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COLLAPSE IN NONCOMMUTATIVE GEOMETRY AND SPECTRAL CONTINUITY

CARLA FARSI AND FRÉDÉRIC LATRÉMOLIÈRE

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 K K -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 (A,H , /D) is a triple consisting of a unital C*-algebra
A, a Hilbert space H which is also a left A-module, and a self-adjoint operator defined
on a dense subspace dom( /D) of H , such that:

(1.1) A /D := {a ∈A : adom( /D) ⊆ dom( /D), [ /D , a] bounded }

is a dense *-algebra of A, and ( /D + i )−1 is a compact operator.
The operator /D is called the Dirac operator of the spectral triple (A,H , /D).

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 (A,H , /D) with a particular structure, akin to a bundle over
a base space. Informally, we will assume given a C*-subalgebra B of A, with 1 ∈ B,
with B our “base space” and A the analogue of the algebra of continuous sections of
some bundle over the noncommutative space B. The noncommutative analogue of the
projection in a bundle is given here by a conditional expectation from A onto B. We
assume given two self-adjoint operators /Dh and /D v — respectively seen as the “hori-
zontal” and the “vertical component” of /D, and defined on the domain of /D in H , such
that /D = /Dv + /Dh . We will require that /Dv commutes with B, though not with /Dh in
general. If p is the orthonormal projection on the kernel ker /D v of /Dv , we also ask that
(B,ker /Dv , p /Dh 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 (A,H , /D) to the spectral
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triple (B,ker /Dv , p /Dh p), when we “shrink” the fibers, i.e. rescale /D v . 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 (A,H , /D) defines
an extended pseudo-metric on the state space S (A) of the C*-algebra A, by setting, for
any two ϕ,ψ ∈S (A):

(1.2) mk /D (ϕ,ψ) := sup
{
|ϕ(a)−ψ(a)| : a ∈A /D ,L /D (a)É 1

}

where

(1.3) L /D : a ∈A /D 7−→ |||[ /D, a]|||H
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 ‖·‖E 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 |||T |||E

F ; if E = F then we simply write
|||T |||

E
.

The seminorm L /D is akin to a Lipschitz seminorm, and thus, Connes’ distance mk /D

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 mk /D a metric for the weak* topology on the state space of A,
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 (A,L) is an ordered pair
of a unital C*-algebra A, and a seminorm L defined on a dense subspace dom(L) of the
space sa(A) := {a ∈A : a = a∗} of self-adjoint elements of A, such that:

(1) {a ∈ dom(L) : L(a) = 0} =R1,
(2) the Monge-Kantorovich metric mkL defined on the state space S (A) of A by

(1.4) ∀ϕ,ψ ∈S (A) mkL(ϕ,ψ) := sup
{
|ϕ(a)−ψ(a)| : a ∈dom(L),L(a) É 1

}

metrizes the weak* topology,
(3) for all a,b ∈ dom(L), the Jordan product a ◦b := ab+ba

2 and the Lie product

{a,b} := ab−ba
2i both lie in dom(L), and

max{L(a ◦b),L({a,b})} É L(a)‖b‖A+‖a‖AL(b),

(4) {a ∈ dom(L) : L(a) É 1} is closed in sa(A).

Convention 1.4. Let (A,L) be a quantum compact metric space. We assign L(a) :=∞
whenever a ∉dom(L), with the algebraic conventions typically in use in measure theory.
Thus dom(L) = {a ∈ sa (A) : L(a) É 1}. With this extension, L is a lower semicontinuous
function over sa (A).

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 (A,H , /D) is metric when (A,L /D ) is a quantum compact
metric space, where L /D 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 π : (A,L) → (B,LB) between two quantum com-
pact metric spaces (A,LA) and (B,LB) is a *-epimorphism such that, for all b ∈dom(LB):

LB(b)= infLA(π−1({b}).

A quantum isometry which is a *-isomorphism, and whose inverse is also a quantum
isometry, is called a full quantum isometry. Specifically, π : (A,LA) → (B,LB) is a full
quantum isometry if, and only if, it is a *-isomorphism fromA onto B such that LB◦π=
LA over sa(A).

The notion of quantum isometry is motivated by McShane’s extension theorem for
real-valued Lipschitz functions [51]. If π : (A,LA) → (B,LB) is a quantum isometry,
then its dual map

π∗ : ϕ ∈S (B) 7→ϕ◦π ∈S (A)

is indeed, an isometry from (S (B),mkLB ) into (S (A),mkLA ).
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 (A,LA) and (B,LB) be two quantum compact metric spaces. A tun-

nel τ := (D,LB,πA,πB) from dom(τ) := (A,LA) to codom(τ) := (B,LB) is given by a
quantum compact metric space (D,LD), and two quantum isometries πA : (D,LD) →
(A,LA) and πB : (D,LD) → (B,LB).

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 χ (τ) of a tunnel τ := (D,LD,πA,πB) from (A,LA) to (B,LB)
is the number:

χ (τ) := max
{
Haus

[
mkLD

] (
S (D),π∗

A(S (A))
)

,Haus
[
mkLB

] (
S (D),π∗

B(S (B))
))

.
}
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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 (A,LA)
and (B,LB) is the real number:

Λ
∗((A,LA), (B,LB)) := inf

{
χ (τ) : τ is a tunnel from (A,LA) to (B,LB)

}
.

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 (A,H , /D) and (B,J , /S) are unitarily equivalent

when there exists a unitary operator U : H →J such that

U dom( /D)= dom(/S) and U∗/SU = /D

while AdU restricts to a *-isomorphism fromA onto B (seen as C*-algebras of operators
on H and J .

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

Definition 1.12. A C∗-correspondence (M ,A,B), where A and B are two unital C∗-
algebras, is a right Hilbert B-module, together with a unital *-morphism from A to the
C*-algebra of adjointable, B-linear operators over M .

Definition 1.13. A metrical C*-correspondence (M ,DN,A,LA,B,LB) is a C*-correspondence
(M ,A,B), two quantum compact metric spaces (A,LA) and (B,LB), and a norm DN

on a dense C-subspace dom(DN) of M , such that:

(1) {ω ∈ dom(DN) :DN(ω) É 1} is compact in M ,
(2) DN(ω) Ê ‖ω‖M for all ω ∈ dom(DN),
(3) for all a ∈ dom(LA), and for all ω ∈ dom(DN), we have aω ∈ dom(DN), and

DN(aω)É (‖a‖A+LA(a))DN(ω),

(4) for all ω,η ∈ dom(DN), we have 〈ω,η〉B ∈ dom(LB), and

LA(〈ω,η〉B) É 2DN(ω)DN(η).

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

DN : ω ∈ dom( /D) 7→ ‖ω‖H +‖ /Dω‖H

as the graph norm of the Dirac operator /D. Then

(H ,DN,A,L /D ,C,0)

is a metrical C*-correspondence, denoted by metCor (A,H , /D), where L /D is defined by
Equation (1.3).
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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 M := (M ,DN,A,LA,B,LB) and P := (P ,TN,D,LD,E,LE) be two
metrical C*-correspondences. A quantum isometry (Π,π,θ) from M to P is given by two
quantum isometries π : (A,LA) → (D,LD) and θ : (B,LB)→ (E,LE), as well as aC-linear
map Π : M →P , such that:

(1) Π(aω) =π(a)Π(ω) for all a ∈A and ω ∈M ,
(2) Π(ωb) =Π(ω)θ(b) for all ω ∈M and b ∈B,
(3) θ(〈ω,η〉M ) =Π(〈ω,η〉M ) for all ω,η ∈M ,
(4) TN(ω)= infDN(Π−1({ω})) for all ω ∈ 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]). LetM1 andM2 be two metrical C*-correspondences.
A (metrical) tunnel τ = (J,Π1,Π2) from M1 to M2 is a triple given by a metrical C*-
correspondence J, and for each j ∈ {1,2}, a metrical quantum isometry Π j : J 7→M j .

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 M j = (M j ,DN j ,A j ,L j ,B j ,S j ) be a metrical
C*-correspondence, for each j ∈ {1,2}. Let τ = (P, (Π1,π1,θ1), (Π2,π2,θ2)) be a metrical
tunnel from M1 to M2, with P= (P ,TN,D,LD,E,LE).

The extent χ (τ) of the metrical tunnel τ is

χ (τ) := max
{
χ (D,LD,π1,π2),χ (E,TE,θ1,θ2)

}
.

Given two metric spectral triples, we can thus either take the (dual) propinquity Λ
∗

between their underlying quantum compact metric spaces, or take the metrical propin-
quity [39, 43] denoted by Λ

∗met 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 not lead 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,∞) 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 (M ,DN,A,LA,B,LB) be a metrical
C*-correspondence. For any two continuous C-valued C-linear functionals ϕ,ψ over
M , we define:

mkDN(ϕ,ψ) := sup
{
|ϕ(ω)−ψ(ω)| :ω ∈dom(DN),DN(ω)É 1

}
.

With the notation of Definition (1.17), mkDN is a metric on the topological dual M ∗

of M (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 mkDN in-
duces the weak* topology on bounded subsets of M ∗.

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

Definition 1.18 ([28, Definition 2.3]). Let (M ,TN,A,LA,B,LB) be a metrical
C*-correspondence. Let J be a nonempty set. For any two families (ϕ j ) j∈J , (ψ j ) j∈J ∈
(M ∗)J of continuous C-linear functionals of M, we set:

MKTN((ϕ j ) j∈J , (ψ j ) j∈J ) := sup
{
mkTN(ϕ j ,ψ j ) : 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]). IfM := (M ,TN,A,LA,B,LB) is
a metrical C*-correspondence, then a continuous linear functional ϕ ∈M ∗ is a pseudo-

state of M when there exist µ ∈ S (B) and ω ∈ M with TN(ω) É 1 such that ϕ is given
by:

ϕ : ξ ∈M 7−→µ
(
〈ω,ξ〉M

)
.

The set of all pseudo-states of M is denoted by S̃ (M).

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 := (M ,TN,A,LA,B,LB) is a metrical C*-correspondence, we will denote by L(M)
the C*-algebra of all B-linear, adjointable operators on the right Hilbert B-module M .
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Definition 1.20 ([28, Definition 2.7]). Let A and B be two metrical C*-correspondences.
Let τ := (P, (ΠA,πA,θA), (ΠB,πB,θB)) be a metrical tunnel from A to B. Let TN be the
D-norm of the metrical C*-correspondence P.

Let J be a nonempty set. If A := (a j ) j∈J is a family of operators in L(A), and B :=
(b j ) j∈J is a family of operators in L(B), then we define the separation of A and B accord-
ing to τ by:

sep(A,B |τ) :=Haus
[
MKTN

]({
(ϕ◦a j ◦ΠA) j∈J :ϕ ∈ S̃ (A)

}
,

{
(ψ◦b j ◦ΠB) j∈J : ψ ∈ S̃ (B)

})
.

The dispersion of A and B according to τ is

dis (A,B |τ) := max{χ (τ),sep (A,B |τ)}.

In particular, if a and a are two bounded adjointable operators on two metrical C*-
correspondences A and B, then we can define a distance between them, called the op-

erational propinquity Λ
op(a, a), as

Λ
op(a,b) := inf{dis ((a), (b)|τ) : τ metrical tunnel from A to B} .

We proved in [28] that Λop(a,b) = 0 if, and only if, there exists a full quantum isometry
fromA onto Bwhich 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 (A1,H1, /D1) and (A2,H2, /D2) is

Λ
spec((A1,H1, /D1),(A2,H2, /D2)) :=

inf

{p
2

2
,ε> 0 :

∃τ tunnel from metCor (A1,H1, /D1) to metCor (A2,H2, /D2) such that

dis
(
(exp(i t /D1))0ÉtÉ 1

ε
, (exp(i t /D2))0ÉtÉ 1

ε

∣∣∣τ
)
< ε

}
.

The spectral propinquity enjoys some very important properties:

(1) Λ
spec((A,H , /D), (B,J , /S)) = 0 if the two metric spectral triples (A,H , /D) and

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

lim
n→∞

Λ
spec((An ,Hn , /Dn), (A∞,H∞, /D∞))= 0

where (An ,Hn , /Dn ) is a metric spectral triple for all n ∈ N∪ {∞}, then for all
bounded continuous function f : R→C, we also have

lim
n→∞

Λ
op( f ( /Dn), f ( /D)) = 0,

and

Sp ( /D∞) =
{

lim
n→∞

λn : (λn)n∈N convergent with ∀n ∈N λn ∈ Sp( /Dn)
}

,

where Sp(A) is the spectrum of the operator A.
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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 /D, /S be two self-adjoint operators such that /D + /S is also a well-defined

self-adjoint operator. Let p be the orthogonal projection onto the kernel ker /S of /S. If p

commutes with /D, then for all t ∈R:

exp(i t( /D + /S))p = exp(i t p /Dp).

