haar probability measure over G. We define the
conditional expectation IE as in Equation (5.2), by, for all a € 2:

E(a) ::f ad(a) dA(g).
G
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Asiswell-known, [E(a) € B, and in fact, It is a conditional expectation onto ‘8. Moreover,
since ID;, commutes with u, and since the derivation [, -] is closed, we conclude:

DR E@)l Ly, = H fG (D, uf au'® ") dA(g)

S
stmug[th,Cl]bt(g_l)mjﬁZl dr(g)

= P, allll , -

Together with Equation (5.12) this proves the hypotheses concerning the horizontal op-
erator in Hypotheses (6). We now turn to the vertical component. First, [ID,, b] = 0 by
construction for all b € 8. Moreover, following [55, proof of Theorem 3.1], see Lemma
(5.2) for details, we also note that there exists k > 0 such that:

la—E(@lla < kI, allll ,, -

We therefore have all the needed assumptions to apply Theorem (2.5), and get our
conclusion. (]

5.6. Examples. We now provide a few examples of collapse based upon Theorem (5.5).

We begin with certain C*-crossed-products. Let 2 = B x4 Z¢, for some unital C*-
algebra 98 and some action a of Z% on 8. Let @ be the dual action of T on 2l. Of course
T4 = 74. Note that the fixed point C*-subalgebra 2((0) of & is B, and more generally, for
each (ky,..., kg) € 74, the isotopic component A(k) is %vfl vsd, where vy,...,v, are
the canonical unitary in 8 x4 Z (i.e. the canonical copy of C*(Z4) = C(T?) in 2 is the
C*-subalgebra generated by vy,...,v4).

Let now (B, 7%, IDs3) be a metric spectral triple such that:

By = {be%:kseuZpdm[ID,ak(a)]mf% <oo}

is dense in 8 — such an action « is called equicontinuous. In this case, as seen in
[69, Section 6], the spectral triple constructed above can be described as follows. Let
Yo,...,Ya be a choice of d + 1 anticommuting self-adjoint unitaries acting on C41. On
its natural domain inside #% ® ¢2(Z%) ® C%*1, the Dirac operator Dy above become:

d
Do =Dx®1spza)®y0+ Z Zi®Yj,
I [ |

=Dy, [
—D,

where Z jis the closure of the unique linear operator such that Z fi &®n) :(z1,...,2q) €
74 — zjn(z1,...,24)¢ for all { € Iy, 1 € 02(Z%), and we identify % ® 2(7%) with
0279, o).
By Corollary (5.4), we thus conclude that the spectral triple (2(,.7%, Dg() is metric if

(2B, 7%, D) is, and moreover, by Theorem (5.5):
Corollary5.6. Under the assumption above,

lim ASP((B, 7 ® C7, Doy ® Yo), (A, a1, De)) = 0.

E—»

In particular,

Sp (ID% ®y0) = {r}ggo&n : (An) new convergent sequence such thatVneIN A, € Sp

for any choice of sequence (€,,) ,e in (0,00) converging to 0.

1
Dh+_DZ})})
En
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We now turn to the example of the quantum 4-torus of [69, Section 7]. We start with a
quantum 4-torus ng generated by the four canonical unitaries u;, uy, us, us. We restrict
the gauge action of T on 23 to the torus T? = {(1,1)} x T> = T*, so if (21, 22) € T?, then

(z1,22) (z1,22)

a2 () = uy, PPy = up, a uz = z1uz and a Uy = ZoUy.

The fixed point C*-algebra of a is of course the quantum 2-torus 22, generated by u; and
uy — the matrix 0’ is well-defined by this simple description modulo an integer-valued
matrix. Moreover, the isotopy subspaces for a are classified by pairs of integers, and for
all k,1 € Z, we have ng(k, D= (Q[g,) u§ ufl. As above, we can follow Rieffel’s construction
to obtain a spectral triple (23, L*(23) ® C*, D) where L*(23) is the GNS space for the
canonical tracial state of A* (i.e. the conditional expectation for the dual action of T,
and

4
D = the closure of Zlaj QY
]:
where 0; is defined as the generator of the action ¢ € Ra® ) where

zj:teR—(1,...,expRin1),...,1),
e — |

Jj-th position

and the y1,...,y4 matrices are again anticommuting self-adjoint unitaries on C*.
For all € > 0, we define ID, as the closure of

1 1
61 ®Y1 +62 ®Y2+ 563 ®’)/3+ E64 ®’)/4.

