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Abstract

Using the Levi-Civita connection on the noncommutative differential one-forms of
a spectral triple (B, H, D), we define the full Riemann curvature tensor, the Ricci cur-
vature tensor and scalar curvature. We give a definition of Dirac spectral triples and
derive a general Weitzenbock formula for them. We apply these tools to #-deformations
of compact Riemannian manifolds. We show that the Riemann and Ricci tensors trans-
form naturally under #-deformation, whereas the connection Laplacian, Clifford repre-
sentation of the curvature and the scalar curvature are all invariant under deformation.
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1 Introduction

This article presents the curvature tensor for spectral triples using the formalism of [MR24a).
For connections on the module of one-forms we also define Ricci and scalar curvature. We
then prove a general Weitzenbock formula for Dirac spectral triples, and exemplify this by
establishing the formula for #-deformations of commutative manifolds.

One recent approach to curvature in noncommutative geometry is via heat kernel coefficients,
[CTT11l, [CM14]. We do not pursue this approach, rather we adapt the long standing algebraic
definitions to the context of spectral triples. In particular we exploit our construction of the
Levi-Civita connection [MR24a] to define a preferred curvature.

The curvature tensors we present are concrete operators computed as V2 and contractions
thereof, familiar from differential geometry and algebra, see [BM20] and references therein.
Calculations of these curvatures is of comparable difficulty to the manifold case, so that for
situations with reasonable symmetry they can be done by hand.

To relate the operator of a spectral triple to the curvature, we introduce the class of Dirac
spectral triples, emulating the notion of Dirac bundle on a manifold. In this setting we can
define connection Laplacians and obtain a Weitzenbock formula. The positivity of connection
Laplacians relies on the vanishing of a divergence term, just as in the manifold case.

The formulation of a noncommutative Weitzenbock formula requires the existence of a braid-
ing on the module of two-tensors. On a manifold, the flip map plays the role of the braiding.
To justify our formula, we explain this issue in detail in Section

While the flip map is typically not well-defined on noncommutative tensor products, there
are numerous examples of braidings in the algebraic context [BM20]. We provide examples of
braidings for §-deformations [MR24al, and the Podles sphere [MR24c|. In [MR24a] braidings
appeared for a related reason, and were used to obtain reality conditions on two-tensors and
uniqueness of Hermitian and torsion-free bimodule connections on the module of one-forms.

In [MR24a] we constructed the unique Levi-Civita connection for #-deformations. Here
we show that the Levi-Civita connection of the #-deformed manifold coincides with the 6-
deformation of the Levi-Civita connection of the manifold. This allows us to establish the
Weitzenbock formula and show that the scalar curvature remains undeformed, while the full
curvature tensor and Ricci tensor transform naturally under deformation.

Section 2 recalls the framework of [MR24al, Section 3 discusses curvature tensors, Section 4
introduces Dirac modules and proves a general Weitzenbock formula. Section 5 presents the
example of #-deformations.
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2 Background on noncommutative forms and connections

This section sets notation and summarises the setup needed to obtain a (unique) Hermitian
torsion-free connection on the module of one-forms of a spectral triple. We do this by
reformulating the assumptions and results of [MR24a)] in the context of spectral triples.

2.1 Modules of forms

Throughout this article we are looking at the differential structure provided by a spectral
triple. We never require a compact resolvent condition, and so have omitted it from the
following, otherwise standard, definition. See [MR24al Examples 2.4-2.6].

Definition 2.1. Let B be a C*-algebra. A spectral triple for B is a triple (B, H, D) where
B C B is a local [MR24al, Definition 2.1] dense *-subalgebra, H is a Hilbert space equipped
with a s-representation B — B(H), and D an unbounded self-adjoint regular operator

D : dom(D) C H — H such that for all a € B

a-dom(D) C dom(D) and [D,a] is bounded.

Given a spectral triple (B, H, D), the module of one-forms is the space
05 (B) :=span {a[D,b] : a,b € B} C B(H).

We obtain a first order differential calculus d : B — Q4 (B) by setting d(b) := [D,b]. This
calculus carries an involution (a[D, b]) := [D, b]*a* induced by the operator adjoint. Thus
(Q4(B), 1) is a first order differential structure in the sense of [MR24al.

We recollect some of the constructions of [MR24a] for (QL(B),1). Writing Th(B) :=
Q5 (B)®*, the universal differential forms Q7 (B) admit a representation

Tp : Qﬁ(B) - Tﬂlig)((B) Tp(agd(ar) - d(ax)) = ag[D,a1] @ --- @ [D, ar],  (2.1)

YiG)) 2Im0%p . Qﬁ(B) — Q%(‘B) WD(ao(S(al)"‘é(CLk)) = Clo[@,al] "'[D,(J,k], (22)
where m : Tk(B) — QF(B) is the multiplication map. Neither mp nor 7p are maps of
differential algebras, but are B-bilinear maps of associative x-B-algebras, [L97, IMR24a.

The =-structure on 5 (B) is determined by the adjoint of linear maps on H, while the
s-structure on @1k (B) is given by the operator adjoint and

(W QW ® - @) = wf @z ® W) Vg wi.



We will write w' := w* for one forms w as well, though we will adapt this notation when we
come to f-deformations.

The maps 7 : Q3(B) — T3 and 6 : QF(B) — QFF1(B) are typically not compatible in the
sense that § need not map ker7 to itself. Thus in general, 7 (B) can not be made into a
differential algebra. The issue to address is that there are universal forms w € Q%(B) for
which 7(w) = 0 but 7(d(w)) # 0. The latter are known as junk forms, [C94, Chapter VIJ.
We denote the B-bimodules of junk forms by

JE(B) = {mp(6(w)) : mp(w) =0} and JTE(B) = {7Fp(6(w)) : Tp(w) = 0}.
Observe that the junk submodules only depend on the representation of the universal forms.

Definition 2.2. A second order differential structure (Q4,1, V) is a first order differential
structure (Q5(B), ) together with an idempotent ¥ : T2 — T2 satisfying W ot = oW
and JTZ(B) C Im(¥) C m™(J3(B)). A second order differential structure is Hermitian if
QL (B) is a finitely generated projective right B-module with right inner product (- |-)g, such
that U = U2 = U* is a projection.

A second order differential structure admits an exterior derivative dy : Q3,(B) — T3(B) via
dy(p) = (1 = W) ompodomy'(p). (2.3)
The differential satisfies dy([D,b]) = 0 for all b € B. A differential on one-forms allows us

to define curvature for modules, and formulate torsion for connections on one-forms.

For an Hermitian differential structure (Q4(B), 1, ¥, (-|-)), the module of one-forms Q1 (B)
is also a finite projective left module [MR24al Lemma 2.12] with inner product g{(w | p) =
(w'] p)g. Thus all tensor powers T (B) carry right and left inner products. Using these we
obtain bimodule isomorphisms

—, .
o TR Homiy (TE, T3), @ (wen)(p) :=wn'|p)

&1t o Homy (15, 75), G ow)(p) = (o | o, (2.4)

where p,n € T and w € T. Inner products on Q% (B) do not arise automatically.