Proof. First, note that ( /D + /S)p = /Dp, so 0∈ Sp
(

/Dp
)

if and only if 0 ∈ Sp
(
( /D + /S)p

)
.

Fix z ∈ C \R. Since /D + /S is self-adjoint, the operator /D + /S + z is invertible, with
bounded inverse, and therefore:

( /D + /S + z)( /D + /S + z)−1 = 1 so ( /D + /S + z)( /D + /S + z)−1p = p.

Since p commutes with both /D and /S, it commutes with /D+/S and thus, with ( /D+/S+z)−1.
We thus have

p = ( /D + /S + z)p( /D + /S + z)−1 = ( /D + z)p( /D + /S + z)−1p

and since /D is self-adjoint, /D + z is again invertible, so

(2.1) ( /D + z)−1p = p( /D + /S + z)−1p = ( /D + /S + z)−1p.

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

P /D (A)p =
∫

CA

( /D + z)−1 d z p

=
∫

CA

( /D + z)−1p d z

=
∫

CA

( /D + /S + z)−1p

by Eqn (2.1)

d z

=
∫

CA

( /D + /S + z)−1)d z p

=P /D+/S (A)p.

By σ-addivity, the spectral measures of /D and /D + /S thus satisfy P /D (·)p =P /D+/S (·)p.
Therefore, by using the continuous functional calculus, as the following integrals are

limits of Riemann sums since exp(i t ·) is continuous, we obtain, when R([a,b]) is meant
for the net of subdivisions of [a,b] with the usual ordering,

exp(i t( /D + /S))p =
(∫

R

exp(i t s)dP /D+/S (s)

)
p

=
(

lim
x,y→∞

∫x

−y
exp(i t s)dP /D+/S (s)

)
p

= lim
x,y→∞

lim
s∈R([−y,x])

#s∑

j=1
exp(i t s j )P /D+/S ([s j , s j+1])p

= lim
x,y→∞

lim
s∈R([−y,x])

#s∑

j=1
exp(i t s j )P /D ([s j , s j+1])p

=
(

lim
x,y→∞

∫x

−y
exp(i t s)dP /D (s)

)
p

=
(∫

R

exp(i t s)dP /D (s)

)
p

= exp(i t /D)p,

as needed. �

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 S (R) the space of Schwartz functions, i.e. f ∈ S (R) exactly when f : R → R is a
smooth function such that for all k,n:

lim
x→±∞

|1+ xn |
dk f

d xk
= 0.

Of course, S (R)⊆
⋂

pÊ1 Lp (R).
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If f ∈S (R), then we denote the Fourier transform of f as

f̂ : t ∈R 7→
∫∞

−∞
f (s)exp(−2iπt s)d s.

Note that f̂ ∈S (R). With this particular convention, we get

f : t ∈R 7→
∫∞

−∞
f̂ (s)exp(2iπt s)d s.

Lemma 2.3. Let /D be a self-adjoint operator over H , such that for some δ> 0, we have

{0} = Sp( /D)∩ (−δ,δ). Let p be the orthonormal projection on the kernel ker /D of /D. Set

DN : ξ ∈ dom( /D) 7→ ‖ξ‖H +‖ /Dξ‖H . If f : R → R is a smooth function with f (0) = 1,

supported on (−δ,δ), then for all ξ ∈ dom( /D):
∥∥ξ−pξ

∥∥
H É 2DN(ξ)

∥∥ f ′∥∥
L2(R) .

Proof. Let δ > 0 such that Sp( /D)∩ (−δ,δ) = {0}. Let f : R → R be a smooth function
supported on (−δ,δ) with f (0) = 1 — in particular, f ∈ S (R). Thus, by the continuous
functional calculus:

p =
∫

R

f̂ (t)exp(2iπt /D) d t .

Let now ξ ∈ dom( /D). Since f (0) = 1, we have
∫
R

f̂ (t)d t = f (0) = 1.
To be exceedingly formal, let us set

h : t ∈R 7→
{‖ξ−exp(2iπt /D )ξ‖H

2π|t | if t 6= 0,

‖ /Dξ‖H if t = 0.

We then compute:

∥∥ξ−pξ
∥∥
H =

∥∥∥∥
∫

R

f̂ (t)(ξ−exp(2iπt /D)ξ)d t

∥∥∥∥
H

(2.2)

É
∫

R

| f̂ (t)2πt |h(t)d t

=
∫

R

| f̂ ′(t)|h(t)d t .

Now,
∥∥ξ−exp(2iπt /D)ξ

∥∥
H É 2‖ξ‖H É 2DN(ξ) for all t ∈R. So:

(2.3)
∫

|t |>1

∥∥ξ−exp(2iπt /D)ξ
∥∥2
H

4π2t 2
d t É

1

π2
DN(ξ)2 ·2 ÉDN(ξ)2.

On the other hand, for all t > 0,
∥∥exp(2iπt /D)ξ−ξ

∥∥
H =

∥∥exp(2iπt /D)ξ− i exp(2iπ ·0 /D)ξ
∥∥
H(2.4)

=
∥∥∥∥
∫t

0

d

d s
exp(2iπs /D)ξd s

∥∥∥∥
H

= 2π

∥∥∥∥
∫t

0
i exp(2iπs /D) /Dξd s

∥∥∥∥
H

É 2π
∫t

0
‖ /Dξ‖H

since exp(i2πs /D) is unitary

d s

É 2πt ‖ /Dξ‖H .



12 CARLA FARSI AND FRÉDÉRIC LATRÉMOLIÈRE

The reasoning above applies for t < 0 by replacing
∫t

0 with
∫0

t in the previous to last

equation. Therefore, for all t ∈R\ {0}, we have ‖ξ−exp(i t /D )‖H

|2πt | É ‖ /Dξ‖H ÉDN(ξ). So

0É h(t) ÉDN(ξ),

and therefore:

(2.5)
∫

|t |É1
h2(t)d t É 2‖ /Dξ‖2

H É 2DN(ξ)2.

It follows from Equations (2.3) and (2.5) that:
∫

R

h2(t)d t É 3DN(ξ)2 É 4DN(ξ)2.

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

∥∥ξ−pξ
∥∥
H É

∥∥ f ′∥∥
L2(R)

√∫

R

h2(t)d t ,

and therefore, ∥∥ξ−pξ
∥∥
H É 2

∥∥ f ′∥∥
L2(R)DN(ξ),

as claimed. �

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 H be a Hilbert space, and let γ1, . . . ,γd be d anticommuting self-adjoint

unitaries on H . Let A be a C*-algebra of operators acting on A, such that γ j commutes

with A for all j ∈ {1, . . . ,d}.

If /D :=
∑d

j=1 /D jγ j , where /D1,. . . , /D d are possibly unbounded operators defined on a

dense subspace dom( /D) of a Hilbert space H , ifγk dom
(

/D j

)
⊆ dom

(
/D j

)
and [ /D j ,γk ] = 0

for all k, j ∈ {1, . . . ,d}, and if a ∈A satisfies adom( /D)⊆ dom( /D) and [ /D , a] bounded, then,

for any nonempty finite subset F ⊆ {1, . . . ,d}, we conclude:
∣∣∣∣∣

∣∣∣∣∣

∣∣∣∣∣[
∑

j∈F

/D jγ j , a]

∣∣∣∣∣

∣∣∣∣∣

∣∣∣∣∣
H

É
√

|F | |||[ /D , a]|||H .

Proof. Let F ⊆ {1, . . . ,d} be a nonempty finite set. We simply note that for all l ∈ {1, . . . ,d}:

∑

j∈F

(γ jγl +γlγ j ) =
{

0 if l ∉ F ,

2 if l ∈ F .

Therefore, since γk commutes with /D j and a ∈A for all j ,k ∈ {1, . . . ,d}:

[
∑

j∈F

/D jγ j , a] =
1

2

(
∑

j∈F

γ j [ /D , a]+ [ /D , a]
∑

j∈F

γ j

)

so
∣∣∣∣∣

∣∣∣∣∣

∣∣∣∣∣[
∑

j∈F

/D j , a]

∣∣∣∣∣

∣∣∣∣∣

∣∣∣∣∣
H

É
1

2

(∣∣∣∣∣

∣∣∣∣∣

∣∣∣∣∣
∑

j∈F

γ j

∣∣∣∣∣

∣∣∣∣∣

∣∣∣∣∣
H

|||[ /D, a]|||H +

∣∣∣∣∣

∣∣∣∣∣

∣∣∣∣∣
∑

j∈F

γ j

∣∣∣∣∣

∣∣∣∣∣

∣∣∣∣∣
H

|||[ /D, a]|||H

)
É |||[ /D , a]|||H .
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Now, (
∑

j∈F

γ j

)∗ (
∑

j∈F

γ j

)
=

∑

j<k∈F

(γ jγk +γkγ j )+
∑

j∈F

γ2
j = |F |,

so
∣∣∣∣∣∣∑

j∈F γ j

∣∣∣∣∣∣
H

=
p

F . We thus obtain our result. �

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
A 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 (A,H , /D) be a metric spectral triple, and let B ⊆ A is be a unital C*-

subalgebra of A, and such that /D = /Dh + /Dv where /Dv is self-adjoint and such that 0 is

isolated in Sp( /D), together with the following assumptions. Setting /Dε := /Dh + 1
ε /D v for

all ε ∈ (0,1), the triple (A,H , /Dε) is a spectral triple, such that:

(1) for all ε ∈ (0,1),

|||[ /Dh , a]|||H É |||[ /Dε, a]|||H ,

(2) there exists M > 0 such that for all ε ∈ (0,1),

|||[ /D v , a]|||H É M ε |||[ /Dε, a]|||H ,

(3) [ /D v ,b] = 0 for all b ∈B,

(4) writing p for the projection onto ker /Dv , we assume that [p,b] = 0 for all b ∈B

and [ /Dh , p]= 0,

(5) (B,ker /Dv , p /Dh p) is metric spectral triple,

(6) there exists a positive linear map E : A→B, whose restriction of E to B is the

identity, and a constant k > 0 such that for all a ∈A:

‖a −E(a)‖A É k|||[ /D v , a]|||H ,

and
∣∣∣∣∣∣p[ /Dh ,E(a)]p

∣∣∣∣∣∣
H = |||[ /Dh ,E(a)]|||H É |||[ /Dh , a]|||H .

Then (A,H , /Dε) is a metric spectral triple, and:

lim
ε→0+

Λ
spec((A,H , /Dε), (B,ker /Dv , p /Dh p))= 0.

Remark 2.6. In our notation /D = /Dh+ /Dv , we mean in particular that dom ( /D) = dom( /Dh)∩
dom( /Dv ). Consequently, /Dε = /Dh + 1

ε /D v is defined on the same domain. Moreover, by
the first assumption, we note that [ /D, a] is bounded if, and only if, [ /Dε, a] is bounded.
Thus, we do have a common domain for all our derivations [ /Dε, ·] over A. Our assump-
tion that (A,H , /Dε) is a spectral triple for all ε ∈ (0,1) is then only asking that /Dε is
self-adjoint with a compact resolvent.

Proof. For convenience, we write /DB := p /Dh p. We also denote the dense *-subalgebra
{a ∈A : adom( /D) ⊆ dom( /D)} by dom(δ), and we write dom(LA) := dom(δ)∩sa (A). We
setLε(a) := |||[ /Dε, a]|||

H
for all a ∈ dom(LA), withLA := L1, andLB(b) := |||[ /DB,b]|||ker /Dv

.
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We begin by checking that (A,H , /Dε) is a metric spectral triple for all ε ∈ (0,1). Let
a ∈ dom(δ). We observe that /D1 = /D and that, by assumption, (A,H , /D) is a metric
spectral triple; moreover, by applying Assumption (1) twice, we get:

|||[ /D , a]|||H É |||[ /Dh , a]|||H +|||[ /D v , a]|||H(2.6)

É |||[ /Dε, a]|||H +εM ||| /Dε, a]|||H
É (1+εM)|||[ /Dε, a]|||H É (1+M)|||[ /Dε, a]|||H .