Similarly, we have a canonical spectral (5,, L*(2Z,), D").
Thus, we may again apply Corollary (5.4), and then, Theorem (5.5), to obtain the
following collapse.

Corollary5.7. With the assumption as above,
lim ASPeC((45, L2 (), De), (A3, L2 (A2), D)) = 0.

e—0*
6. COLLAPSING COMMUTATIVE SPIN U (1)-PRINCIPAL BUNDLES: THE SMOOTH
PROJECTABLE CASE [3, 4]

In this section we present an example of an application of our Theorem (2.5) to clas-
sical spaces, that is the case of smooth projectable principal Riemannian closed spin
manifold U(1)-bundles with smooth quotient space, see [3, 4, 64, 63]. We will write U(1)
for the circle group T here, to keep the notations in our references. Our hypotheses here
are as in the work of Ammann and Ammann and Bér in [3, 4]. (See below for the precise
definitions.) More general set-ups are considered in the literature, also in the context
of Gromov-Hausdorff limits of manifolds for closed manifolds with bounded curvature
and volume, see e.g. [17, 48, 49, 50]; see also in the case of orbifold quotients the pa-
pers [64, 63]. Moreover some of the cited results (in the form of factorization) have been
extended to suitable noncommutative settings for example in [16], [23] [10], [11], [12],
[72]. To simplify matters, throughout this section we will assume that the group U(1)
acts smoothly, freely and isometrically on the spin closed manifold M, so that the asso-
ciated U(1)-principal bundle is a Riemannian submersion which has a manifold quo-
tient space N. We assume the all of the manifolds we consider are spin and that (when
relevant) their spin structures are projectable, see below for the precise definitions. This
principal U(1)-bundle framework includes in particular the classic example of Hitchin
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of the Hopf fibration [22], as well as actions of U(1) on tori. We will refer to the case of
U(1)-principal bundles of the above type, as the smooth projectable case.

Our goal is to use the structure detailed in [3, 4] and Theorem (2.5) to prove conver-
gence, under rescaling of the metric by € > 0 in the vertical direction, with respect to the
spectral propinquity of a bounded variation of the Dirac spectral triple on M to the Dirac
spectral triple on N. Even in the classical cases of [3, 4] this gives, besides convergence
of the eigenvalues, a stronger convergence of the continuous functional calculus.

For simplicity’s sake we will assume in the sequel that the dimension n of N is even.
Mutatis mutandi, our constructions will also apply when the dimension 7 of N is odd.

6.1. Collapsing Commutative Smooth Projectable Spin U(1)-Bundles [3, 4]. We now
recall the context of [3, 4, 64, 63]. We refer to these references for more details.

We suppose that U(1) acts smoothly, freely and isometrically on the closed connected
Riemannian spin manifold (M, &) of dimension (n +1). Assume that n even. The base
space N will carry the unique Riemannian metric g such that the projection

w:(M,§)—(N,g)

is a Riemannian submersion. In particular we view M as the total space of an U(1)-
principal bundle over the base space N := M/U(1).

The U(1)-action induces a Killing vector field K on M. To keep the discussion simple
we will assume that the length ¢ := ||[K]| > 0 is constant on M, that is, the fibers of =
are assumed to be totally geodesic of equal length 27 ¢. We also note that one can relax
this equal length assumption, see [4, Remark 4.2]. Here too, the case of fibers of non-
constant length could be handled by a slight generalized version of Theorem (2.5); we
leave to the interested reader to formulate it. However, in the interest of simplicity, we
assume here that all of the fibers have equal length.