The two inner products on Q4 (B) give rise to equivalent norms on Q4 (B), and using results
of [KPW04], Q3,(B) is a bi-Hilbertian bimodule of finite index. To explain what this means
for us, recall [FLO2| that a (right) frame for Qf(B) is a (finite) collection of elements (w;)

that satisfy
p=> wiw|p)m
J

for all p € Q%(B). A finite projective bi-Hilbertian module has a “line element” or “quantum
metric” [BM20] given by

G = ij ® w}. (2.5)
J



The line element G is independent of the choice of frame, is central, meaning that bG = Gb

for all b € B, and
spang {ij ® w} : for any frame (wj)}

J

is a complemented submodule of T2. The endomorphisms o (G) and & (G) coincide with
the identity operator on Q4(B). The inner product is computed via

—gw®@p) = (G|lw®p)s = (W |p)s. (2.6)
Such bilinear inner products appear in [BM20, BGJ20, BGJ21]. The element
e’ = n(w|w) =—g(G) € B (2.7)

J
is independent of the choice of right frame, and is central, positive and invertible (provided
the left action of B on Qi (B) is faithful). Setting Z = e=#/2 > Wi ®w}, the endomorphisms
A (Z® Z) and W(Z ® Z) of T2(B) are projections.

2.2 Existence of Hermitian torsion-free connections

A right connection on a right B-module X is a C-linear map
VXX ®gp 2, such that ?(:ca) = ?(x)a +2®[D,al.

There is a similar definition for left connections on left modules. Connections always exist
on finite projective modules. Given a connection ? on a right inner product B-module X
we say that V is Hermitian [MR24al Definition 2.23] if for all z,y € X we have

—(V [ yhs + (2] Vy)s = [D, (2| y)al.
For left connections we instead require
5(Va | y) = (o | V) = [D,n( | 9))

If furthermore X is a f-bimodule [MR24a, Definition 2.8] like T, then for each right con-
nection ? on X there is a conjugate left connection % given by V = —jo ? o t which is
Hermitian if and only if V is Hermitian.

Example 2.3. Given a (right) frame v = (z;) C X we get a left- and right Grassmann
connection

Vo(a) = [D,s(z |2l @al, V() =12;0[D (z;]2)s], zeX.

The Grassmann connections are Hermitian and conjugate, that is %“ =—}o ?” ot. A pair
of conjugate connections on X are both Hermitian if and only if for any right frame (z;)
IMR24al, Proposition 2.30|

?(x]) ® x;r +z;® %(w}) = 0. (2.8)
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The differential (2.3]) allows us to ask whether a connection on 1, (B) is torsion-free, meaning
IMR24al, Section 4.1] that for any frame

1@ (1 - \1/)(?(%) ® w; +w; ® dq,(wj)) = 0.

For a Hermitian right connection, being torsion-free is equivalent to (1 —¥)o ? = —dy. For
the conjugate left connection this becomes (1 — ) o % = dy, [MR24al, Proposition 4.5].

Given a right frame (w;) C Q5(B) we define
W = dy(wj) ®w;- and W'hi=w;® dq,(wj.).

Definition 2.4. Let (Q2}(B),1,V, (- | -)) be an Hermitian differential structure. Define the
projections P := ¥ ®1 and Q := 1® ¥ on T3(B). The differential structure is concordant if
T3 = (Im(P)NIm(Q))® (Im(1—P)+Im(1—Q)). Let I be the projection onto Im(P)NIm(Q).
The differential structure is f-concordant if [MR24al Definition 4.30|

(14+11— PQ) YW +PWH =141 -QP) {(W'+QW). (2.9)

The condition (2.9)) expresses a compatibility between ¥, t, and the inner product, as encoded
by the frame (w;). Importantly, despite being defined in terms of a frame, the three tensor

1+ —PQ)™ " (W +PWH — (1+1—QP) " (W' + QW),

is independent of the choice of frame. In particular, the f-concordance condition, which
requires this three tensor to vanish, is frame independent [MR24al, Proposition 4.33].

Theorem 2.5. Let (QL(B), 1, U, (- |-)) be an Hermitian differential structure. Then there
exists an Hermitian and torsion-free (right) connection

V 1 QL (B) - T2(B)
if and only if (Q4(B), 1,9, (-|+)) is t-concordant.

To obtain such a connection we use the maps .o of Equation (2.4]), and add to the
Grassmann connection ?” of a frame v = (w;) the one-form-valued endomorphism 3(/1) €

Hom, (Q4), T2), where
A= (1411 - PQ)'(W + PW'") € T3.

If instead we start with the left Grassmann connection %” we subtract the connection form

E(A). The two connections are conjugate.

Example 2.6. The construction for compact Riemannian manifolds yields the Levi-Civita
connection on the cotangent bundle, [MR24al, Theorem 6.15].



2.3 Uniqueness of Hermitian torsion-free connections

For uniqueness, we need the left and right representations ﬁ, o as well as the definition of
a special kind of bimodule connection.

Definition 2.7. Suppose that o : T3(B) — T3(B) is an invertible bimodule map such that
foo =o0"!ot and such that the conjugate connections ?, % satisfy

O'Og:%.

Then we say that o is a braiding and that (3, o) is a f-bimodule connection.

We denote by Z(M) the centre of a B-bimodule M.

Theorem 2.8. Let (Q4,(B),1,¥,(-|-)) be a Hermitian differential structure. Suppose that
o : T3 — T? is a braiding for which the map

d 4o tow  Z2(Im(ID) — ﬁom(ﬂ%),T%)

1s injective. If there exists a Hermitian torsion-free o-t-bimodule connection, then it is
unique.

Even when we have the uniqueness given by Theorem we do not have a closed formula
for the part of the connection in Im(II), but in examples this can usually be determined. For
Riemannian manifolds, and indeed all examples so far, this part of the connection is zero.

Definition 2.9. If the f-concordant Hermitian differential structure (Q%(B),1,V, (- |-))
admits a braiding o for which there exists a Hermitian torsion-free o-1 bimodule connection,

?G,U).

we call it the Levi-Civita connection, and denote it by (

For a compact Riemannian manifold (M, g) equipped with a Dirac bundle § — M, we have
an associated spectral triple (C*°(M), L*(M, §), ). Then Qp,(C>=(M)) = Q'(M) @ C [C94,
Chapter VI|, and we let (-|-), be the inner product on Q}D(COO(M )) induced by g. Moreover,
the junk two-tensors in 75 (C*(M)) ~ T?(M) coincide with the module of symmetric tensors

IMR24a, Example 4.26]. Thus for o : TI?)(M) — Tl%(M) the standard flip map we can set

¥ := 142 for the junk projection.

Theorem 2.10. Let (M, g) be a compact Riemannian manifold with a Dirac bundle § — M.
Then (Q}Z)(COO(M)), T, U, (-|)g) is a T-concordant Hermitian differential structure and there

Y

exists a unique Hermitian torsion-free T-bimodule connection (?G,a) on Q}p(COO(M)) =

QY M)®C. The restriction ?G QN M)@1c — QY (M) ® 1¢ coincides with the Riemannian
connection on Q' (M).

Other examples to which this machinary applies are f-deformations of Riemannian manifolds
[MR24al, Section 6|, as well as pseudo-Riemannian manifolds, [MR24a, Examples 2.4-2.6],
and the standard Podles sphere [MR24d].



3 Curvature

The definitions of curvature we use are the classical ones, and have been used in the alge-
braic context for decades. The books [L97| and [BM20(] serve as excellent sources for the
background, examples and related topics.

3.1 Curvature for module connections and spectral triples

A second order differential structure (Q5(B),T,¥) has a second order exterior derivative
dy : Q3(B) — A%(B) which allows us to use the usual algebraic definition of curvature for
a module connection.