By [55, Lemma 1.10], we therefore conclude that since (A,H , /D) is a metric spectral
triple, so is (A,H , /Dε).

We now fix ε ∈ (0,1). We will construct a tunnel between (A,Lε) and (B,LB). For all
(a,b) ∈dom(LA)×dom(LB), we set

Tε(a,b) := max

{
|||[ /Dε, a]|||H , |||[ /DB,b]|||ker /Dv

,
1

k M ε
‖a −b‖A

}
.

It is immediate that the domain of Tε is dense in sa (A⊕B), that Tε satisfies the
Leibniz inequality (see Definition (1.3)), and that Tε(a,b) = 0 implies a = b = t1 for
some t ∈R.

Now, fix µ ∈S (A) a state of A. By [56, Proposition 2.2], for all a ∈ dom(LA), we have∥∥a −µ(a)
∥∥
A É qdiam(A, /D)||| /D , a]|||

H
. Thus, if µ(a) = 0 and LA(a)É 1, then

‖a‖A É qdiam(A, /D)L1(a)É qdiam(A, /D) (1+Mε)Lε(a)

by Eqn. (2.6)

.

Therefore, if Tε(a,b)É 1, then ‖b‖A É ‖a −b‖A+‖a‖A É kMε+(1+M)qdiam (A, /D1). In
summary, we have proven the inclusion:

{
(a,b) ∈D :Tε(a,b)É 1,µ(a) = 0

}
⊆

{
a ∈dom(LA) : |||[ /Dε, a]|||H É 1,µ(a) = 0

}

×
{

b ∈dom(LB) : LB(b) É 1,‖b‖B É (1+M)qdiam (A, /D)+kMε
}

.

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 Tε is lower-semicontinuous on
sa(A⊕B) (as the maximum of three lower semi-continuous functions over sa (A⊕B)),
we conclude that the set on the left hand side is compact, hence Tε is an L-seminorm,
by [55].

We now prove that the *-epimorphism jA : (a,b) ∈A⊕B 7→ a is a quantum isometry.
Let a ∈dom(LA) with Lε(a)É 1. Then by assumption,

‖a −E(a)‖A É k|||[ /Dv , a]|||H
É kεM |||[ /Dε, a]|||H É kMε.

Moreover, again by assumption, |||[ /Dh ,E(a)]|||H É |||[ /Dh , a]|||
H

É |||[ /Dε, a]|||
H

É 1. Since
p commutes with E(a) and with /Dh , we estimate that

∣∣∣∣∣∣[p /Dh p,E(a)]
∣∣∣∣∣∣

H =
∣∣∣∣∣∣p[ /Dh ,E(a)]p

∣∣∣∣∣∣
H = |||[ /Dh ,E(a)]|||H É 1.

Therefore, Tε(a,E(a)) = 1.
Since Tε(a,b) Ê Lε(a) = 1 by construction for all b ∈ dom(LB), we conclude that jA

is indeed a quantum isometry.
We now prove that jB : (a,b) ∈ A⊕B 7→ b is also a quantum isometry. Again, for

all (a,b) ∈ dom(Tε), by definition, Tε(a,b) Ê LB(b). On the other hand, ‖b −b‖A = 0
and |||[ /Dε,b]|||H =

∣∣∣∣∣∣p[ /Dh ,b]p
∣∣∣∣∣∣

H by assumption (since E(b) = b, so Assumption (5)
applies), so Tε(b,b) = LB(b). Therefore, indeed, jB is a quantum isometry.
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Hence τε := (A⊕B,Tε, jA, jB) is a tunnel from (A,Lε) to (B,LB). We now bound
above its extent. Let ϕ ∈ S (A⊕B). Define ψ : a ∈ A 7→ ϕ(a,E(a)). By construction,
ψ ∈S (A). If (a,b) ∈A⊕B and Tε(a,b) É 1, then:

|ϕ(a,b)−ψ(a)| = |ϕ(a,b)−ϕ(a,E(a))|
= |ϕ(0,b −E(a))|
= |ϕ(0,E(a −b))|
É ‖E(a −b)‖A
É ‖a −b‖A

|||E |||
A
É1

É kMε.

Thus mkTε
(ϕ,ψ) É kMε. So Haus

[
mkTε

]
(S (A⊕B), j∗

A
(S (A)))É kMε.

On the other hand, let θ : b ∈ B 7→ ϕ(b,b). Again, θ ∈ S (B). If (a,b) ∈ A⊕B and
Tε(a,b) É 1, then

|ϕ(a,b)−θ(b)| = |ϕ(a,b)−ϕ(b,b)| = |ϕ(a −b,0)| É ‖a −b‖A É kMε.

Thus mkTε
(ϕ,θ) É kε. So Haus

[
mkTε

]
(S (A⊕B), j∗

B
(S (B))) É kMε.

We have thus established that χ (τ) É kMε.

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 (A,H , /Dε)
and (B,ker /Dv , p /Dh p). Let δ > 0 be chosen so that Sp( /D v )∩ (−δ,δ) = {0}. Of course,

we obtain that
(
−δ

ε , δε

)
∩Sp

( 1
ε /D v

)
= {0}. We choose a smooth function fε : R→R, sup-

ported on
(
−δ

ε , δε

)
, such that f (0) = 1 and | f ′(t)| É 2ε

δ . As a consequence of our choice,

we estimate:

∥∥ f ′∥∥
L2(R) =

√∫

R

| f ′(t)|2 d t É

√∫

R

4ε2

δ2
d t =

√
2δ

ε

4ε2

δ2
= 2

√
2ε

δ
.

By Lemma (2.3), it follows that for all ξ ∈ dom( /D),

(2.7)
∥∥ξ−pξ

∥∥
H É 4

√
2ε

δ
.

We now set

Kε := max

{
k M ε,4

√
2ε

δ

}
,

and for all (ξ,η) ∈ dom( /Dh )⊕ker /Dv :

TNε(ξ,η) := max

{
DNε(ξ),DNB(η),

1

Kε

∥∥pξ−η
∥∥
H

}
.
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We now check the modular Leibniz inequality forTN. If (a,b) ∈dom(δ)×dom( /DB) ⊆
A⊗B, ξ ∈dom( /D), and ζ ∈ ker /D v , we have:

∥∥paξ−bζ
∥∥
H É

∥∥paξ−bpξ
∥∥
H +

∥∥bpξ−bζ
∥∥
H

É
∥∥paξ−pbξ

∥∥
H +‖b‖B

∥∥pξ−ζ
∥∥
H

É ‖a −b‖A ‖ξ‖H +‖b‖B4

√
2ε

δ
TNε(ξ,ζ)

É kεTε(a,b)DNε(ξ)+‖b‖B4

√
2ε

δ
TNε(ξ,ζ)

É max

{
kε,4

√
2ε

δ

}
(Tε(a,b)+‖(a,b)‖D)TNε(ξ,ζ).

Therefore, using the modular Leibniz inequalities for DNε and DNB, we conclude:

TNε((a,b) · (ξ,ζ)) É (Tε(a,b)+‖(a,b)‖D)TNε(ξ,ζ).

By Lemma (2.3) applied to our f and to 1
ε /Dv , if ξ ∈H , then

∥∥ξ−pξ
∥∥
H É 4

√
2ε
δ DNε(ξ)

by Equation (2.7), so
TNε(ξ, pξ) =DNε(ξ).

Of course, TNε(η,η) = DNB(η) for all η ∈ ker /Dv . Hence, the maps JA : (ξ,η) ∈ H ⊕
ker /Dv 7→ ξ and JB : (ξ,η) ∈H ⊕ /Dv 7→ η are both quantum isometries. Therefore,

(2.8)
(
(H ⊕ker /D v ,TNε,A⊕B,Tε) , ( jA, JA), ( jB, JB)

)

is a modular tunnel. By definition, its extent is the extent of (D,Tε, jA, jB), which is no
more than kMε.

We now turn this modular tunnel into a metrical one. The space H ⊕ker /D v is natu-
rally a C⊕C Hilbert module, setting:

∀(ξ,η), (ξ′,η′) ∈H ⊕ker /Dv 〈(ξ,η), (ξ′,η′)〉C⊕C =
(
〈ξ,ξ′〉H ,〈η,η′〉H

)
,

and
∀(ξ,η) ∈H ⊕ker /Dv ∀(z, w) ∈C⊕C (ξ,η)(z, w) = (zξ, wη).

Now, we set αε := 4
√

2ε
δ and:

Qε : (z, w) ∈C⊕C 7→ (αε+Kε)−1|z −w |.

We then get, for all ξ,η ∈ dom( /Dε), ζ,ω ∈ ker /D v ∩dom( /Dh):
∣∣∣〈ξ,η〉H −〈ζ,ω〉H

∣∣∣

É
∣∣〈ξ−pξ,η〉H

∣∣+
∣∣〈pξ,η〉H −〈ζ,ω〉H

∣∣

É
∥∥ξ−pξ

∥∥
H

∥∥η
∥∥
H +

∣∣〈pξ−ζ,η〉H
∣∣+

∣∣〈ζ,η〉H −〈ζ,ω〉H
∣∣

ÉαεDNε(ξ)DNε(η)+KεTNε(ξ,ζ)
∥∥η

∥∥
H +

∣∣〈ζ,η−pη〉H
∣∣+

∣∣〈ζ, pη−ω〉H
∣∣

ÉαεTNε(ξ,ζ)TNε(η,ω)+KεTNε(ξ,ζ)TNε(η,ω)+
∣∣〈ζ,η−pη〉H

∣∣+
∣∣〈ζ, pη−ω〉H

∣∣

É (αε+Kε)TNε(η,ω)TNε(ξ,ζ)+‖ζ‖H
∥∥η−pη

∥∥
H +‖ζ‖H

∥∥pη−ω
∥∥
H

É (αε+Kε)TNε(η,ω)TNε(ξ,ζ)+αεTNε(ξ,ζ)DNε(η)+KεTNε(ξ,ζ)TNε(η,ω)

É (αε+Kε)TNε(η,ω)TNε(ξ,ζ)+ (αε+Kε)TNε(ξ,ζ)TNε(η,ω)

= (αε+Kε) ·2TNε(ξ,ζ)TNε(η,ω).

So
Qε

(
〈(ξ,ζ), (η,ω)〉C⊕C

)
É 2TNε(ξ,ζ)TNε(η,ω).
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Let us set tA : (z, w) ∈ C⊕C 7→ z and tB : (z, w) ∈ C⊕C 7→ w . It is straightforward to
check that tA and tB are quantum isometries onto (C,0). Therefore

(
(H ⊕ker /Dv ,TNε,D,Tε,C⊕C,Qε) , (JA, jA, tA), (JB, jB, tB)

)

is a metrical tunnel. The extent of (C⊕C,Qε, tA, tB) is at most (αε +Kε). Hence, the
extent of our metric tunnel is max {kMε, (αε+Kε)}.

We conclude by considering the action of [0,∞) by the unitaries t ∈ [0,∞) 7→ exp(i t /Dε)
and t ∈ [0,∞) 7→ exp(i t p /Dh p).

Let first ξ ∈ dom( /D). By Lemma (2.1), we observe that exp(i t /Dε)p = exp(i t p /Dh p) =
p exp(i t /Dh )p, and:

∥∥exp(i t /Dε)ξ−exp(i t p /Dh p)ξ
∥∥
H =

∥∥exp(i t /Dε)ξ−exp(i t /Dε)pξ
∥∥
H

=
∥∥exp(i t /Dε)(ξ−pξ)

∥∥
H

É
∥∥ξ−pξ

∥∥
H

exp(i t /Dε) unitary

É 4

√
2ε

δ
.