The metric g can be characterized in the following way. Let K/¢ denote the normal-
ized Killing vector field associated to the U(1) action and let

(6.1) fi=01,...,fn=04

be the canonical (local) orthonormal frame on N. Then

Fi= {90=K/[y91=51,...,en=5n}

where X denotes the horizontal lift of a vector field X with respect to the connection
w, is a local orthonormal frame for g. (This convention of using ~ for lifts will also be
used or spinor fields, Christoffel symbols, etc. throughout this section.)

Denote by

F=1el}j=0,.n
the dual frame to § for 1-forms.

This U(1)-principal bundle has a unique connection 1-form iw: TM — iR such that
ker w|, is orthogonal to the fibers for all m € M; here we choose w = ¢’. The connection
has a curvature 2-form dw. For example in the case of the Hopf fibration the curvature
is —2ie' Ae? [22], [53].

As the metric & on M is completely characterized by the connection 1-form iw, the
fiber length 27¢ and the metric g on N, we can express the Dirac operator Dy; on M
in terms of w, ¢, and g. This allowed Ammann and Bir [3, 4] to analyze the behavior of
the spectrum for collapsing U(1)-fibers. In the projectable case there is convergence of
eigenvalues, and we will use the structure detailed in [3, 4] to also prove convergence
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of the associated perturbed Dirac spectral triple under rescaling of the metric in the
vertical direction.

The U(1)-action on M induces a U(1)-action on the SO-frame bundle Pso(M). A spin
structure ¢ : Pspin (M) — Pso (M) will be called projectableif this U(1)-action on Pso (M)
lifts to Pspin (M). Otherwise it will be called nonprojectable.

Any projectable spin structure on M induces a spin structure on N. On the other
hand, any spin structure on N canonically induces a projectable spin structure on M
via pull-back.

@:=m"p xe, Oni1: 7 SPIN(N) X spin(n) SPIn(n+1) — Psom) (M) xsom) SO(n+1)

yields a spin structure on M.

By rescaling the metric § on M by the factor € > 0 along the fibers while keeping it the
same on ker w we obtain a 1-parameter family of metrics g on M for which 7, : M — N
(where 7, is given pointwise by the same formula as ) is still a Riemannian submersion,
with fibers of length 27 ¢, where ¢, := ¢ ¢, is the length of the Killing field.

To main idea used in the proof of the main result of Ammann and Ammann-Bér (re-
ported as Theorem 6.2 below) is to decompose the Dirac operator D) on M as a sum of
a vertical Dirac operator, a horizontal Dirac operator, and a zero order term, very much
as we have seen in prior sections. This decomposition is respected when we shrink the
metric on the fibers by €. In order to define the horizontal and vertical Dirac operators
we first need to introduce some additional definitions.

If we denote by X, (resp. £,) a unitary representation of Spin(n + 1) (resp. Spin(n))

of dimension 2[%] (resp. 2[%]), we define the spinor bundle of M (resp. N) by M =
Pspin (M) X spin(n+1) Zn+1 (resp. XN := Pspin (N) X spin(m) Zn). The action of U(1) on Pspin (V)
induces an action of U(1) on the spinor bundle ~ M which we denote by x. A spinor with
base point m will be mapped by k(e?) to a spinor with base point m - e'’. We define the
Lie derivative of a smooth spinor V¥ in the direction of the Killing field K by

d . )
(6.2) Lr(¥)(m) = —lr=o(e W m-e')).
Since Zx is the differential of a representation of the Lie group U(1) on [2(ZM), we
get the decomposition

(6.3) L*EM) =P Vi
keZ
into the eigenspaces Vi of Zx for the eigenvalue ik, k € Z. The U(1)-action commutes
with the Dirac operator D); on M, hence this decomposition is preserved by IDy,.
We will also use the convention that any r-form « acts on a spinor ¥ by

y@V¥:= ) alep,...,e;)y(ey)--yle;,)¥

i1 <--<iy

where the e; form an orthonormal basis of the tangent space.
The spinor covariant derivative differs from the Lie derivative in the direction ey of
the Killing field by:

¢ ¢
(6.4) Veo = Loy + n Y(dw) = Loy + Y. yldw(ejex)).
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In light of the above difference between V,, and d.,, we define the vertical Dirac op-
eratorby

(6.5) D, :=y(K/0) %k.