Definition 3.1. Let (Q5L(B), T, ¥) be a second order differential structure, Xs a finite pro-
jective right B-module and V¥ : X — X ®g Q5 (B) a connection. The curvature of X is the
map RV" : X — X @ A3 (B) defined by

RV (1) =101 - D)o (VY @ltlady)o Vi) eXosAL(B), weX.
Similarly, for a connection %x on a left module 3X we define the curvature to be

RV ()= (1- 1) @lo(10 V¥ —dy®1)o Vi(z) e AL(B) 25X, ze€X.

The sign difference between the left and right curvatures is due to the fact that dy satisfies a
graded Leibniz rule while connections do not interact with the grading in such a way. For a

pair of conjugate connections % =—fo ? ot on a t-bimodule X the curvatures are related
via

RY () = RV ().
The next lemma provides tools for computing curvature.

Lemma 3.2. Let (Q5L(B),1,%,(- | -)) be an Hermitian differential structure, X5 a finite
projective right B-module and v = (x;) a frame for Xg. Any right connection ?x can be
written ?x = ?” + (A) where 6 is the Grassmann connectwn and A € X ® Qf @ X is
given by A =73, ?(xj) ® a:j. Writing A =3, ©; ® AF @ ! we have

 wjlads AL = AL > Ay | ay)s = AL Z% D, (z; | 2x)p] @z}, = 0.
k

k

Proof. The first two statements come from the frame relation

Zﬂfj@Af@IL = pr®<xp|a:j>314§®x£ :Z%'@A?@pr)%@x;
ik

Jskip Jsksp



The third is similar, with
> V(@) | ahs = 30 ¥ (o | 23)s) (@ a)s
= > V@)l aa+ Y we® D fee| asl(a | a)s. D

What follows is essentially the classical calculation showing that ReDC is a two-form-valued
endomorphism, and can be found in [L97, MRS22].

Proposition 3.3. Let (Q3,(B), 1, Y, (:|-)) be an Hermitian differential structure, Xz a finitely

generated projective module, ?x a right connection. The curvature is a well-defined two-

form-valued endomorphism RV € Homy (X, X ® A2). If v = (x;) is a frame for X and
VX =¥ + ' (A) then

RV (2) = 1@ (1= W) (24 @ [D, (w | 25)5] @ [D, (| )] (2| )

a0 ® A @ Ay | 0)n + 2 © du(A) (25 | 7)) )

Stmilarly the curvature of a left connection %x % + Oz 15 a well-defined two-form-
valued endomorphism RV ¢ Homj (X, A} ® X), and

R¥(2)=(1-0) @ 1(3@ | zp)[D, 8{zp | 2)] ® [D, (x| 2k)] ®
+ (x| xj>A§» ®AF @ a2 — (x| $j>d\p(A§) ® ZL’k)
Proof. We prove the result for right modules. Fixing a frame (z;) of Xg, write
V() = 2;® [D, (x; | 2)s] + 7; @ A{wy | 2)s, @ € X,
Given x € Xg we use Lemma repeatedly to find
R¥ (@) =12 (1-W)o (?x ©1+1®dy)(z; D, (3 | 2)s] + 24 © Al | 2)s )
=1®(1- <€x (z;) | @)s] + VE(ar) © Al | 2)n + 20 © do (4] (x| $>3)>
=1e(1-9) <$k ® [D, (x| 2;)3] @ [D, (z; | 2)a] + 21 @ Ap{a | )3 @ [D, (z; | )]
+2 @ [D, (w1 | wi)s] ® Al(z; | 2)p + 21 @ AT (Tm | 215 ® A7) | 2)5
+ o1 © dy(A])(z; | 2)s) — 2 @ AL @ D, {z; | 2)s))
=16 (1= ) (2 ® D, (a | 23)s] @ [D, (25| 7p)s) (@, | )

+ 2@ [D, (| 21)s] ® (2 | Tm) 8 AD (2 | 2)p + 21 @ AP (T | T1) 5 ® Al (2; | )5
+ x, @ dy (A7, )<% | z)3 ))



=1le(1-1v) (wk R [D, (zx | )8 @ [D, (2 | 2p)s](p | 2)5
+ 0@ Af @ Alws | o)s + 2 © du(A]) ;| 2)s) ).
The case of a left connection follows similarly. O]

The advantage of using a global frame for computing curvature, even classically, is that the
topological contribution to the curvature is separated out in the Grassmann term

1@ (1 - 9) (2 @ [D, (i | 25)8] D, (2 | 2p)a]) (2 | 2)

with the connection form contributions “dg A + A A A” being purely geometric.

For a compact Riemannian manifold (M, g) equipped with a Dirac bundle § — M and
associated spectral triple (C™(M), L*(M, §), D) we have Q},(C>(M)) ~ Q' (M) ® C and
U = symmetrisation projection. It is well-known that this notion of connection coincides with
the usual one in the case of a connection on a smooth Riemannian vector bundle £ — M.
Consequently, the definition of curvature applied to such a connection also recovers the usual
geometric curvature tensor.

In view of Theorem [2.10, we can recover the Riemann tensor of the manifold M by considering
the curvature of the Levi-Civita connection. This motivates the following definition.

Definition 3.4. Let (B,H,D) be a spectral triple admitting a f-concordant Hermitian
differential structure (Q4(B),T, ¥, (- |-)) and a braiding o : T3 — T2 for which there exists
a Hermitian torsion-free  bimodule connection (V¢ o). The curvature tensor of (B, H, D)
is then defined to be RV,

3.2 Ricci and scalar curvature

The Ricci and scalar curvature are obtained from the full Riemann tensor by taking traces
in suitable pairs of variables. The analogue in our setting is the inner product with the
line element G € T3(B) introduced in Equation (2.5), again for suitable pairs of variables.
Similar definitions appear in [BM20l p574ff].

For a manifold, we can choose a frame coming from orthonormalising local coordinates

wk = ,/gpaB'/j dazh (3.1)

with the the help of a partition of unity ¢,. Here we abuse notation by writing dz* for [D, x#]
computed locally, Bﬁdx’; = ek is a local orthonormal frame, and where for a self-adjoint or

symmetric operator D we have (dz#)! = —daz*.

Proposition 3.5. Let (M, g) be a Riemannian manifold and set B = C*°(M). Identifying
tangent and cotangent bundles of the Riemannian manifold (M, g), the curvature tensor is
(locally)

R=di*®R,,, "dz” Ndz" @ (dz¥)T.

10



The Ricci tensor is
Ric = 3(R | G)
and the scalar curvature is

r= <G | RiC>B.

Proof. We will work over a single chart. Writing dz? Adz? as %(dx”@dxp—dxp ®dz7) allows us
to compute the left inner product with the identity operator G. Locally G = g,sdz®® (da?)T,
so we find

1
5(R] G) = 342" ® R,,,, “da” can{de? © (da") | gasda™ @ (o))
1 14 (o 14 o
— §daj“ ® R,,, da’ o (da? @ (do )" Gapdz® ® (dz")1
1 1
= —§dx” ® Rgpu,,da:"gﬁ”ga,ggpa + §dx“ ® Rg,,wdx"gaﬂg”ﬁg"a

1 1
= —édx“ ® Ryppda? g™ + §dx“ ® Ryppdal g™
= —da* ® dz° Ropug” = —da* ® da’ Ry = do* © (da”)'R,,,".