Therefore, we get that, for all ω ∈ dom(TNε) with TNε(ω) É 1, for all ξ ∈ dom(DN)
with DN(ξ) É 1, and for all t Ê 0:

∣∣〈exp(i t /Dε)ξ, JA(ω)〉 −〈exp(i t p /Dh p)pξ, JB(ω)〉
∣∣

=
∣∣〈exp(i t /Dε)ξ−exp(i t p /Dh p)ξ), JA(ω)〉H +〈exp(i t p /Dh p)ξ, JA(ω)− JB(ω)〉H

∣∣

=
∣∣〈exp(i t /Dε)(ξ−pξ), JA(ω)〉H +〈p exp(i t /Dh)pξ, JA(ω)− JB(ω)〉H

∣∣

=

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
〈exp(i t /Dε)(ξ−pξ), JA(ω)〉H +〈exp(i t /Dh )pξ, p JA(ω)−p JB(ω)〉H

p=p2=p∗

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

É
∣∣〈exp(i t /Dε)(ξ−pξ), JA(ω)〉H

∣∣+

∣∣∣∣∣∣
〈exp(i t /Dh )pξ, p JA(ω)− JB(ω)

p JB=JB

〉
H

∣∣∣∣∣∣

É
∥∥exp(i t /Dε)(ξ−pξ)

∥∥
H ‖JA(ω)‖H +‖ξ‖H

∥∥p JA(ω)− JB(ω)
∥∥
H

ÉαεDNε(ξ)TNε(ω)+DNε(ξ) ·KεTNε(ω)

Éαε+Kε.

Therefore, for each ξ ∈ dom( /Dε) with DNε(ξ) É 1, there exists η := pξ such that for all
t ∈R,

sup
ω∈dom(TNε)
TNε(ω)É1

∣∣〈exp(i t /Dε)ξ, JA(ω)〉 −〈exp(i t p /Dh p)η, JB(ω)〉
∣∣Éαε+Kε.

Similarly, if η ∈ dom
(
p /Dh p

)
with DNB(η) É 1, then by setting ξ = η, we also obtain for

all t ∈R:

sup
ω∈dom(TNε)
TNε(ω)É1

∣∣〈exp(i t /Dε)ξ, JA(ω)〉 −〈exp(i t p /Dh p)η, JB(ω)〉
∣∣É Kε+αε.

So, for any t Ê 0, the 1
t

-covariant reach of τ is at most Kε+αε. We note that limε→0 αε+
Kε = 0. Set Mε :=αε+Mε.
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We have thus shown that

sep
(
(exp(i t /Dε))0ÉtÉMε , (exp(i t /DB))0ÉtÉMε

∣∣τ
)
É Mε.

Hence dis
(
(exp(i t /Dε))0ÉtÉMε , (exp(i t /DB))0ÉtÉMε

∣∣τ
)
É Mε since χ (τ) É Kε É Mε. There-

fore:

0 ÉΛ
spec((A,H , /Dε), (B,ker /D v , p /Dh p))É Mε

ε→0−−−→ 0.

Our proof is complete. �

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.

Corollary 2.7. Under the same hypothesis as in Theorem (2.5), for any f ∈Cb(R), and for

any sequence (εn )n∈N in (0,∞) converging to 0, we have

lim
n→∞

Λ
op( f ( /D×,εn ), f (p /Dh p))= 0,

and in particular,

Sp
(
p /Dh p

)
=

{
lim

n→∞
λn : (λn )n∈N convergent with ∀n ∈N λn ∈ Sp

(
/D×,εn

)}

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,H ,D), for any Hilbert space H , and a self-adjoint operator D with compact
resolvent, where the action on C on H is of course z ∈ C 7→ z · idH . 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,Cn ,0), because
they naturally appear as limits of arbitrary metric spectral triples collapsed to a point.
Moreover, in that case, n is the dimension of the space of Harmonic spinors. Specifically:

Corollary 3.1. If (A,H , /D) is a metric spectral triple with 0 ∈ Sp( /D), then:

lim
ε→0

Λ
spec((A,H ,

1

ε
/D), (C,ker /D,0)) = 0.

Proof. Let µ ∈S (A). The map a ∈A 7→µ(a) ∈C is a conditional expectation. Moreover,
it is immediate that [ /D ,µ(a)]= 0.

Since (A,H , /D) is a metric spectral triple, we have by [55], for all a ∈A /D (see Equa-
tion (1.1)):

‖a −E(a)‖A É qdiam(A, /D)|||[ /D , a]|||H .

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

If 0∉ Sp( /D), then there is no bounded sequence (λn )n∈N withλn ∈ nSp( /D) = Sp

(
1
1
n

/D

)

for all n ∈N; let alone any such convergent sequence. So by Corollary (2.7), it is not pos-
sible for (A,H ,n /D)n∈N, let alone (A,H , 1

ε /D), 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 ,A)

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 (A,H , /D) and (B,J , /S) are two spectral triples, such that there
exists a self-adjoint unitary γ on H which commutes with A and anticommutes with /D

(i.e. γ is a Z�2 grading for the even spectral triple (A,H , /D)). We set:

/D ×γ /S := /D ⊗1J +γ⊗ /S,

defined on dom( /D)⊗dom(/S) inside H ⊗J .

A simple computation shows that (A⊗B,H ⊗J , /D×γ /S) is a spectral triple. We also
note that, like with Lemma (2.4):

Lemma 4.2. Let (A,H , /D) and (B,J , /S) be two spectral triples, with (A,H , /D) even

with grading γ. Let /D× := /D ⊗ 1J + γ⊗ /S. For all c ∈ A⊗B such that cdom( /D×) ⊆
dom( /D×), we have:

max

{∣∣∣
∣∣∣
∣∣∣[ /D ⊗1J ,c]

∣∣∣
∣∣∣
∣∣∣
H ⊗J

,
∣∣∣∣∣∣[1H ⊗ /S,c]

∣∣∣∣∣∣
H ⊗J

}
É |||[ /D×,c]|||H ⊗J .

Proof. We observe that, since γ2 = 1 and γ /D =− /Dγ,

[ /D ⊗1J ,c] =
1

2

(
[ /D×,c](γ⊗1J )− (γ⊗1J )[ /D×,c]

)

and

[1H ⊗ /S,c] =
1

2

(
[ /D×,c](γ⊗1J )+ (γ⊗1J )[ /D×,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 (A,H , /D) be an even spectral triple with grading γ, and (B,J , /S) an-

other spectral triples. Let /D× := /D ⊗1J +γ⊗ /S. For all c ∈A⊗B such that cdom( /D×) ⊆
dom( /D×), and for all ϕ ∈S (B) (resp. ψ ∈S (A)), we conclude:

∣∣∣∣∣∣[ /D, (IdA⊗ψ)(c)]
∣∣∣∣∣∣

H É |||[ /D×,c]|||H ⊗J (resp.
∣∣∣∣∣∣[ /D, (ϕ⊗ IdB)(c)]

∣∣∣∣∣∣
J É |||[ /D×,c]|||H ⊗J ).

Consequently, for any ϕ,µ ∈S (A), ψ,ν ∈S (B), we have:

(4.1) mk /D× (ϕ⊗ψ,µ⊗ν) Émk /D (ϕ,µ)+mk/S(ψ,ν).

Proof. Let ψ ∈ S (B), which we extend by Hahn-Banach theorem to a state of L(J ),
still denoted by ψ. Since ψ is a state, it is self-adjoint, so if b ∈L(J ) and b∗ =−b, then
ψ(b)= ψ(b∗)

ψ self-adjoint

=−ψ(b), so ψ(b) = 0.



20 CARLA FARSI AND FRÉDÉRIC LATRÉMOLIÈRE

Let c =
∑

j a j ⊗b j with a1, . . . , ak ∈ dom(L /D ) and b1, . . . ,bk ∈ dom(L/S ).

(IdA⊗ψ)([ /D×,c]) =
∑

j

[ /D , a j ]ψ(b j )+a jγψ([/S,b j ])

=
∑

j

[ /D , a j ]ψ(b j )+0

= [ /D,
∑

j

a jψ(b j )]

= [ /D, (IdA⊗ψ)(c)].

The conclusion extends since our derivations are closed.
Now, let c ∈dom(L×) with L×(c) É 1 and ϕ,µ ∈S (A), ψ,ν ∈S (B). Then

|ϕ⊗ψ(c)−µ⊗ν(c)| É |ϕ⊗ψ(c)−µ⊗ψ(c)|+ |µ⊗ψ(c)−µ⊗ν(c)|
É |ϕ((IdA⊗ψ)(c)

L /DÉ1

)−µ((IdA⊗ψ)(c))|+ |ψ((µ⊗ IdB)(c)

L/SÉ1

)−ν((µ⊗ IdB)(c))|

Émk /D (ϕ,µ)+mk/S(ψ,ν).

Hence Equation (4.1) holds as claimed. �

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 Hausdorff space. If (C (X ),H , /D) is an even metric spec-

tral triple with grading γ, and (A,J , /S) is a metric spectral triple, then (C (X ,A),H ⊗
J , /D ×γ /S) is also a metric spectral triple.

Proof. We identify C (X ,A) with C (X )⊗A in the canonical way: f ∈C (X ) acts as f ⊗1J
on H ⊗J , and a ∈A acts as 1H ⊗a.

Set
dom(L×) :=

{
f ∈C (X ,sa (A)) : f dom( /D×) ⊆ /D×, [ /D×, f ] bounded

}
,

and L×( f ) =
∣∣∣∣∣∣[ /D×, f ]

∣∣∣∣∣∣
H ⊗J .

Suppose L×( f ) É 1 for f ∈C (X ,A). Then by Lemma (2.4), the following holds:
∣∣∣∣∣∣[1H ⊗ /S, f ]

∣∣∣∣∣∣
H ⊗J É L×( f ) É 1.

Thus, for each x ∈ X , we have
∣∣∣∣∣∣[/S, f (x)]

∣∣∣∣∣∣
J É 1.

By Lemma (4.3), we then observe that for any state ϕ ∈ S (A) of A, we have (1⊗
ϕ) f ∈ C (X ) satisfies

∣∣∣∣∣∣[ /D , (1⊗ϕ) f ]
∣∣∣∣∣∣

H ⊗J É
∣∣∣∣∣∣[ /D×, f ]

∣∣∣∣∣∣
H ⊗J É 1. So, for all x, x0 ∈ X ,

identifying x, x0 with their associated characters given by evaluation maps, we obtain,
since (C (X ),H , /D) is metric by [56, Proposition 2.2]:

|ϕ( f (x))−ϕ( f (x0))| Émk /D× (ϕx ,ϕx0 )
∣∣∣
∣∣∣
∣∣∣[ /D×, f ⊗1J

∣∣∣
∣∣∣
∣∣∣
H ⊗J

Émk /D (x, x0)qdiam(C (X ), /D).

Hence ∥∥ f (x)− f (x0)
∥∥
A É qdiam(C (X ), /D).

Moreover, the restriction of mk /D 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 , ·]|||
H ⊗J

. Thus { f ∈ C (X ,A) : L×( f ) É 1} is an equicontinuous family of

C (X ).
Consequently, fixing x0 ∈ X , the set { f (x) : f ∈C (X ,A), f (x0) = 0,L×( f ) É 1} is a subset

of the compact set
{

a ∈A : L/S (a)É 1,‖a‖A É qdiam(C (X ), /D)
}

. Therefore, { f ∈ C (X ,A) :
f (x0) = 0,L×( f ) É 1} is an equicontinuous family of functions over the compact space
X , and all valued in the common compact {a ∈A : L(a) É 1,‖a‖A É diam(C (X ), /D)}: by
Arzelà-Ascoli’s theorem, we conclude that { f ∈ C (X ,A) : f (x0) = 0,L×( f ) É 1} is totally
bounded. By lower semicontinuity of L×, this set is in fact compact. By [59], our proof is
now complete. �

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

Theorem 4.5. Let (A,H , /D) be an even metric spectral triple with grading γ, and let

(B,J , /S) be a metric spectral triple, with A or B Abelian. If, for each ε> 0, we set

/D×,ε := /D ⊗1J +
1

ε
(γ× /S),

then (A⊗B,H ⊗J , /D×,ε) is a metric spectral triple for all ε> 0, and:

lim
ε→0

Λ
spec

(
(A⊗B,H ⊗J , /Dε), (A,H ⊗ker /S, /D ⊗1ker /S

)
= 0.

Proof. By construction, letting p be the orthogonal projection from H ⊗J onto ker(1H ⊗
/S) =H ⊗ker /S, we note that p = 1H ⊗ q where q is the orthogonal projection from J
onto ker /S. Therefore, p commutes with a ⊗1J for all a ∈A, and with /D ⊗1J .

Fix µ ∈S (B). We define E : c ∈A⊗B 7→ (1⊗µ)(c). By construction, E(a ⊗1) = a ⊗1
for all a ∈A. Moreover, for all a ∈A /D (Lipschitz algebra) and b ∈B:

[1H ⊗ /S,E(a ⊗b)]= a ⊗ [/S,µ(b)] = 0.