For later reference, we also define the zero order terms
1 1
Z:=—Zy(K/£)Y(dw), V:=—Z€y(K/€)Y(dw).

Next we associate to the U(1)-bundle M — N the complex line bundle L := M xy)
C with the natural connection given by iw. Recall that if L is a line bundle, then by
convention L¥ := L®F and L% := (L*)®k,

In [4] it is shown that when 7 is even there is a natural homothety of Hilbert spaces
(which is an isometry since our fibers have constant length)

Qr:I*GENeo L% - v,
which commutes with Clifford multiplication and such that the horizontal covariant
derivative is given by (recall that tilde’s are use to denote lifts.)

¢ -
VzQr(W) = Qr(Vx¥) + 1 YK/ Oy (Vx)Qr(P)

where Vy is the vector field on N satisfying dw(X,-) = (Vy, -).

Then the horizontal operator Dy, : L*(ZM) — L?(ZM) is defined as the unique closed
linear operator, such that on each V; it is given by the formula below, where VY denotes
the covariant spinor derivative on N associated to the Levi-Civita connection on N, and
kV* is the covariant derivative on the bundle L% associated to the connection iw. (Note
that now we switched order of the tensor product factors so that the vertical direction
corresponds to the 0 value of the index.)

(6.6) Dy L*(EM) — L*(EM):  Dyly, = QroDjo Q"
n
. N

(6.7) where D) = ;(1L_k®yl-)(1®vﬁ +kVi ®1).

with D;l . the twisted (of charge k) Dirac operator on L% ® [2(ZN). Moreover, we have
Y(K10)Qr(¥) = Qk(cy(dvol,)¥) with c € {1,i,-1,—i} depending on n and the represen-
tation of the Clifford algebra Cl,.; . Since y(dvol,;) anticommutes with any twisted Dirac
operator on N, we know that y(K/¥¢) anticommutes with Dy,.

By putting everything together, it follows that

n
(6.8) Dy=Y Veyle)=Dy+Dy+V,with V= —i 0y (K1) y(dw).
i=0

We will now list below the commutation relations between the operators in our con-
struction:

Since y(dvol,) anticommutes with any twisted Dirac operator on N, we know that
Y(K/¢) anticommutes with D; and hence with y(K/¢) [4, Page 241]; therefore it also
anticommutes with the vertical operator D, = y(K/¢) Zx; therefore the squares of the
vertical and horizontal Dirac operators can be simultaneously diagonalized.

We now rescale the metric in the vertical direction by € > 0. Everything can be de-
fined very much as in the case € = 1 detailed above, with the exception of the symbols
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and formulas being decorated by € or % . More in detail, by [6], after the rescaling, the

classical Dirac operator 1Dy, associated to (M, §¢) and defined on I[?(ZM,) can now be
reinterpreted as the operator

1
(6.9) Dy, = 7

Indeed, the rescaling of the metric corresponds to the rescaling of the spinors in the
vertical component by ¢, while the Dirac operator does not change for this type of rescal-
ing. The term % takes care of all of the changes, [6].

This alternative interpretation of the classic operator Dy, on (M, &) as a rescaled
Dirac operator defined on XM will be used in the rest of this section as needed.

In cases such as the ones described in [64], in which the change of the metric is more
general than just vertical rescaling by €, one has to take into account more explicitly the
isomorphism between M, and XM, as well as the way the Dirac operator transforms
under this isomorphism, which lead to formulas that are more complicated than what
described here, see e.g. [6] and [63, 64, 65].

Associated with the rescaling, we have:

D,+D,+V, definedon LZ(ZM).