The scalar curvature is then the right inner product of the Ricci curvature with the identity
operator,

(G3(R|G))5 = (gapde® @ (da”)T | da* © (d2”)")s Roppu g™
g Ro_p#ygpygaﬁggﬁgaﬂ
= Rgpuygﬂl’gtw

= Ropuw g™ 97" u

As a consequence of these computations, we see that we can define the Ricci and scalar
curvature for any connection on the one-forms of an Hermitian differential structure.

Definition 3.6. Let (Q4(B), 1,9, (-|-)) be a Hermitian differential structure and v a right
connection on Q4 with curvature RY e QL(B) ® A2 (B) @ Q3,(B). The Ricci curvature of
Is
Ric¥ = (R | G) € T2(B)

and the scalar curvature is

rY = (G| Ric" ).

These definitions mirror those of [BM20] and references therein, and agree when both apply.
We will compute these curvatures for -deformations of compact manifolds in Section [5], and
in [MR24c| we will examine the curvature of the Podles sphere.
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4 Weitzenbock formula

In this section we relate the second covariant derivative to the connection Laplacian. Under
additional assumptions, mimicking the definition of Dirac bundles on manifolds, we compare
the connection Laplacian to D2.

Before introducing our definition of Dirac spectral triples, modelled on the definition for
manifolds, we clarify the role of the flip map which is present even in the commutative case.
These observations influence the general form of Weitzenbock formulae even for manifolds.

4.1 Clifford connections and braiding

The definition of Clifford connection and Dirac bundle for Riemannian manifolds as found
in [LM89, Chapter II, Section 5| tacitly makes use of commutativity in a number of ways.
Here we clarify where commutativity is used and provide motivation for the appearance of
the braiding in the definition of Dirac spectral triple (Definition .

In the setting of a Dirac bundle § — M on a Riemannian manifold (M, g), we write X :=
['(M, $) for the central bimodule of sections of §. One of the requirements of a Dirac bundle
is that module of one-forms Q'(M) acts as endomorphisms of X. That is, we are given a

C>(M)-linear map Q'(M) — End(X).
We say that a connection V¥ is a Clifford connection if given a one form w, the Levi-Civita
connection VY, and a section z € X, we have

wz Viw 1) = V(W) v +w V(). (4.1)

In order for the right hand side of to be well-defined on the balanced tensor product
Q' ooy X (before letting the one-form part act) requires V9 to be a right connection and
V¥ to be a left connection. Of course in the commutative case, any right connection can be
turned into a left connection using the flip map X @cee(ar) ' = Q' Qoo (a) X, 2@W = wR .

Ensuring well-definedness forces us to work with a left and a right connection, but subse-
quently, care is required when properly defining the action of the endomorphism defined
by the one form w on Q' ®ceoary X. Since C°°(M) commutes with End(X) the operator
(1®w)(n®z):=n®w-xis well-defined on Q' @ce(pr) X. In the noncommutative setting,
this is no longer true.

The issue can be overcome by using a braiding o : Q' @ceo(ar) Q' = Q! @coo(ary ', which in
the commutative case would be the flip map. In that case

(clwen) r=new-z=1cw)(ne ),

and in this equation the left hand side can be generalised by using a braiding, whereas the
right hand side does not generally make sense. The classical Clifford connection condition
can thus be rewritten in terms of left and right connections as

%x =(1®c)(cx1)( w®$x +€G(w)®x), (4.2)

and in this form can be reinterpreted in the noncommutative context.
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4.2 Dirac spectral triples and the connection Laplacian

We now introduce a class of spectral triples for which the Weitzenbock formula holds. Given
a left inner product module X and a positive functional ¢ : B — C, the Hilbert space
L*(X, ¢) is the completion of X in the scalar product (z,y) := ¢(z(z | y)).

Definition 4.1. Let (B, 3, D) be a spectral triple equipped with a braided Hermitian dif-
ferential structure (QL(B),T,¥,(-|-),0). Then (B,H,D) is a Dirac spectral triple over

(Q5(B), 1,9, (- |-),0) if
1. for w,n € QL(B) we have
(moW)(p@n) =em(G)p" | n)s = —e"m(G)g(p @ n); (4.3)

2. there is left inner product module X over B and a positive functional ¢ : B — C such
that H = L*(X, ¢) and the natural map ¢ : Q}(B) @ L*(X, ¢) — L*(X, ¢) restricts to
amap c: Q5(B) @5 X — X;

3. There is a left connection V¥ : X — Q! 5(B)®5X such that D = co NARE) g L3 (X, ¢);

4. there is a Hermitian torsion free {-bimodule connection ?G ) on Q7 such that

wx—cogx (w®z))=co(moo®1 ?G +w®$x (4.4)

The well-known order one condition for spectral triples gives a sufficient condition for D to
be of the form co %x , [LRV12, Section 3]. The compatibility of %x with ?G is the analogue
of the ‘Clifford connection’ condition on a Dirac bundle, [LM89, Definition 5.2]. Condition
1. captures the essential feature of Clifford multiplication, namely that the product is that
of differential forms modulo the line element G.

As discussed subsection the definition of Dirac bundle for manifolds exploits commuta-
tivity to ensure the one-forms act in the correct order in condition 4. The bimodule map o
plays the role of the flip map to do the same job in the noncommutative context.

Remark 4.2. One could consider the Clifford connection condition (4.4]) relative to an arbi-
trary right connection ?Ql. Computing [D, aJwzx then gives that

J?Ql (aw)) = [D, aw + am( 0?9

Hence ?Ql is forced to be a o-bimodule connection modulo ker m.

We will consider examples of Dirac spectral triples, such as #-deformations of classical Dirac
bundles in the present paper and the Podles sphere in [MR24c].

Consider the left B-module X. The curvature of X is given by the covariant second derivative
(1-V)®1lo(1® Tr_ dy®1)o . The existence of the connection V¢ on QL(B) allows us
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define a connection Laplacian, via a second derivative of the form (1 ® %x + ?G ®1)o %x,
combined with the analogue of a trace map on two-tensors. By [MR24al, Proposition 2.30|

VOo1+10 VY QL (B) @y X — T2(B) &5 X

is well-defined. In this section we will show how to construct the connection Laplacian for
Dirac spectral triples.

Definition 4.3. Let (B, H, D) be a Dirac spectral triple with braided Hermitian differential
structure (Q4(B),1,¥,(-|-),0), and Vrx o QL ®5 X and v . QL — T2(B) the
associated connections. With m : T3(B) — Q2 (B) the multiplication map, we define the
connection Laplacian of %x relative to V¢ by

A¥(z) = e Pm(GNG | (VE @1 +10 V) o V¥(a))x € X.

Note that (G|(VC@1+10V%)o V¥ (2))x € X since (VE@1+10 V)0 V() € T2(B) s X.
Moreover Condition 2 of Deﬁnition guarantees that m(G) maps X to itself, so that indeed
AY X = X.

For commutative manifolds and Dirac-type operators, this definition specialises to the usual

connection Laplacian when X is the module of smooth sections of a vector bundle and ?G is
the Levi-Civita connection on the cotangent bundle. The operator e #G(G| is the projection
onto the span of G in T2, and the next Lemma describes e #m(G) for manifolds.

Lemma 4.4. For a compact Riemannian manifold (M, g) equipped with a Dirac bundle
$ — M and associated spectral triple (C°(M), L*(M, %), D), the operator e Pm(G) is the
identity, and so A is the usual connection Laplacian.