By linearity and since [1H ⊗ /S, ·] is a closed derivation, we conclude that [1H ⊗ /S,E(·)]=
0, as required.

Now,

[ /D ⊗1J ,E(a ⊗b)]= [ /D , a]µ(b) = (1A⊗µ)
∣∣∣
∣∣∣
∣∣∣[ /D ⊗1J , a ⊗b]

∣∣∣
∣∣∣
∣∣∣
H ⊗J

so, again by linearity and since our derivations are closed,
∣∣∣
∣∣∣
∣∣∣[ /D ⊗1J ,E(a ⊗b)]

∣∣∣
∣∣∣
∣∣∣
H ⊗J

É
∣∣∣
∣∣∣
∣∣∣[ /D ⊗1J , a ⊗b]

∣∣∣
∣∣∣
∣∣∣
H ⊗J

.

Moreover, by definition of the projections p and q :

p[ /D ⊗1J , a ⊗1]p = (1H ⊗q)([ /D, a]⊗1J )(1H ⊗q) = [ /D , a]⊗q

and thus
∣∣∣
∣∣∣
∣∣∣p[ /D ⊗1J , a ⊗1J ]p

∣∣∣
∣∣∣
∣∣∣
H ⊗J

= |||[ /D , a]|||
H

.

Last, let c ∈A⊗B. Let ϕ ∈S (A), and ψ ∈S (B). Then, by Lemma (4.3):

|ϕ⊗ψ(c −E(c))| = |ϕ⊗ψ(c − (1A⊗µ)(c))|
= |ϕ⊗ψ(c)−ϕ⊗µ(c)|
Émk /D (ϕ,ϕ)+εmk/S (ψ,µ) É εqdiam (B, /S).

We thus meet all the hypothesis of Theorem (2.5), and our conclusion follows. �



22 CARLA FARSI AND FRÉDÉRIC LATRÉMOLIÈRE

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 γ1 and γ2 on some finite dimensional space, and
apply Theorem (4.5) to the even spectral triple (A,H ⊗E , /D ⊗γ1), with grading 1H ⊗γ2.
We thus get (flipping the second and third tensor factor):

Corollary 4.6. Let γ1 and γ2 be two anticommuting self-adjoint unitaries on a finite

dimensional vector space E. If (A,H , /D) and (B,J , /S) are two metric spectral triples,

one of which is Abelian, if we set:

/D×,ε := /D ⊗1J ⊗γ1 +1S ⊗
1

ε
/S ⊗γ2

on dom( /D)⊗dom(/S)⊗E ⊆H ⊗S ⊗E, and if A⊗B acts on H ⊗J ⊗E by extending the

following action on elementary tensors: (a⊗b)(ξ⊗η⊗e) = aξ⊗bη⊗e, then (A⊗B,H ⊗
S ⊗E , /D×,ε) is a metric spectral triple for all ε> 0, and:

lim
ε→0

Λ
spec((A⊗B,H ⊗J ⊗E , /D×,ε), (A,H ⊗ker /DB⊗E , /D ⊗1ker /S ⊗γ1)) = 0.

Proof. The triple (A,H ⊗E , /D ⊗γ1), were a ∈A acts as a ⊗1E , is an even spectral triple
with grading γ2. Our result follows by applying Theorem (4.5) (and flipping the factors
J and E ). �

5. COLLAPSING NONCOMMUTATIVE PRINCIPAL BUNDLES

Let α be a strongly continuous and free action (precise definitions will be given later)
of a compact Lie group G on a unital C*-algebra A. We denote by B := {a ∈ A : ∀g ∈
G αg (a)= a} the fixed point C*-subalgebra of α. We assume that we are given a metric
spectral triple (B,HB, /DB), where we identify B with its faithful image as an algebra of
operators over H . We also endow G with a left-invariant Riemannian metric, by choos-
ing some inner product 〈·, ·〉G on the Lie algebra g of G. We fist review the construction
of Schwieger and Wagner in [69] of a metric spectral triple on A restricting on B to the
spectral triple (B,HB, /DB), and then we apply our Theorem (2.5) to show that the spec-
tral triple on A collapses to the spectral triple on B under shrinking of the metric on the
group.

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

5.1. Decomposition ofA. The C*-algebraA can be decomposed into isotopic subspaces
for α, associated with the irreducible representations of G. We denote by Ĝ the set of
unitary-equivalence classes of irreducible representations of G, by abuse of notation,
we identify σ ∈ Ĝ with one of its representative, so σ 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 Ĝ. Since G is compact, all its irreducible
representations are finite dimensional, and, by abuse of notation again, we write dimσ

for the dimension of the space Vσ on which σ acts (which is obviously an invariant for
the class of all representations unitary equivalent to σ).

Now, for any f ∈ L1(G,λ), where λ is the unique Haar probability measure of G, we
set:

(5.1) α f : a ∈A 7−→
∫

G
f (g )αg (a)dλ(g );
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we note that α f is a bounded linear operator over A, with
∣∣∣∣∣∣α f

∣∣∣∣∣∣
A =

∥∥ f
∥∥

L1(G ,λ). Of
particular interest is the usual conditional expectation form A onto B,

(5.2) E=α1 : a ∈A 7→
∫

G
αg (a)dλ(g ).

If σ ∈ Ĝ is an irreducible representation, then the character of σ is, by definition,
the continuous function χσ : g ∈ G 7→ tr(σ(g )), where tr is the normalized trace on the
algebra of dim(σ)×dim(σ) matrices. The spectral subspace, or isotopic subspace, of α
associated with σ is then defined as:

(5.3) A(σ) :=
{

a ∈A : a =αχσ (a)
}

.

The space A(σ) is a Hilbert right B-module, with B-valued inner product

∀a,b ∈A(σ) 〈a,b〉B :=E(a∗b).

Moreover, A is the closure of the sum ⊕σ∈ĜA(σ).
A key observation of [69] is that, under the additional assumption that α is a free

action (see below), the space A(σ) 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 α, called mutliplicity spaces, which are defined as fixed
point spaces as follows:

ΓA(σ) :=
{

x ∈A⊗Vσ : ∀g ∈G αg ⊗σg (x) = x
}

.

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

Φσ :ΓA(σ)⊗Vσ −→A(σ),

which extends the map a ⊗ v ⊗w ∈ ΓA(σ)⊗Vσ 7→ 〈v, w〉a.

5.2. Free Actions. We now review some properties of free actions, see [66, 67, 68, 69].
We henceforth assume that α 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 σ ∈ Ĝ, we have 1B ∈ 〈ΓA(σ),ΓA(σ)〉B, where 1B is the unit of B. As ex-
plained in [68, Lemma 3.3], this implies in turn that there exists s1, . . . , sk ∈ ΓA(σ) such
that

∑k
j=1 〈s j , s j 〉B = 1B. In [68, Lemma 3.3], a coisometry (which they call s in that

paper) from Hσ := Ck onto A⊗Vσ was defined by sending (z1, . . . , zk ) to
∑k

j=1 z j s j ; we
denote the adjoint of this coisometry by s(σ). To ease notation and construction ever so
slightly, we also define S(σ) as the adjoint of the coisometry

(b1, . . . ,bk ) ∈B⊗Hσ 7−→
k∑

j=1
s j b j ∈A⊗Vσ.

Note that S(σ) is a B-linear map, and that it is in fact, valued in the multiplicity space
ΓA(σ), since the latter is a B-module. Also, S(σ) restricted to C1B⊗Hσ =Ck is s(σ).

The key here is that ΓA(σ) is therefore a finitely generated projective module over B,
i.e. it is isomorphic to P (σ)(B⊗Hσ), where the projection P (σ) is defined by P (σ) :=
S(σ)S(σ)∗. Using the isomorphism Φσ, we then get that

(5.4) A(σ)=Φσ(P (σ)(B⊗Hσ)⊗Vσ).

In other words, A(σ) is also isomorphic, as a B-module, to a finitely generated projec-
tive B-module. Moreover, we can give a useful description of A(σ), as the closure in A
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of the linear span of elements

(5.5) aσ(b ⊗ v ⊗w) :=Φσ(P (σ)(b ⊗ v)⊗w) for all b ∈B, v ∈Hσ, w ∈Vσ.

Furthermore, it is proven, with careful investigation of the above construction, that
αg (aσ(b ⊗ v ⊗ w)) = aσ(b ⊗ v ⊗σg w) for all g ∈ G, b ∈ B, v ∈ Hσ and w ∈ Vσ. Since
A is the closure of ⊕σ∈ĜA(σ), we thus obtain a description of A entirely in terms of B
and various finite dimensional Hilbert spaces. This, in turns, enables the induction of a
spectral triple on B to a spectral triple of A.

Now, (1B⊗s(σ)∗) : HB⊗Hσ →HB⊗A⊗Vσ, and thus p(σ) := (1B⊗s(σ))(1B⊗s(σ))∗

is a projection of HB⊗Hσ, since 1B⊗ s(σ) is an isometry. With this in mind, we define
p :=⊕σ∈Ĝ p(σ)⊗ idVσ

as acting on the Hilbert sum ⊕σ∈ĜHB⊗Hσ⊗Vσ. 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) HG :=
(
⊕σ∈ĜHσ⊗Vσ

)
and Hp := p(HB⊗HG ).

5.3. The Representation of A and G on Hp . We will now describe Schwieger and Wag-
ner’s covariant representation of (A,G,α) on Hp [69].

First, as explained in [69], we can fix that V1 =C=H1 and p(1) is the identity, where
1 ∈ Ĝ is the trivial representation (note that A(1) = B). Then, we can extend the map
σ ∈ Ĝ → S(σ) to a map from the class of all (unitary classes of) representations of G in
a functorial way, by setting, for any unitary representation σ of G, with decomposition
σ=⊕d

j=1σ j in irreducible representations σ1, . . . ,σd ∈ Ĝ:

S(σ) :=⊕d
j=1S(σ j ).

With this in mind, we introduce, for all σ ∈ Ĝ (a word of caution about notation: δσ is
called γσ in [69] ):

δσ : b ∈B 7→ S(σ)(b ⊗1Vσ)S(σ)∗ ∈B⊗L(Hσ),

and, for all σ,τ ∈ Ĝ:

ω(σ,τ) := S(σ⊗τ)S(σ)∗S(τ)∗ ∈B⊗L(Hσ⊗Hτ,Hσ⊗τ).

(5.5)
With the above notation, we will actually build a *-representation π of A on Hp as

below.
Firstly, recall that the linear span of the elements

{ψσ(ξ⊗ v ⊗w) := s(σ)s(σ)∗(ξ⊗ v)⊗w : σ ∈ Ĝ,ξ ∈HB, v ∈Hσ, w ∈Vσ}

is dense in Hp = p (HB⊗HG ) . Moreover the linear span of the elements

(5.7) {aσ(b ⊗η⊗ v) :=Φσ

(
s(σ)∗(b ⊗η)⊗ v

)
: σ ∈ Ĝ,b ∈B, v ∈Hσ,η ∈Vσ}

is dense in A. (See Equation (5.4) and [69, Equation (1)] for the definition of Φσ.) Now,
chosen an element aσ(b ⊗ v ⊗w), and chosen ψτ(ξ⊗ω⊗η), then the representation πp

of A on Hp = p (HB⊗HG ) is defined by [69, Equation (21)]:

(5.8) πp (aσ(b ⊗ v ⊗w))ψτ(ξ⊗ω⊗η) :=ψσ⊗τ(ω(σ,τ)δτ(b)13(ξ⊗ v ⊗ω⊗w ⊗η)),

where x ∈ A⊗C 7→ x13 ∈ A⊗B⊗C is the linear extension of the map a⊗c ∈ A⊗C 7→ a⊗1⊗c.
Since {aσ(b⊗v ⊗w) : σ ∈ Ĝ,b ∈B, v ∈Hσ, w ∈Vσ} is dense in A), and the linear span

of {ψσ(ξ⊗ v ⊗ w) : σ ∈ Ĝ,ξ ∈ HB, v ∈ Hσ, w ∈ Vσ} is is dense in Hp , it is a technical
matter to check that these formulas indeed define a *-representation πp of A on Hp =
p (HB⊗HG ).
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We also define a representation u of G on Hp = p (HB⊗HG ) by: if g ∈G, let

(5.9) ug ψσ(ξ⊗ v ⊗w) :=ψσ(ξ⊗ v ⊗σg w).