(1) The rescaled Killing vector has norm ¢, = ¢ € and the length of the fibers is 27 ¢.
(2) We have [3, Page 38]

1
Dy, = 5Dy + Dy + Ve on L*(ZM).
£

with

Ve i=—(1/4) Loy (K1 ;) y(dwe) on L2 (EM).
(3) The Ammann and Bér collapsing condition is, for € — 0 [3, Equation (1)]:

(6.10) le—0, |ledwe] —0 fore— 0.

Remark 6.1. In [64] the Ammann and Bér collapsing condition of Equation (6.10) is
weakened to (¢, dw,) converging to a bounded operator.

The main result of [3, 4, 64, 63] is the following theorem:

Theorem 6.2. (3, 4, 64, 63] ) Let (M, §) be a closed Riemannian spin manifold, and let
U (1) actisometrically on M. We assume that the orbits have constant length2n ¢, which is
equivalent to them being totally geodesic. Let N = M /U (1) carry the induced Riemannian
metric, which we will call g. Let E — N be a Hermitian vector bundle with a metric
connection VE. Let g. be the metric on M described obtained by shrinking g in the vertical
direction, with constant length of the fibers equal to ¢ .= 2nl¢.

We suppose that the spin structure on M is projectable and that N carries the in-
duced spin structure. Let |11, l2,... be the eigenvalues of the twisted Dirac operator lZ)ﬁ,
on*(EN)® E.

Then we can number the eigenvalues (A ;(€¢)) of the twisted Dirac operator

j€eIN,keZ.
Dyre on M for . on L*(EM) ® n*E such that they]depend continuously on ¢, and such
that for ¢, — 0:
(1) Foranyje NandkeZ

CeAj(le) = k.

In particular, /lj,k(fg) — +o0 ifk #0.
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(2) Ifn=dim N is even, then
A'j,O([E) — Hj.
(3) Ifn=dim N is odd, then

Agj-10le) —  Hj
Aojole) —  —uj

In both cases, the convergence of the eigenvalues A o(¢¢) is uniform in j.

We will now give a brief sketch of the proof of Theorem (6.2) in the case when n =
dim(N) is even. Let ¥ be a common eigenspinor for £k and Dy, for the eigenvalues ik
and p resp.

On U := span{¥,y(K/¢;)V} the operator (1/¢,) D, + IDy, is represented by the matrix

L0 —iky (0 O0) ([ nu —ik/ ¥,
el o)l Sl )
where p are the eigenvalues of the Dirac operator on N. Thus for k = 0 the restriction
of (1/¢.) D, + Dy, has eigenvalues +pu. For k # 0 the eigenvalues of res|y ((1/¢.) D, + Dy,)
are the square roots of (k/¢¢)?+u?. Therefore the eigenvalues (A‘})k (0e)) jen kez Of resly((1/0) D, + Dp)
can be numbered such that they are continuous in ¢, and satisfy properties (1) and (2)

of Theorem 6.2. The additional term ¢, Z; does not change this behavior because tends
to zero in norm for € — 0.

6.2. Convergence with Respect to the Spectral Propinquity. We now prove that we
have convergence with respect to the spectral propinquity convergence as € — 0. In
particular the goal of this section is to show Theorem (6.3), which will be proved apply-
ing Theorem (2.5). For simplicity’s sake we will consider the case E = C. To reconcile the
notation we are using here with the notation used in Theorem (2.5), define

1
(6.11) A:=CM), #:=I*(EM), and D:=Dy+D,, mg;zlpwgmv,

where D, and I}, are defined respectively in Equations (6.5) and (6.6).
Of course we also have:

(6.12) Dy, =De+ Ve onL*(ZM).

Theorem 6.3. Let (M, &) be a closed Riemannian spin manifold endowed with the struc-
ture of an U(1)—principal bundle over the quotient manifold N, which can be assumed
to be a Riemannian submersion over (N, g) with fibers of constant length 2n ¢ :

(6.13) m:(M,8) — (N,g):

Assume all of the hypotheses of Section (6.2); in particular we assume that we are in the
smooth projectable case. Let (C(M),2M, D) be the standard metric spectral triple asso-
ciated to the Dirac on M. Fix € > 0, and define ¢ = ¢ € and, with notation as above, the
operator

1
614 D = —_—
(6.14) S

Then for all € > 0, the operator DD, is self-adjoint on XM and the spectral triple

D, +D, onl*EM).