Proof. On a Riemannian manifold, the line element is G = Zoww Pagu Y @ 7", This
is expressed using a covering of the manifold by charts U, with partition of unity ¢, and
coordinates z* whose differentials are represented by ~y(dz#) =: v (see Equation (3.1))).
Computing locally (as we may) using the Clifford relations gives

m (g @) = gug’1d = dim(M)Id

and e’ = dim(M). The formula for A* reduces to the classical formula for the connection
Laplacian, and so we are done. [

Remark 4.5. The choice of inner product on Q}D is critical to Lemma H The Clifford

elements v* encode the metric ¢ used to define 9, and if we take a different Riemannian
metric h on Qp we find m(G) = hy,,g"1d.

4.3 The Weitzenbock formula for Dirac spectral triples

Given a Dirac spectral triple (B, L*(X, ¢), D), we can compare the action of D? on L*(X, ¢)
with the connection Laplacian.

14



Theorem 4.6. Let (B, L*(X, ¢), D) be a Dirac spectral triple relative to (Q5(B), 1,9, (-|-),0)

and A™ the connection Laplacian of the left connection %x IfmoooW¥ =moV and
U(G) =G then

D2(z) = A¥2) + co (moo @ 1)(RY (2)). (4.5)
Proof. We start our comparison of D? and AY by using Equation to write
D(z) = co(moo@1)(VE@1+1® VYo Vi(z)))
:co(moa®1)<(\11®1 ?G®1+1®<€x)o<€x(;¢)> (4.6)
+co(moa®1)(R$x(a:)+(1—q:)(§>c’+dq, ©10 V(1)) )) (4.7)
—co(moo® 1)(@@1)(66'@1“@%96 o V() () +co(moow 1)(1%(536(3;)).
We will identify the term (4.6) with the connection Laplacian A*. By we have
m(w® p) = e "m(G)(w' | p)s +m(l - T)(w p).
So if ¥(w ® p) = w ® p then
com1)(w@p®z)=em(G)w | pszr=e"m(G)G |w® p)px
Since moo oW =mo ¥ and V(G) = G we have

co((moao\I/)®1)(€G®1+1®$x)0$x(33))
ZCO((mo\If )®1) €G®1+1®$x %xx
. ()G|\I!® W(VE@1+10 Y50 V)

NG| (Vi1+10 YY) 0 Vi) = A¥(z)

which completes the proof. n

Remark 4.7. As in Remark , one could consider the Clifford connection condition ({4.4])

relative to an arbitrary right connection ?Ql. Equation (4.7) can then be derived and we

see that in order for the Weitzenbock formula to hold, the connection ?Ql is forced to be

Hermitian and torsion free modulo ker m.

4.4 Divergence condition for positivity of the Laplacian

In geometric calculations, the fact that the connection Laplacian is a positive Hilbert space
operator is essential. In this subsection we derive an abstract condition guaranteeing posi-
tivity, corresponding to the well-known fact that the integral of the divergence of a vector
field vanishes. Although we will not use this condition in the present paper, we record it for
completeness. We first observe the following.
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Lemma 4.8. Suppose that (Q2%(B),1,V, (- | -)) a Hermitian differential structure and X a
lg‘t B-inner product module. For %x : X — QL(B) @5 X an Hermitian left connection and
2 QL (B) = T2(B) a right connection, we have

(G 5V | V) = 5 (r(VE @ 1410 V) 0 V(@) | ) — V(o (VE2 | 9)) | G).

Proof. For x € X we write %x = w(0) ® x(1) as a Sweedler sum. Then we use the Leibniz

rule for ?Q and Hermitian property for V¥ to obtain

ol (2 ®1+1®$x <w(o®xu>\y>\G>
= 5 (V¥ (wo)slow | v) | G ®Ql<€x
= 5(V <w<o (@ 11 >>rG

w(o) @ [D, s(zqy | Y)] | G)

) +
) — < [@,B@cmymm
iKe
:ﬁ”(w(am ry>>rG>+mﬁer )1 G).

The statement now follows by observing that for any two-tensor p ® n € Q5,(B)®? we have
slp@n|G) =s(p|n') = (o' |m)s = (G|p@n)s. O

For a Dirac spectral triple (B, L*(X, ¢), D), Q5(B) @3 H = L*(Q5(B) @5 X, ¢) with inner
product

(p@z,n@y) =d(p@z|ney) =d(s(pslx|y) ) =¢(ps(z|y) @0 |G)).

Recognising B<€Ql %xx | 9)%) | G) as a divergence term, the centrality of e #m(G) gives
us essentially the Classmal argument for the positivity of the connection Laplacian.
Corollary 4.9. Let (B, L*(X,¢),D) be a Dirac spectral triple over the braided Hermitian
differential structure (Q5(B), 1,9, (- |-),0). If ¢(B<€G((JJ(0)3<£E(1) | 2)%) | G)) = 0 then

((

H((A%(2), 2)5) = 6 G2V () | V() s (e Pm(G))?) = 0.

5 Connections and curvature for 6-deformations

5.1 Background and notation

Let (M, g) be a compact Riemannian manifold equipped with a Dirac bundle $ — M and
(C>=(M), L*(M, ), D) the associated Dirac spectral triple (in the sense of Definition .

The space of 1-forms Q}D(]\/[ ) ~ N'@C acts via the Clifford action on L2(M, $), and so carries
a f-operation induced by operator adjoint 7"+ T™, as well as an inner product (-|-), induced
by the Riemannian metric g. Moreover, the standard flip map o : T I%(M ) =T fD(M ) gives
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the junk projection ¥ := 142 and (Q}Z)(M), *, W, (-])y) is a Hermitian differential structure.
We briefly recall the necessary ingredients to deform this differential structure and refer to

IMR24al Section 6.1] for details and proofs.

Given a smooth group homomorphism « : T? — Isom(M, g), we obtain a unitary representa-
tion U : T? — B(L?(M, $)) commuting with I) and such that Ady restricts to a group of *-
automorphisms of C>°(M). The representation U is necessarily of the form U(s) = e's1P1+és2p2

where the p; are the self-adjoint generators of the one-parameter groups associated to the
coordinates s;, sy of T2. The x-algebra of smooth vectors C°(L%(M, $)) C B(L*(M, §))
consists of elements T' that can be written as a norm convergent series

T = Z T’m,nw
(n1,n2)€Z2
where the family of homogeneous components T{;, ) is of rapid decay.

We choose A = € € T and define a new *-algebra structure on the *-algebra of smooth
vectors C°(L3(M, %)) € B(L*(M, §)). On homogenous elements S, T € B(L?(M, $)) with
degrees n(S) = (n1(S),n2(S)) € Z?* and n(T) = (ny(T),no(T)) € Z?, we define a new
multiplication and adjoint | via

SxT = )\HQ(S)TIJ(T)ST, Tt — )\nl(T)TLQ(T)T*

where ST and T™ are the existing composition and adjoint respectively. Extending linearly
gives a new x-algebra structure on C°(L%(M, $)), and we denote by C°°(My) the vector
space C°°(M) with this new x-algebra structure. The map defined for homogenous elements
T by

L:CX(L*(M,8)) = B(LA(M, §)), T s TN

extends to a *-representation, and (C°(My), L2(M, §), ID) is a spectral triple.