Thus defined, u extends to a unitary representation of G on Hp . Owing to properties of
the isometries S(σ) [68, Lemma 3.3][69, Lemma 3.1], It is shown in [69, Theorem ] that
(πp ,u) is a indeed the sought-after covariant representation of (A,G,α) on Hp . More-
over, by construction, the fixed point subspace of u is exactly HB⊗H1 ⊗V1 =HB.

In the rest of this section, we will identifyAwithπp (A), writing Hp as a leftA-module
and dropping the symbol πp .

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

5.4. The Hilbert Space and Spectral Triple Operators. We recall that we are given a
metric spectral triple (B,HB, /DB). We denote by B0 its Lispchitz algebra, i.e.

B0 := {b ∈B : bdom( /DB) ⊆ dom( /DB), [ /DB,b] is bounded }.

We will detail below the construction of the spectral triple (A,HA, /DA) on A that re-
stricts to the fixed-point spectral triple (B,HB, /DB) on B.

For our construction, we fix a Hermitian space Hspin and (dimG)+1 anticommuting
self-adjoint unitaries γ0, . . . ,γdimG acting on Hspin — i.e. we choose some finite dimen-
sional representation of the Clifford algebra of CdimG+1. We then set, as the prospective
Hilbert space for our spectral triple:

HA :=Hp ⊗Hspin.

The actions πp and u of A and G on Hp we defined in Equations (5.8) and (5.9) are
extended to actions on HA in the following (trivial) way:

(5.10) πA := (πp ⊗1Hspin
), uA := (u⊗1Hspin

)

In the rest of this section, we will identify A with πA(A), writing HA as a left A-
module and dropping the symbol πA.

We now define, on the subspace

p
(
⊕σ∈Ĝ dom( /DB)⊗Hσ⊗Vσ

)
⊗Hspin ⊆HA,

the operator:

/Dh :=
(
⊕σ∈Ĝ

(
p(σ)( /DB⊗ idHσ

)p(σ)
)
⊗1Vσ

)
⊗γ0,

and without further mention, we also write /Dh for the closure of the above operator,
which is indeed essentially self-adjoint. Moreover, when restricted to HB⊗C⊗C⊗Hspin,
the operator /Dh equals /DB⊗1pHG

⊗γ0.
As seen naively from its definition, and established carefully in [69], the operator /Dh

commutes with the action u, namely for all g ∈G, we have ug dom( /Dh) ⊆ dom( /Dh) and

ug /Dh = /Dhug .

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

sum ⊕σ∈ĜHB⊗Hσ⊗Vσ, the following limit is well-defined for any left invariant vector
field X ∈ g:

∂X ξ := lim
t→0

1

t

(
uexp(t X )ξ−ξ

)
.

Fix an orthonormal basis e1, . . . ,ed of the Lie algebra g of G, for 〈·, ·〉G , and write ∂ j :=
∂e j

for each j ∈ {1, . . . ,d}, with d := dimG.
We then set /Dv to be the closure of the essentially self-adjoint operator

/Dv :=
d∑

j=1
∂ j ⊗γ j on HA =Hp ⊗Hspin.

The kernel of /Dv is by construction HB⊗C⊗C⊗Hspin
∼=HB⊗Hspin.

Remark 5.1. We also remark that as /D h commutes by construction with the action u of G

on HA which, in turn, is used to define /Dv ; so the operators /Dv and /Dh anti-commute.

For the construction to move forward, we assume that:

∀b ∈B0 : sup
τ∈Ĝ

∣∣∣∣∣∣[ /DB⊗1Hτ
,δτ(b)]

∣∣∣∣∣∣
HB⊗Hτ

<∞

and

∀σ ∈ Ĝ : sup
τ∈Ĝ

|||[ /DB⊗1,ω(σ,τ)]|||HB⊗Hτ
<+∞.

Under these assumptions, the spectral triple constructed in [69] is then given as

(A,HA, /DA) where /DA := /Dh + /Dv .

The fact this triple is indeed a spectral triple is seen by noting the dense subspace

A0 := Span
{

aσ(b ⊗ v ⊗w) :σ ∈ Ĝ,b ∈B0, v ∈Hσ, w ∈Vσ

}

indeed has bounded commutator with /DA (see Theorem [69, Theorem 5.9]), and /DA

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 ℓ : G → [0,∞) be the distance from the unit e of G, as computed using the Rie-
mannian metric given by the translates of 〈·, ·〉G . We denote the diameter of G for this
metric by diam(G,ℓ), which is a finite number since G is compact. Let λ 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.

Lemma 5.2. For any f ∈ L1(G,λ), with f Ê 0 and
∫

G f dλ= 1, and for all a ∈A0, we have:

∥∥∥a −α f (a)
∥∥∥
A
É dimG

∫

G
f (g )ℓ(g )dλ(g ) · |||[ /D v , a]|||HA

,

where α f is defined in Equation (5.1). Moreover for D ∈ { /Dh , /D v , /DA} we have:
∣∣∣
∣∣∣
∣∣∣[D,α f (a)]

∣∣∣
∣∣∣
∣∣∣
HA

É |||[D, a]|||HA
.
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Proof. We define, for a ∈A0, the map

d a : X ∈ g 7→ ∂X a.

The map d a is linear, and thus bounded (since g is finite dimensional).
Let g ∈ G. first note that if c : [0,1] → G is a smooth path from the unit e of G to g ,

then
∥∥a −αg (a)

∥∥
A =

∥∥∥∥
∫1

0

d

d t
(αc(t )(a))d t

∥∥∥∥
A

É
∫

G

∥∥αc(t )(∂c ′(t )a)
∥∥
A d t

É |||d a|||Ag
∫1

0

∥∥c ′(t)
∥∥
g d t

É |||d a|||Ag ℓ(g ).

Now, by the triangle inequality, since (e1, . . . ,ed ) is an orthonormal basis of g for 〈·, ·〉G ,
we conclude that

|||d a|||g
A
É dim(G) max

j∈{1,...,dim(G)}

∥∥∂ j (a)
∥∥
A

.

Since

∂ j a ⊗1Hspin
=

1

2

(
[ /D v , a](1⊗γ j )+ (1⊗γ j )[ /Dv , a]

)
,

we conclude that
|||d a|||g

A
É dim(G)|||[ /Dv , a]|||HA

.

Therefore, for all g ∈G,
∥∥a −αg (a)

∥∥
A É dim(G)ℓ(g )|||[ /D v , a]|||HA

.

Therefore,
∥∥∥a −α f (a)

∥∥∥
A
=

∥∥∥∥
∫

G
f (g )a dλ(g )−

∫

G
f (g )αg (a)dλ(g )

∥∥∥∥
A

É
∫

G
f (g )

∥∥a −αg (a)
∥∥
A dλ(g )

É
∫

G
dim(G) f (g )ℓ(g ) · |||[ /D v , a]|||HA

dλ(g )

= dim(G)
∫

G
f (g )ℓ(g )dλ(g ) · |||[ /D v , a]|||HA

,

as claimed.
Let D ∈ { /Dh , /D v , /DA}. Since D is self-adjoint, the seminorm |||[D,π(·)]|||

HA
is lower

semicontinuous, and therefore, since
∫

G f dλ= 1:
∣∣∣
∣∣∣
∣∣∣[D,α f (a)]

∣∣∣
∣∣∣
∣∣∣
HA

É
∫

G
f (g )

∣∣∣∣∣∣[D,αg (a)]
∣∣∣∣∣∣

HA
dλ(g )

É
∫

G
f (g )

∣∣∣
∣∣∣
∣∣∣ug [D, a]u(g−1)

∣∣∣
∣∣∣
∣∣∣
HA

dλ(g )

=
∫

G
|||[D, a]|||HA

dλ(g ) = |||[D, a]|||HA
,

and our proof is concluded. �

We now provide a sufficient condition to ensure that the spectral triple (A,HA, /DA)
is indeed metric.
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Lemma 5.3. If, for all σ ∈ Ĝ, the set
{

a ∈A(σ) : |||[ /Dh , a]|||HA
É 1,‖a‖A É 1

}

is compact, then the spectral triple (A,HA, /DA) is metric.

Proof. Fix a state µ ∈S (B), and set ϕ := µ◦E, where E is defined in Equation (5.2). By
constructionϕ ∈S (A), andϕ(A(σ))= 0 for allσ ∈ Ĝ\{1}. Let a ∈A0 with |||[ /DA, a]|||

HA
É

1 and ϕ(a) = 0. First, if we set H G :=⊕σ∈ĜHσ⊗Vσ, then:

|||[ /DB,E(a)]|||HB
=

∣∣∣∣∣∣[ /DB,E(a)]⊗1H G ⊗γ0
∣∣∣∣∣∣

HA

= |||[ /DA,E(a)]|||HA

É 1

while µ(E(a)) = ϕ(a) = 0 (note: E(a) acts on HB via πB, and via πA on HA, as ex-
plained above). By [55, Propostion 1.6] we conclude that ‖E(a)‖A É qdiam

(
B, /DB⊗γ0

)

. Now, ‖a −E(a)‖A É k|||[ /Dv , a]|||
HA

É k with k := dim(G)diam(G,ℓ) by Lemma (5.2), so

‖a‖A É ‖a −E(a)‖A+‖E(a)‖A(5.11)

É k +qdiam
(
B, /DB⊗γ0

)
.

Let ε> 0. By [29], there exists f ∈ L1(G,λ) with f Ê 0,
∫

G f (g )d λ(g ) = 1,
∫

G f (g )ℓ(g )dλ(g )É
ε

2dimG
, and a finite subset F ⊆ Ĝ, such that the range of α f lies in ⊕σ∈FA(σ). By Lemma

(5.2), we conclude that ∥∥∥a −α f (a)
∥∥∥
A
É

ε

2
,

and, moreover, ∣∣∣
∣∣∣
∣∣∣[ /Dh ,α f (a)]

∣∣∣
∣∣∣
∣∣∣
HA

É |||[ /Dh , a]|||HA
É 1.

Write c :=α f (a). Now, for each σ ∈ F , let cσ :=αχσ (c) (notation as in Equation (5.3)); of
course, c =

∑
σ∈F cσ. We have, again by Equation (5.11) and the definition of cσ:

‖cσ‖A É ‖c‖A É k +qdiam
(
B, /DB⊗γ0

)
and |||[ /Dh ,cσ]|||HA

É |||[ /Dh ,c]|||HA
É 1.

In summary, we have shown that:
{

c ∈A : ‖c‖A É k +qdiam
(
B, /DB⊗γ0

)
, |||[ /DA,c]|||HA

É 1
}

⊆ sum

(
∏

σ∈F

{
c ∈A(σ) : ‖c‖A É k +qdiam

(
B, /DB⊗γ0

)
, |||[ /Dh ,c]|||HA

É 1
})

,

where sum : (cσ)σ∈Ĝ 7→
∑

σ∈F cσ. Of course, sum is continuous; therefore, by assumption,{
c ∈A : ‖c‖A É k +qdiam

(
B, /DB⊗γ0

)
, |||[ /Dh ,c]|||

HA
É 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 ε

2 -dense subset S of that set.

So, there exists d ∈ S such that
∥∥α f (a)−d

∥∥
A É ε

2 . Therefore,

‖a −d‖A É
∥∥∥a −α f (a)

∥∥∥
A
+

∥∥∥α f (a)−d
∥∥∥
A
<

ε

2
+
ε

2
= ε.

We now have established that the set{
a ∈A : ϕ(a)= 0, |||[ /DA, a]|||HA

É 1
}

is totally bounded. Since it is closed, and since A is complete, it is compact. Therefore,
by [59, Theorem 2.1], our proof is complete. �
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An action is cleft when the isometry s(σ) can be chosen unitary for all σ, and thus
p(σ)= 1B⊗Hσ

for eachσ ∈ Ĝ. 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 σ ∈ Ĝ, there exists a linearly independent finite set U (σ) of

unitaries of A(σ) such that A(σ) :=
{∑

v∈U (σ) bv v : bv ∈B
}
, and [ /Dh , v] = 0 for each v ∈

U (σ), then α is cleft, and (A,HA, /DA) is metric.

Proof. Let σ ∈ Ĝ and let a ∈A(σ) with

‖a‖A É 1 and |||[ /Dh , a]|||HA
É 1.

Let U (σ) = {v1, . . . , vd }. There exists b1, . . . ,bd ∈B such that a =
∑d

j=1 b j v j . By assump-
tion, since [ /Dh , v j ] = 0, we have:

[ /Dh , a] =
d∑

j=1
[ /Dh ,b j ]v j .