38 CARLA FARSI AND FREDERIC LATREMOLIERE

(6.15) (C(M), L*(ZM), D)
is metric. Moreover

(6.16) lim ASPE€ ((C(M), L*(ZM), ), (C(N), L*(EN), D)) =0
E—

Proof. As we already said, we will prove Theorem (6.3) by applying Theorem (2.5); see
Equation (6.11) for the correspondence between our case and the situation in Theorem
(2.5).

We will now check that the hypotheses of Theorem (2.5) are satisfied by checking
them item-by-item in the lemma below.

Lemma 6.4. With the hypotheses and notation of Theorem (6.3), we have:

(0) Foralle >0, D, is self-adjoint and 0 is isolated in spec(ID;). (This is stronger
than what required.)

(1) The following norm inequalities hold, for all a € C(M) in the Lipschitz subalge-
bra of :

o
£

e |||[mh,a1|||L2(ZM)} <IDe, allll 2 5.,

(2) Forall b in the Lischitz subalgebra of C(N), we have:
[DU) b] = 0

(3) If we let p be the projection onto ker(ID,), then [p,b] = 0 and [IDy, p] = 0 for all
be C(N).

(4) (B,kerD,, pDy, p) is a metric spectral triple.

(5) There exists a positive linear map E : C(M) — C(N) and a constant k > 0 such
that for all a € 2 belonging to the Lipschitz algebra such that:

la—E@lcan < kD, allll 25

and

| PR, E@1p| gy = WD @I 2 5 5 < WDy, @l 253

Proof. (Proof of Lemma (6.4)) We will detail below point by point the various steps of
the proof.

(01) The operator ID; is self-adjoint for all £ > 0 since it is the sum of two self-adjoint
operators, with one of them being bounded (see e.g.[52] or [46]). Moreover, 0 is
isolated in Sp (() I,) since all of its nonzero eigenvalues are given by the square
roots of (k/¢.)? + u? (where u are the eigenvalues of the Dirac operator on N),
as seen in the proof of Theorem (6.2). Alternatively, the Dirac operator (which
has compact resolvent) plus a bounded operator still has compact resolvent.

(1) We now need to show the two inequalities in Theorem (2.5). These will follow
from Lemma (2.3). Indeed recall that on each of the eigenspaces V. (of Equation
(6.3)), the Dirac operator on M is given (up to the isometry Qi) by the twisted
Dirac Dy operator of charge k on Vi = L™ ® =N, given by:

n
= N
D;z,k = l_:zl(lL-k ®Y;i) (1®Vfl_ + kvl}),- ®1).
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An application of Lemma (2.4) ends the proof.

(2) We need to show that we have, for all b € C(N) : [D,,b] = 0. This follows by
explicitly computing the following expression (note that b commutes with Qj
for all k):

n
(D), 1 b1 = [.Zl(lrk 8y) (18 VY + kv @1),b] =0.
i=
(3) Ifwelet p be the projection onto ker(ID,), then we need to show that: [p, b] =0
and [y, p] =0 for all b e C(N). But, as in [53, Equation (4.9)]):

(6.17) ker D, = {y| L) = 0} =T(M,=M) = n* (L(N, L*(ZN))),

which implies the wanted results.
(4) This is the standard Dirac triple on N.
(5) Verified in the same way as in the proof of Theorem (5.5).

O

So the hypotheses of Theorem (2.5) are satisfied and Theorem (6.3) is proven.
O

Remark 6.5. The method used to prove Theorem (6.3) can also be used to prove more
general results covering collapsing conditions such as the ones in [64] in which the cur-
vature terms || ¢ dw, | tends uniformly to a bounded operator.
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