For a pair (S,7T) of homogenous operators define

(S, T) := Ar2S)m@=m(TIn(S) — g(n(S),n(T)). (5.1)
The map g : T (M) — T} (Mj) defined on homogeneous forms w, 7 by
op(w @ 1) := O(w,n)(n @w), (5.2)
is a well-defined bimodule map and ¥y := ”% is an idempotent that projects on the junk
two-tensors. Lastly, the formula
(w g i= N Immm e ), w, € Q) (Mp), (5-3)

equips Q}D(Mg) with a positive definite Hermitian inner product for which Wy is self-adjoint.

Theorem 5.1 ([MR24a], Theorem 6.12). Let M be a compact Riemannian manifold, § — M
a Dirac bundle, T*> — Isom(M) a smooth group homomorphism and 6 € T. For Wy the 0-
deformed junk projection and (-|-)g the O-deformed inner product, (Q}Z)(Mg), T, Wo, (- | )g) is
a t-concordant Hermitian differential structure. Moreover for oy : TI%(M(;) - T]?)(Mg) the
0-deformed flip map there exists a unique Hermitian torsion-free t-bimodule connection
(?G",ag) on Q;(Mp).
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In [MR24a] the Levi-Civita connection ?Gf’ was constructed explicitly using an homogeneous
frame for the Hermitian differential structure (Q}D(Mg), T, Wo, (- | -)p). In subsection W, we

will show how to deform connections ? — ?9 on suitable T?-equivariant bundles. Then
in subsection we apply this method, and the uniqueness guaranteed by Theorem [5.1]

G — ¥

to show that in fact &, where ?G is the Levi-Civita connection of the original

manifold.

5.2 6O-deformation of inner product bimodules and connections

We will give a general procedure for #-deformations of T2-equivariant bimodules over -
algebras B, as well as connections thereon. In order to accommodate general Dirac bundles
in the subsequent sections (which may or may not be f-bimodules) we work in the setting
of equivariant inner product bimodules.

Definition 5.2. Let B be a local algebra (in the C*-algebra B) equipped with an action
of T? by x-automorphisms such that B is contained in the C'-subalgebra of B for the T?
action. A T2-equivariant inner product B-bimodule is a triple (X, z(-|-), (- | -)5), where X is
a bimodule over B equipped with a left inner product 4(- | -) and right inner product (- |-)s
in which it becomes a left- and right T?-equivariant pre-Hilbert C*-module over B.

— —
Setting X* := Hom*(X,B) and "X := Hom(X, B), the inner products define antilinear iso-
morphisms

X=X z—a" = (s, X—="X, z—"r:=41).

Given a t-bimodule Y over B, the bimodules X ®¢ Y ®3 X* and "X ®¢ Y @3 X become
T-bimodules for the operations

(11 ®y® 5U§)T =1,y ® ], ("f11®y® 952)T =1, 0y ® 1.

Given a right frame (z;) for X, (z}

¥) is a left frame for X* and a left frame (y;) for X gives a
right frame *y; for “X.

Lemma 5.3. Let (X, 5(-|-), (-|-)8) be a T*-equivariant inner product bimodule over the local
x-algebra B. For a,b € B and x,y € X all homogeneous, the formulae

axx = A2@m@) g, zx b= \2@ml)p
(x| y)e = A\ (1 (@) =n1(y))n2(z) (]y)s, o y) = A\ (2(y)—n2(2))n1 (y) (7| y)
make the linear space X into a T?-equivariant inner product bimodule over By, which we

denote by Xy. Here By is the deformation of B as a module over itself. The module X
admits homogeneous frames and any homogeneous frame for X is a frame for Xg.

Proof. This is proved just as in [MR24a, Lemmas 6.4 and 6.5, Corollary 6.6, where the same
facts were verified for the #-deformed one-forms Q}D(Mg). O
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Notation. To alleviate notation, we adopt the following abbreviations for the remainder of
this section. We write ® := ®¢ and ®p := @s3,.

Given a T?-equivariant inner product right B-module X and a T?-equivariant inner product
bimodule Y, the tensor product X ®g Y is an equivariant inner product right module for the
action

a(z®y) =aX(r)®al(y), 2T

Analogous statements hold for the case where X is a bimodule and Y is a left module. We
prove that the interior tensor product commutes with deformation in the following sense.

Lemma 5.4. Let X, Y be T? equivariant B-bimodules. The map Tex,y defined for homogeneous
elements x,y by

T (X @5 Yy = Xp Rz, Yo, 7@y AT2OM0 g0,y

18 an isomorphism of inner product right, left or bimodules.

Proof. For homogeneous b € B we have

T;C,‘é (zb®y) = A~ 2(@)ni(y)—n2(0)ni(y) ,p) QoY
= \~2@m@)=n2(®)n(y)—n2(@)n1(0) g 4 p ) y

= \"r2@m)=n2 () )—n2@)m®) g @) f 5y
_ /\—ng(m)nl(y)—nz(x)nl(b)m R by
— )\—ng(m)nl(by)x Qg by
=T, (x @ by),
SO Tgjc Y s compatible with the balancing relations on X ®3 Y and Xy ®5, Y. Since 7T, Gx s a

bilinear map on X x Y compatible with the balancing, it gives rise to a well-defined map on
X ®3 Y.

Similarly, we prove that Tex & preserves the inner products. Let z;,y; be homogeneous ele-
ments of X, Y for j = 1,2. Then

(T5 (w1 @ 1) | T (a2 @ o)) = AEOMOD 0G0 | | 230 5 g

— )\nz(ml)nl(yl)*n2(x2)n1(92))\(n1(11)*711(12))712(11))\(”1@1)*"1(92)+"1(11)*”1(12))n2(yl)<y1 ‘ <QJ1 | .Z'2> * y2>

— \n2(@1)n1(y1)—n2(z2)ni (y2)+(n1 (1) —n1 (z2))n2(z1)+(n1 (y1) —na (y2) +n1 (1) —n1 (z2))n2(y1)y (n2(x2) —n2(z1))n1 (y1)

X (1 | (z1 | 22)y2)
= )\(nl(561)+n1(yl)*nl(m)*m(yz))(n2(11)+"2(y1))<x1 Q1 | T2 @ ys)

= (21 @Y1 | T2 @ Y2)s.

Thus Tex Y is an injective right module map, and as it has dense range as well, it is a unitary
isomorphism. O
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In order to study second covariant derivatives and curvature tensors, we need to be able to
deform threefold tensor products.

Lemma 5.5. Let X, Y, Z be T?-equivariant B-bimodules. We have an equality of linear maps
1@y Ty % o Ty "% = T @ 1o T, (X @ Y ® 2)g — Xg ®g Yo ®p L.

Denote this linear map by Hp: (X @ YR Z)g — Xy Qg Yo Qg Zy.

Proof. Evaluating both maps on a simple tensor of homogeneous z € X, y € Y and z € Z
yields

1@ Ty " 0 Ty "z @ y ® 2) = 1@y Ty (A2 mWmEz @ (y © 2))
= A @)\ Wm () g @y @, 2

and
Tex,’é ®g 10 Tefx@‘é,Z(l, QYR 2)9 _ THX,H ® 1(}\7(n2(:v)+n2(y))n1(z) (I ® y) R0 Z)
= N~ (m@+m@)m ) \—m@m W)y g, 4 @), 2.
Comparison of the phase factors and extending by linearity completes the proof. O

Definition 5.6. Let (B, H, D) be a T?-equivariant spectral triple [Y10], and 2} the first
order differential forms, which are equivariant for a T?-action. Given T?-equivariant right,
respectively left connections

VoX o X@0h and VX Qo)
the deformed connections are the maps
Vo:Xo = Xo®s, (), Vo) = T (V (@),

Voo = (1) @5, X, Volz) = T2V (2)).