Also, if we define the conditional expectationE as in Equation (5.2), for each j ∈ {1, . . . ,d},
we have:

b j =E(av∗
j ), which implies

∥∥b j

∥∥
A
É ‖a‖A É 1.

Thus, we compute:
∣∣∣∣∣∣[ /DB,b j ]

∣∣∣∣∣∣
HB

=
∣∣∣∣∣∣[ /Dh ,b j ]

∣∣∣∣∣∣
HB⊗C⊗Hspin

É
∣∣∣∣∣∣[ /Dh ,b j ]

∣∣∣∣∣∣
HA

=
∣∣∣
∣∣∣
∣∣∣[ /Dh ,E(av∗

j )]
∣∣∣
∣∣∣
∣∣∣
HA

É
∫

G

∣∣∣∣∣

∣∣∣∣∣

∣∣∣∣∣u
g [ /Dh ,

d∑

k=1
bk vk v∗

j ]u(g−1)

∣∣∣∣∣

∣∣∣∣∣

∣∣∣∣∣
HA

dλ(g )

=
∫

G

∣∣∣∣∣

∣∣∣∣∣

∣∣∣∣∣[ /Dh ,
d∑

k=1
bk vk v∗

j ]

∣∣∣∣∣

∣∣∣∣∣

∣∣∣∣∣
HA

dλ(g )

=

∣∣∣∣∣

∣∣∣∣∣

∣∣∣∣∣[ /Dh ,
d∑

k=1
bk vk]v∗

j

∣∣∣∣∣

∣∣∣∣∣

∣∣∣∣∣
HA

=

∣∣∣∣∣

∣∣∣∣∣

∣∣∣∣∣
d∑

k=1
[ /Dh ,bk ]vk v∗

j

∣∣∣∣∣

∣∣∣∣∣

∣∣∣∣∣
HA

É

∣∣∣∣∣

∣∣∣∣∣

∣∣∣∣∣
d∑

k=1
[ /Dh ,bk ]vk

∣∣∣∣∣

∣∣∣∣∣

∣∣∣∣∣
HA

= |||[ /Dh , a]|||HA
É 1.

We thus have proven:
{

a ∈A(σ) : |||[ /Dh , a]|||HA
É 1,‖a‖A É 1

}
⊆

sum

(
d∏

j=1

{
b ∈B : |||[ /DB,b]|||HB

É 1,‖b‖A É 1
})

,
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where sum : (b j )d
j=1 ∈ Bd 7→

∑d
j=1 b j v j . Since (B,HB, /DB) is metric, the set {b ∈ B :

|||[ /DB,b]|||HB
É 1,‖b‖B É 1} is compact, and since sum is a continuous map, we con-

clude that the right hand side set is compact. So
{

a ∈A(σ) : |||[ /Dh , a]|||
HA

É 1,‖a‖A É 1
}

is totally bounded. As it is a closed set, since /Dh is self-adjoint and thus [ /Dh , ·] is a closed
derivation, this set is compact. Our result now follows from Lemma (5.3). �

Now, the construction of /D v , hence /D, depends on our choice of a metric over G.
If we replace 〈·, ·〉G in our construction by ε〈·, ·〉G , then let us denote by /Dε

v the vertical
operator constructed above, and /Dε := /Dh + /Dε

v . A direct computation shows that /Dε
v =

1
ε /D v . Of course, “collapsing” the fibers means taking the metric along the fiber to 0, i.e.
ε 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 /Dε := /Dh + /Dε
v = /Dh + 1

ε /D v ,

then:

lim
ε→0

Λ
spec((A,HA, /Dε), (B,HB⊗Hspin, /DB⊗γ0))= 0.

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 γ0, . . . ,γd ; in fact
we note that for all a in the Lipschitz algebra of (A,HA, /DA), by Lemma (2.4) we have:

max

{
|||[ /Dh , a]|||HA

,
1

p
dimG

|||[ /Dv , a]|||HA

}
É |||[ /DA, a]|||HA

.

Next, by construction, the kernel of /Dv is HB⊗(C⊗C)⊗Hspin
∼=HB⊗Hspin (cf. Equa-

tions (5.8) and (5.10) for the restriction of the action to B). The projection q : HA →
ker /Dv is thus just the projection onto HB ⊗ (C⊗C) ⊗Hspin. By construction, pq =
qp = q , and q commutes with /Dh ; so Hypotheses (3) and (4) are satisfied. Moreover:

q /Dh q = ( /DB⊗1pHG
⊗γ0),

Now, since qb = bq :

∣∣∣∣∣∣q[ /Dh ,b]q
∣∣∣∣∣∣

HA
=

∣∣∣∣∣∣[q /Dh q,b]
∣∣∣∣∣∣

HA
=

∣∣∣∣∣∣[( /DB⊗1pHG
⊗γ0),b]

∣∣∣∣∣∣
HA

(5.12)

=
∣∣∣∣∣∣[( /DB⊗γ0),b]

∣∣∣∣∣∣
HB⊗Hspin

.

Hypothesis (5) is satisfied since (B,HB⊗Hspin, /DB⊗γ0) is obviously metric: for all
b ∈ sa (B) which boundedly commute with /DB,

∣∣∣∣∣∣[ /DB⊗γ,b]
∣∣∣∣∣∣

HB⊗Hspin
= |||[ /DB,b]|||HB

;

moreover, ( /DB± i )−1⊗γ0 = ( /DB⊗γ0± i )−1, and since γ0 acts on the finite dimensional
space Hspin, we conclude that (B,H ⊗Hspin, /DB⊗γ0) is indeed a metric spectral triple.

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

E(a) :=
∫

G
αg (a)dλ(g ).
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As is well-known, E(a) ∈B, and in fact, E is a conditional expectation ontoB. Moreover,
since /Dh commutes with u, and since the derivation [ /Dh , ·] is closed, we conclude:

|||[ /Dh ,E(a)]|||HA
=

∣∣∣∣
∣∣∣∣
∣∣∣∣
∫

G
[ /Dh ,ug au(g−1)]dλ(g )

∣∣∣∣
∣∣∣∣
∣∣∣∣
HA

É
∫

G

∣∣∣
∣∣∣
∣∣∣ug [ /Dh , a]u(g−1)

∣∣∣
∣∣∣
∣∣∣
HA

dλ(g )

= |||[ /Dh , a]|||HA
.

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, [ /D v ,b] = 0 by
construction for all b ∈B. Moreover, following [55, proof of Theorem 3.1], see Lemma
(5.2) for details, we also note that there exists k > 0 such that:

‖a −E(a)‖A É k|||[ /D v , a]|||HA
.

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 A = B⋊αZ

d , for some unital C*-
algebraB and some action α ofZd on B. Let α̂ be the dual action ofTd on A. Of course

T̂d =Zd . Note that the fixed point C*-subalgebra A(0) of α̂ is B, and more generally, for

each (k1, . . . ,kd ) ∈Zd , the isotopic component A(k) is Bv
k1
1 · · ·v

kd

d
, where v1,. . . ,vd are

the canonical unitary in B⋊αZ
d (i.e. the canonical copy of C∗(Zd ) =C (Td ) in A is the

C*-subalgebra generated by v1,. . . ,vd ).
Let now (B,HB, /DB) be a metric spectral triple such that:

B0 :=
{

b ∈B : sup
k∈Zd

∣∣∣
∣∣∣
∣∣∣[ /D ,αk (a)]

∣∣∣
∣∣∣
∣∣∣
HB

<∞
}

is dense in B — such an action α is called equicontinuous. In this case, as seen in
[69, Section 6], the spectral triple constructed above can be described as follows. Let
γ0, . . . ,γd be a choice of d +1 anticommuting self-adjoint unitaries acting on Cd+1. On
its natural domain inside HB⊗ℓ2(Zd )⊗C

d+1, the Dirac operator /DA above become:

/DA := /DB⊗1ℓ2(Zd ) ⊗γ0

= /Dh

+
d∑

j=1
Z j ⊗γ j

= /Dv

,

where Z j is the closure of the unique linear operator such that Z j (ξ⊗η) : (z1, . . . , zd ) ∈
Zd 7→ z jη(z1, . . . , zd )ξ for all ξ ∈ HB, η ∈ ℓ2(Zd ), and we identify HB ⊗ ℓ2(Zd ) with

ℓ2(Zd ,HB).
By Corollary (5.4), we thus conclude that the spectral triple (A,HA, /DA) is metric if

(B,HB, /DB) is, and moreover, by Theorem (5.5):

Corollary 5.6. Under the assumption above,

lim
ε→0

Λ
spec((B,H ⊗C

d , /DB⊗γ0), (A,HA, /Dε)) = 0.

In particular,

Sp
(

/DB⊗γ0
)
=

{
lim

n→∞
λn : (λn)n∈N convergent sequence such that ∀n ∈N λn ∈ Sp

(
/Dh +

1

εn
/Dv

)}
,

for any choice of sequence (εn )n∈N in (0,∞) converging to 0.
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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 A4

θ
generated by the four canonical unitaries u1,u2,u3,u4. We restrict

the gauge action of T4 on A4
θ

to the torus T2 ∼= {(1,1)}×T2 ⊆T4, so if (z1, z2) ∈T2, then

α(z1 ,z2)(u1) = u1,α(z1 ,z2)u2 = u2,α(z1 ,z2)u3 = z1u3 and α(z1 ,z2)u4 = z2u4.

The fixed point C*-algebra ofα is of course the quantum 2-torusA2
θ′ generated by u1 and

u2 — the matrix θ′ is well-defined by this simple description modulo an integer-valued
matrix. Moreover, the isotopy subspaces for α are classified by pairs of integers, and for
all k, l ∈Z, we have A4

θ
(k, l) = (A2

θ′)uk
3 ul

4. As above, we can follow Rieffel’s construction

to obtain a spectral triple (A4
θ

,L2(A4
θ

) ⊗C4, /D) where L2(A4
θ

) is the GNS space for the

canonical tracial state of A4 (i.e. the conditional expectation for the dual action of T4),
and

/D := the closure of
4∑

j=1
∂ j ⊗γ j

where ∂ j is defined as the generator of the action t ∈Rαz j (t ) where

z j : t ∈R 7→ (1, . . . , exp(2iπt)

j -th position

, . . . ,1),

and the γ1,. . . ,γ4 matrices are again anticommuting self-adjoint unitaries on C4.
For all ε> 0, we define /Dε as the closure of

∂1 ⊗γ1 +∂2 ⊗γ2 +
1

ε
∂3 ⊗γ3 +

1

ε
∂4 ⊗γ4.

Similarly, we have a canonical spectral (A2
θ′ ,L2(A2

θ′ ), /D ′).
Thus, we may again apply Corollary (5.4), and then, Theorem (5.5), to obtain the

following collapse.

Corollary 5.7. With the assumption as above,

lim
ε→0+

Λ
spec((A4

θ,L2(A4
θ), /Dε), (A2

θ′ ,L2(A2
θ′ ), /D ′)) = 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 groupT here, to keep the notations in our references. Our hypotheses here
are as in the work of Ammann and Ammann and Bär 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 ε> 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 n 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 , g̃ ) of dimension (n +1). Assume that n even. The base
space N will carry the unique Riemannian metric g such that the projection

π : (M , g̃ )−→(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 ℓ := ‖K ‖ > 0 is constant on M , that is, the fibers of π
are assumed to be totally geodesic of equal length 2πℓ. 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 g̃ can be characterized in the following way. Let K /ℓ denote the normal-
ized Killing vector field associated to the U (1) action and let

(6.1) f1 = ∂1, . . . , fn = ∂n

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

F :=
{
e0 = K /ℓ,e1 = ∂̃1, . . . ,en = ∂̃n

}

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

Denote by

F̂ := {e j } j=0,...,n

the dual frame to F for 1-forms.
This U (1)-principal bundle has a unique connection 1-form iω : T M → iR such that

kerω|m is orthogonal to the fibers for all m ∈ M ; here we choose ω= e0. The connection
has a curvature 2-form dω. For example in the case of the Hopf fibration the curvature
is −2i e1 ∧e2 [22], [53].

As the metric g̃ on M is completely characterized by the connection 1-form iω, the
fiber length 2πℓ and the metric g on N , we can express the Dirac operator /DM on M

in terms of ω, ℓ, and g . This allowed Ammann and Bär [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 ϕ̃ : PSpin(M) → PSO(M) will be called projectable if 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.