It is a straightforward verification that deformed connections are indeed connections. For
x € X and b € B we have

Vol #b) = TS (V (2 % b)) = A2@mOTE (F(4p))
— N2@mOTE(F (1) + 2 @ [D, b])
= T5 (F (2)) # b+ A2@mOTI (4 ¢ (D, 5))
= ?9(1;) b+ 2 ®g[D,b),

and similarly for left connections.
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5.3 Deformation of the Levi-Civita connection

Let (M,g) be a compact Riemannian manifold, § — M a TZ?-equivariant Dirac bundle
and (C(M), L*(M, $), D) the associated T2-equivariant spectral triple. Furthermore let
(Q}D(M ), %, U, (-]-)) be the Hermitian differential structure of the equivariant spectral triple

(C=(M), L*(M, $), D), and ?G the associated Levi-Civita connection.

We will now show that the Levi-Civita connection ?GQ of the deformed Hermitian differential
structure (Ql (Mp), T, Wy, (-|-)p) indeed arises as the deformation of the classical Levi-Civita

connection, so that ?G‘" = ?G We will achieve this by showing that ? is an Hermitian
torsion-free oy-bimodule connection, and so coincides with ?G" by Theorem .

We first consider the deformation of ?G ®1+1® %x This sum is a well-defined map
NRX — Qo0 @ X by [MR24al, Proposition 2.30], and we want to compare it to the (also
well-defined) map

?g@l—l—l@%g:Qé®ox9—>9é®99é®9xe-
Lemma 5.7. With H as in Lemma[5.5 there is an equality of maps

V21410 VE=Hyo (VE@1+10 V) o (T2 0l @y Xy — Qb 09 Q) @9 X

Proof. Using the definition of the deformed connection ?g, for homogeneous w, x we have

Volw) @z = <T°"“l 20 1)(V () @ 7)
= \m@m@) (75 g 1) o TR (F (1) @ 1)
= A m @) Fy (Y (W) @ 7).

Similarly we find that
w Ry %6(1‘) _ )\ng(w)nl(ac)(l 0 Teﬂl’x) o THX’QI(@X(W R0 %Q(ZL‘)) — )\ng(w)nl(a:)He(w ® %(l’))
which proves the claim. O

Lemma 5.8. Let (w;) C Q' be an homogeneous frame, and Gy = 3, w; @q w € Q' @z, O
the deformed metric. Then the deformation ? of the Levi-Civita connection ?G satisfies

(Vi@1+10 V§)(Gy) =
and so ?g 15 Hermitian.
Proof. Observe that Gy = Q o (G), so that

(Vo@1+10 V) (G) = H(V @1+12 V)(@G) =0, 0
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We obtain the following description of the deformed exterior derivative.

Lemma 5.9. Let w € Q}Z)(M) Then dp(w) = Tegl’Ql(d( )). Moreover the braiding and junk

1 0l

projection satisfy og = Teﬂl’Ql oo (Ty )" and Wy = TQ 2 oTo (Teﬂl’ﬂl)_1
Proof. For all 8, the exterior derivative of a form a * [D, b] with a,b homogenous is given by
1
dg(a*[D,b]) = (1 — ¥y)[D,a] ® [D,b] = 3 ([D,a] @ [D,b] — O(a,b)[D,b] @ [D,a]).

Now since a[D, b = A™2(@m®) g 5 [D, ] and A\"2(@mO)Q(qa, b) = A7"20)"1(9) we obtain
1
dg(@[@, b]) = 3 ()\—nz(a)m(b)[‘D’ CL] ® [D, b] — \n2()ni(a [D b] [@)a]) :
and extension by linearity then gives the asserted formula. The relations for ¢ and ¥ are
straightforward verifications. O]

Lemma 5.10. Let ?G be the undeformed Levi-Civita connection. The deformed connection

G . .
69 15 torsion-free.

Proof. Lemma shows that the deformed connections are Hermitian. Writing Ty = T9Q Lo

and recalling that Wy =Ty oW o Te_l, we can use Lemma and the torsion-free property
for %G to see that

dy=Tyody=Tyo(l—0)oVE=(1-1,)V§
whence 69 is torsion-free. O
Lemma 5.11. The deformed adjoints 1,4, on Qy @9 Qp and 1,4 on (Q' @ Q')y respectively
are related by t1g,1 =Ty o tyg0T, ' where Ty = ngl’m~
Proof. We check that the diagram
—1

Q5 @ (@' ® Qo

T1®91j T2,9l

Qj @0 Q')

0

commutes by computing on elementary tensors of homogeneous one-forms. Recalling that
tyo(w @ p) = A2 n@)tni(e) pr @)+ = \(M2(@)tna(pDm@+me)t (y @ p),

we have

T s ()1 (p)
w @g p A wp

Tl®glj Tz,eL

Az (e)n(p)tna(@)ni (@) px & (% A~72(@n(p)+(na(p) 2 (@) (na(p)+m1(W) p* & (%

—1
TG

So Jf1®91 =Tpo T2,0 © Te_l O
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Theorem 5.12. The Levi-Civita connection ?GG for C*(My) is the deformation ?g of the
Levi-Civita connection V© for C>=(M).

Proof. We make use of Theorem and prove that the deformed connection ?g’ is Her-
mitian, torsion-free and a f-bimodule connection for the braiding oy. By uniqueness of the
ic')

Levi-Civita connection, this will show that ?GG = ?g Lemmas and [5.10| showed that
& is Hermitian and torsion-free, so we need only prove that it is a {-bimodule connection.

To show that 690 is a f-bimodule connection, it suffices to prove that

V(W) = —09 0ty © V().

1

Using Lemma and (writing Ty = TgQ B Yog=Tyooo T(,’1 we have

000 tre1 © VG 0 119(w) = —0 0 1AM 0 FE (%)
= _TyoooAT@mE@, 6 FO(W)
— Tyl o A@mE) \n@m @y o FE (")
= —Ty(ocofyo0 ?G(w*))
= T)(VO(w))
= V§W),

since €G is a j-bimodule connection. Hence 35 is the unique Hermitian torsion-free {-

bimodule connection, and hence agrees with ?GG. O]

In the case of free actions of T?, [BGJ20, BGJ21] defined the Levi-Civita connection directly
as the deformed connection and proved existence and uniqueness. Hence Theorem [5.12|shows
that our Levi-Civita connection agrees with theirs.

5.4 Invariance of the scalar curvature

We now proceed to show that the scalar curvature ry € C*°(Mp) remains undeformed in the
sense that 7y = r9 = r in the linear space C*°(M). We also show that the full curvature
tensor and Ricci tensor transform naturally under deformation. First we record a lemma
about contractions with Gjy.