ϕ̃ := π∗ϕ×Θn Θn+1 : π∗Spin(N )×Spin(n) Spin(n+1) →PSO(n)(M)×SO(n) SO(n+1)

yields a spin structure on M .
By rescaling the metric g̃ on M by the factor ε> 0 along the fibers while keeping it the

same on kerω we obtain a 1-parameter family of metrics g̃ε on M for which πε : M → N

(whereπε is given pointwise by the same formula as π) is still a Riemannian submersion,
with fibers of length 2πℓε, where ℓε := ℓε, is the length of the Killing field.

To main idea used in the proof of the main result of Ammann and Ammann-Bär (re-
ported as Theorem 6.2 below) is to decompose the Dirac operator /DM 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 ε. In order to define the horizontal and vertical Dirac operators

we first need to introduce some additional definitions.
If we denote by Σn+1 (resp. Σn ) a unitary representation of Spin(n+1) (resp. Spin(n))

of dimension 2[ (n+1)
2 ] (resp. 2[ n

2 ]), we define the spinor bundle of M (resp. N ) by ΣM :=
PSpin(M)×Spin(n+1)Σn+1 (resp. ΣN := PSpin(N )×Spin(n)Σn). The action of U (1) on PSpin (N )
induces an action of U (1) on the spinor bundle ΣM which we denote by κ. A spinor with
base point m will be mapped by κ(ei t ) to a spinor with base point m ·ei t . We define the
Lie derivative of a smooth spinor Ψ in the direction of the Killing field K by

(6.2) LK (Ψ)(m)=
d

d t
|t=0κ(e−i t )(Ψ(m ·ei t )).

Since LK is the differential of a representation of the Lie group U (1) on L2(ΣM), we
get the decomposition

(6.3) L2(ΣM) =
⊕

k∈Z
Vk

into the eigenspaces Vk of LK for the eigenvalue i k, k ∈Z. The U (1)-action commutes
with the Dirac operator /DM on M , hence this decomposition is preserved by /DM .

We will also use the convention that any r -form α acts on a spinor Ψ by

γ(α)Ψ :=
∑

i1<···<ir

α(ei1 , . . . ,eir )γ(ei1 ) · · ·γ(eir )Ψ

where the ei form an orthonormal basis of the tangent space.
The spinor covariant derivative differs from the Lie derivative in the direction e0 of

the Killing field by:

(6.4) ∇e0 =Le0 +
ℓ

4
γ(dω) =Le0 +

ℓ

4

∑

j<k ;i , j=1,...,n
γ(dω(e j ,ek )).
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In light of the above difference between ∇e0 and ∂e0 , we define the vertical Dirac op-

erator by

(6.5) /Dv := γ(K /ℓ)LK .

For later reference, we also define the zero order terms

Z :=−
1

4
γ(K /ℓ)γ(dω), V :=−

1

4
ℓγ(K /ℓ)γ(dω).

Next we associate to the U (1)-bundle M → N the complex line bundle L := M ×U (1)

C with the natural connection given by iω. Recall that if L is a line bundle, then by
convention Lk := L⊗k and L−k := (L∗)⊗k .

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

Qk : L2(ΣN ⊗L−k ) →Vk ,

which commutes with Clifford multiplication and such that the horizontal covariant
derivative is given by (recall that tilde’s are use to denote lifts.)

∇X̃ Qk (Ψ)=Qk (∇XΨ)+
ℓ

4
γ(K /ℓ)γ(ṼX )Qk(Ψ)

where VX is the vector field on N satisfying dω(X̃ , ·) = 〈ṼX , ·〉.
Then the horizontal operator /Dh : L2(ΣM) → L2(ΣM) is defined as the unique closed

linear operator, such that on each Vk it is given by the formula below, where ∇N denotes
the covariant spinor derivative on N associated to the Levi-Civita connection on N , and
k∇ω is the covariant derivative on the bundle L−k associated to the connection iω. (Note
that now we switched order of the tensor product factors so that the vertical direction
corresponds to the 0 value of the index.)

/Dh : L2(ΣM) → L2(ΣM) : /Dh |Vk
:=Qk ◦D ′

k ◦Qk
−1,(6.6)

where D ′
h,k :=

n∑

i=1
(1L−k ⊗γi ) (1⊗∇N

fi
+k∇ω

fi
⊗1).(6.7)

with D ′
h,k the twisted (of charge k) Dirac operator on L−k ⊗L2(ΣN ). Moreover, we have

γ(K /ℓ)Qk(Ψ) = Qk(cγ(dvoln)Ψ) with c ∈ {1, i ,−1,−i } depending on n and the represen-
tation of the Clifford algebra Cln+1 . Sinceγ(dvoln) anticommutes with any twisted Dirac
operator on N , we know that γ(K /ℓ) anticommutes with Dh .

By putting everything together, it follows that

(6.8) /DM =
n∑

i=0
∇ei

γ(ei ) = /Dv + /Dh +V , with V =−
1

4
ℓγ(K /ℓ)γ(dω).

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

Since γ(dvoln) anticommutes with any twisted Dirac operator on N , we know that
γ(K /ℓ) anticommutes with Dh and hence with γ(K /ℓ) [4, Page 241]; therefore it also
anticommutes with the vertical operator Dv = γ(K /ℓ)LK ; therefore the squares of the
vertical and horizontal Dirac operators can be simultaneously diagonalized.

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

classical Dirac operator /D Mε associated to (Mε, g̃ε) and defined on L2(ΣMε) can now be
reinterpreted as the operator

/D Mε =
1

ℓε
/D v + /Dh +Vε defined on L2(ΣM).(6.9)

Indeed, the rescaling of the metric corresponds to the rescaling of the spinors in the
vertical component by ε, while the Dirac operator does not change for this type of rescal-
ing. The term 1

ε takes care of all of the changes, [6].
This alternative interpretation of the classic operator /DMε on (Mε, g̃ε) as a rescaled

Dirac operator defined on ΣM 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 ε, one has to take into account more explicitly the
isomorphism between ΣMε and ΣM , 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:

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

/DMε =
1

ℓε
/Dv + /Dh +Vε on L2(ΣM).

with

Vε :=−(1/4)ℓεγ(K /ℓε)γ(dωε) on L2(ΣM).

(3) The Ammann and Bär collapsing condition is, for ε→ 0 [3, Equation (1)]:

(6.10) ℓε → 0, ‖ℓεdωε‖→ 0 for ε→ 0.

Remark 6.1. In [64] the Ammann and Bär collapsing condition of Equation (6.10) is
weakened to (ℓεdωε) 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 , g̃ ) be a closed Riemannian spin manifold, and let

U (1) act isometrically on M. We assume that the orbits have constant length 2πℓ, 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∇E . Let g̃ε be the metric on M described obtained by shrinking g̃ in the vertical

direction, with constant length of the fibers equal to ℓε := 2πℓε.

We suppose that the spin structure on M is projectable and that N carries the in-

duced spin structure. Let µ1,µ2, . . . be the eigenvalues of the twisted Dirac operator /DE
N

on L2(ΣN )⊗E.

Then we can number the eigenvalues (λ j ,k (ℓε))
j∈N,k∈Z of the twisted Dirac operator

/DM ε on M for g̃ε on L2(ΣMε)⊗π∗E such that they depend continuously on ℓε and such

that for ℓε → 0:

(1) For any j ∈N and k ∈Z
ℓε ·λ j ,k (ℓε) → k.

In particular, λ j ,k (ℓε) →±∞ if k 6= 0.
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(2) If n = dim N is even, then

λ j ,0(ℓε) →µ j .

(3) If n = dim N is odd, then

λ2 j−1,0(ℓε) → µ j

λ2 j ,0(ℓε) → −µ j

In both cases, the convergence of the eigenvalues λ j ,0(ℓε) 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 Ψ be a common eigenspinor for LK and /Dh for the eigenvalues i k

and µ resp.
On U := span{Ψ,γ(K /ℓε)Ψ} the operator (1/ℓε) /Dv + /Dh is represented by the matrix

1

ℓε

(
0 −i k

i k 0

)
+

(
µ 0
0 −µ

)
=

(
µ −i k/ℓε

i k/ℓε −µ

)
.

where µ are the eigenvalues of the Dirac operator on N . Thus for k = 0 the restriction
of (1/ℓε) /Dv + /Dh has eigenvalues ±µ. For k 6= 0 the eigenvalues of r es|U ((1/ℓε) /Dv + /Dh )
are the square roots of (k/ℓε)2+µ2. Therefore the eigenvalues (λ0

j ,k (ℓε)) j∈N,k∈Z of r es|U ((1/ℓ) /Dv + /Dh)

can be numbered such that they are continuous in ℓε and satisfy properties (1) and (2)
of Theorem 6.2. The additional term ℓεZε does not change this behavior because tends
to zero in norm for ε→ 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 ε → 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

(6.11) A :=C (M), H := L2(ΣM), and /D := /Dh + /D v , /Dε := /Dh +
1

ε
/Dv ,

where /Dv and /Dh are defined respectively in Equations (6.5) and (6.6).
Of course we also have:

(6.12) /D Mε = /Dε+Vε on L2(ΣM).

Theorem 6.3. Let (M , g̃ ) 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 2πℓ:

(6.13) π : (M , g̃ ) → (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),ΣM , /D M ) be the standard metric spectral triple asso-

ciated to the Dirac on M. Fix ε> 0, and define ℓε := ℓε and, with notation as above, the

operator

(6.14) /Dε :=
1

ℓε
/Dv + /Dh on L2(ΣM).

Then for all ε> 0, the operator /Dε is self-adjoint on ΣM and the spectral triple
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(6.15) (C (M),L2(ΣM), /Dε)

is metric. Moreover

(6.16) lim
ε→0

Λ
spec

(
(C (M),L2(ΣM), /Dε), (C (N ),L2(ΣN ), /DN )

)
= 0

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) For all ε > 0, /Dε is self-adjoint and 0 is isolated in spec( /Dε). (This is stronger

than what required.)

(1) The following norm inequalities hold, for all a ∈ C (M) in the Lipschitz subalge-

bra of /D:

max

{∣∣∣∣
∣∣∣∣
∣∣∣∣[

1

ε
/D v , a]

∣∣∣∣
∣∣∣∣
∣∣∣∣
L2(ΣM)

, |||[ /Dh , a]|||
L2(ΣM)

}
É |||[ /Dε, a]|||

L2(ΣM)

(2) For all b in the Lischitz subalgebra of C (N ), we have:

[ /Dv ,b]= 0.

(3) If we let p be the projection onto ker( /D v ), then [p,b] = 0 and [ /Dh , p] = 0 for all

b ∈C (N ).

(4) (B,ker /Dv , p /Dh 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 ∈A belonging to the Lipschitz algebra such that:

‖a −E(a)‖C (M) É k |||[ /Dh , a]|||
L2(ΣMε)

and

∥∥p[ /Dh ,E(a)]p
∥∥

C (M) = |||[ /Dh ,E(a)]|||
L2(ΣM) É |||[ /D v , a]|||

L2(ΣM).

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

(01) The operator /Dε is self-adjoint for all ε> 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(() /Dε) since all of its nonzero eigenvalues are given by the square
roots of (k/ℓε)2 +µ2 (where µ 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 Vk (of Equation
(6.3)), the Dirac operator on M is given (up to the isometry Qk) by the twisted
Dirac /Dk operator of charge k on Vk = L−k ⊗ΣN , given by:

D ′
h,k :=

n∑

i=1
(1L−k ⊗γi ) (1⊗∇N

fi
+k∇ω

fi
⊗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 ) : [ /Dv ,b] = 0. This follows by

explicitly computing the following expression (note that b commutes with Qk

for all k):

[D ′
h,k ,b]= [

n∑

i=1
(1L−k ⊗γi ) (1⊗∇N

fi
+k∇ω

fi
⊗1),b] = 0.

(3) If we let p be the projection onto ker( /Dv ), then we need to show that: [p,b] = 0
and [ /Dh , p] = 0 for all b ∈C (N ). But, as in [53, Equation (4.9)]):

(6.17) ker /Dv = {ψ|LK /ℓ(ψ) = 0} = Γ(M ,ΣM) ∼=π∗(Γ(N ,L2(ΣN ))),

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).

�

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

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 ‖ℓεdωε‖ tends uniformly to a bounded operator.
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