Lemma 5.13. Let w, p,n, 7 € Q! be homogeneous with n(w) +n(p) +n(n) +n(r) = 0. Then
o(Ho(w ® p@n) @5 7| Go) = T} ¥ (w® p) o ® 7| G).
Proof. This is just a computation. With w, p,n, 7 as in the statement we have
o(Holw® p@n) @4 7| Go) = (T35 o "WV (w@ p@n) @4 7| Go)
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= 9<T991’Q (WRp) Ren®g 7| Go)\™ (w)+nz2(p))n1(n)

_ Tegl’ﬂl((w ®p) <,,] R T T]G9>) —(n2(w)+n2(p))n1(n)
=T ((w ® p) 4(n ®p 7 | Go)) A2 T2l (7)

_ szl ((w ®p) (0|7 )) n2(w)+nz(p))n1(r)

_ Tte ( w®p)y(n| TT>)>\(n2(w)+n2(p)+nz(T)+n2(77))n1(7)

=T, (w®@p) y(n@ 7| G)
where in the last step we used the assumption on the degrees of the one-forms. O
Theorem 5.14. For a one-form p € Q}D(M) = Qb(Mg) we have
RY(p) = HyR¥(p)),  Ric"™ = 77" (Ric¥®) and +7% =¥

Proof. We saw in Lemma [5.7] that
(V01410 V%) oV = H,(VE01+10 V% o V%))
Since (1 — Py) = (T (1 = U)(T )Y © 1, one now checks directly that
RV (0) = (1 - P)(V¥ 1 +1® V%) o TS ()
= Hy((1— €G®1+1®$G %G(p))
- H9<R‘7G<p>>.

For the Ricci curvature, we write
R (w)) @5 w] = Hy(R(w;)) @5 w!.

Since ?G %G dy are all degree zero, we see that Pﬁ (wj) ®e w is degree zero. We can
now compute the Ricci curvature of %Gf’ using Lemma m
101, .
Ric™s = (R | Go) = ,(Ho(RY () @] | Go) = T3 (Ric ).
Finally the scalar curvature is given by

P = (G | Rie™ )y = (17 (@) | T Rie™ 7)) = (G RieT )y =7 O

5.5 Dirac spectral triple and Weitzenbock formula

To establish the Weitzenbock formula for #-deformations of manifolds, we now consider the
deformation of Clifford connections.

Recall that for a #-deformed Dirac bundle we have the maps my : TfD(Mg) — B(L*(M, $)),
co + (M) o~ T(M, $) — T(M,$), 05 : Ty(My) — Tp(My) and gy = Tp(My) —
C>(My). For later computations we describe how these maps interact with Ty and Hy of

Lemmas 5.4l and 5.5
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Lemma 5.15. Let § — M be a T?-equivariant Dirac bundle over the compact Riemannian
manifold (M, g), (C=(M), L*(M, $), D) the associated T*-equivariant Dirac spectral triple.
With Tegl’Ql,Té)l’x and Hy = Hgl’gl’x as in Lemmas and we have
m = myg o Tgﬂl791;
1 0l
g= g TP,
c=cyo TeQ ,x;
(1®gcg)oHy=TY% 0 (1®c);
0g @91 =Hy(c @ 1)H,".

SARSENCISI

Proof. These are all straightforward verifications using the definitions. m

Proposition 5.16. The 0-deformed Clifford connection condition
%goce = (1 R Cg)((fg X 1)(1 X %f—F?GQ X 1), (54)
holds on the module X.

Proof. Using Lemma [5.15] we compute and compare
Vi o= (1" )(V¥ 0 o) (13,
and
(1@ c5)(00 @6 1)(1 g V5 + VG @4 1)

- (TGQIJC)(l & C>H51HQ<U X 1)H;1H9(1 ® %‘g + ?G ® ].)(TBQI’X)_I
— (I (c 1) (1o VE+ VE e 1))

Since
Véoc=(lodeol)(1e Y+ Vi),

the statement follows. O

Proposition 5.17. Let § — M be a T?-equivariant Dirac bundle. The connections ?GG and
%“g make (C°°(My), L*(M, $), D) into a Dirac spectral triple over (C°(My), 1, Wo, (-] )g).

Proof. We start with Condition 1 of Definition . We have that Gy = T}’ 1’QI(G)7 so by
Lemma [5.15] we have

my(Gg) = mg o T3 ¥ (G) = m(G) = dim M Idy. (5.5)
Using Equation and Lemma we have
e = —go(Go) = —go(I1(G)) = —g(G) = ¢’ (5.6)
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Given p,n € Q}p(Mg) we have
my oWy =mgo Ty oWo (TS ) L =moWo (T ) = go (T =g,
Condition 2 holds since ¢: Q' @ X — X and ¢y = co Teﬂl’x so that
co : Qp Qg Xy — Xg.
For Condition 3, we have
]ﬁzco$$:c(;oTGQI’xo$$:ceo%§.
Condition 4 follows by applying ¢, to Equation [5.4] O

Theorem 5.18. Let $ — M be a T?-equivariant Dirac bundle over a compact Riemannian
manifold (M, g) and (C>®(My), L*(M, $), D) an associated 0-deformed spectral triple. Then

the connection % satisfies the Weitzenbock formula
D2~ Af = cyo(mgooy® 1)(RVD).

Proof. In view of Theorem [4.6] and Proposition we need only verify that mgooyo Wy =
mg o Wy and Wy(Gy) = Gy. Since gy = 2Wy — 1 the first condition is immediate. Using
Lemma [5.15| again yields

04(Go) = Tyo Ty (Ty(G)) = Ty(o(G)) = To(G) = G,
which completes the proof. 0

We prove another result about contractions with Gy.

Lemma 5.19. For homogeneous w, p € Q' and x € X we have
0l,olx
(Go | Hy " " (w@p@a))x, = (Glw®ppr = (G wep®z)x.

Proof. We compute using the definitions of the deformed inner product and multiplication

from Lemma [5.3] and the maps Ty and Hy from Lemmas [5.4] and [5.5] to find

<”Q%>|Tﬂm®on?@ﬁ%w®p®mne
(T (@) | T @9 1w @ p) @0 2,
e TG [ T (w0 ® o)), *

<ﬂ29<>uﬂmww®mme

= (Glwep)pxr=(Glw®p® )y

<Guﬂfﬂ“w®p®@>

=\
A~

as claimed. O
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Proposition 5.20. Let § — M be a T?-equivariant Dirac bundle over a compact Rieman-
nian manifold (M, g), X = T'(M, $) and (C>(My), L*(M, §), D) the associated 0-deformed
spectral triple. The connection Laplacian A“g : (M, 8) — L*(M, $) remains undeformed,
that is Af = A?.

Proof. First consider the map (??9 ®e1+1R®y %“g) ) %“g : Xp — Q) ®p Qf @9 Xy, and recall
that

(?§®91+1®9$$ $$ ?G®1—|—1®$$ (Ty)~ 0T0($$(:p))
H(Veo1+10 V%o Vi

To obtain the connection Laplacian for X, we contract with Gy = > i TeQ R (wj®@wy). Using
Lemma we have

(Go | (V6 241+ 109 V) 0 VE@))x, = (Go | HY VX (VE@1+10 V¥ o V()

— (G (V21+10 V%) o V¥(2))

Now since e #m(Gy) = e Pm(G), we have

Af(@) = e Pm(Go)(Go | (VS @91+ 1@ VE) 0 VE(2))x,
G| (Ve®1+10 V%) o V¥(a)

= A% (). O

Corollary 5.21. Let § be a T?-equivariant Dirac bundle over a Riemannian spin mani-

fold (M, g) and (C*°(My), L*(M, $), D) an associated O-deformed spectral triple. Then the

Clifford representation of the curvature of Vf remains undeformed, that is
#
o (mg 0.00) @ 1(RTH) = co ((moa) & 1)(RT).

In particular, if § is the spinor bundle of a manifold, the Lichnerowicz formula says that
cgo ((myooy) ® 1)(R<€§) =rp/4 =1/4 as elements of C(M).

Proof. This follows from the invariance of ]D2 — A% and Theorem . O
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