
ar
X

iv
:2

41
2.

19
94

9v
1 

 [
m

at
h.

Q
A

] 
 2

7 
D

ec
 2

02
4

ALGEBRAIC VERSUS SPECTRAL TORSION

LUDWIK DĄBROWSKI, YANG LIU, AND SUGATO MUKHOPADHYAY

Abstract. We relate the recently defined spectral torsion with the algebraic
torsion of noncommutative differential calculi on the example of the almost-
commutative geometry of the product of a closed oriented Riemannian spin
manifold M with the two-point space Z2.
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1. Introduction

Let DT be a Dirac operator coupled to the torsion tensor T on a closed
oriented Riemannian spin manifold M . A torsion functional T of three
differential 1-forms on M was recently introduced in [DSZ24] in terms of
Wodzicki residue. It permits to recover the torsion T , and being of spectral
nature generalizes to noncommutative geometry using the results of [CM].
Indeed for any Dirac operator of a finitely summable regular spectral triple
one has an analogous functional T , from which a quantum analogue of the
torsion T can be read off.
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Obviously, various notions of torsion and the related Levi-Civita connection
have been extensively studied until now on the algebraic (polynomial) level
of noncommutative differential calculi, see eg. [BM20] and the references
therein. In this paper we initiate analysis how these two approaches are
related one to another.

They are a priori quite different. The spectral one is intrinsic to the given
spectral triple, that is, no more input required. In the algebraic approach,
instead of relying on the quantum analogues of Dirac or Laplace operators,
the torsion is defined with respect to the choices of a differential calculus
(at least of order two) and a connection on one-forms. Therefore one has
to engage some common territory, which we take as the algebraic first order
differential calculus realized in terms of operators associated to the spectral
triple, and then construct a suitable second order differential calculi.

As the study case we analyse the example of almost commutative geom-
etry on the product of a closed oriented Riemannian spin manifold M (for
simplicity of even dimension) with the two-point space Z2, aka. Connes-Lott
model. It has been shown in [DSZ24] to have nonvanishing spectral torsion
functional T and so the quantum torsion tensor T . This torsion T clearly
originates from the factor Z2, as on the first factor M the canonical Dirac op-
erator associated to the Levi-Civita connection is used. Though the spectral
torsion on Z2 could not be immediately captured by the method of [DSZ24],
in this paper we accomplish it by using matrix trace as a natural extension
of Wodzicki residue to finite spectral triples. On the algebraic side, we first
convey the algebraic torsion as a linear map from 1-forms to 2-forms into
a trilinear functional of 1-forms, see Definition 2.11. Our first main result
Theorem 3.2 shows that there exists a unique linear connection that gives
the exact match.

However the accordance of the spectral and algebraic approaches for the
full almost-commutative geometry on M ×Z2 turns out to be more involved
than the aforementioned steps for Z2. We first work with Connes’ differential
calculus 1, and observe that in the setting of [DSZ24, §4.2], so called junk
forms on the manifold kill the torsion generated from the two-point space, cf.
the end of §4.1 for detailed discussion. Therefore only a partial agreement
with the spectral side can be achieved, namely, one has to adjust the spectral
functional by the projection σ2 in Connes’ calculus. The precise statement
is recorded in Theorem 4.5.

To overcome this problem we adopt a recent modification in [MR24] of the
algebraic approach and provide its ingredients appropriate for our spectral
triple of M ×Z2. Next, since the latter one is a product type, which corre-
sponds essentially to the metric product of M with Z2, we use a product-
type connection, which however realizes only part of the spectral torsion of
[DSZ24]. In order to overcome this unexpected impasse we have resort to
a connection of non-product type by adding a suitable mixing perturbation

1developed in Prop. 4 and 6 in [Con94, Ch. 6,§1].
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term. With this we ultimately achieve a perfect agreement with the spectral
approach, which constitutes our second main result formulated as Theorem
4.6. It could be also mentioned that the example of the almost-commutative
geeometry on M ×Z2 provides an interesting and non-trivial instance of the
approach in [MR24].

2. Algebraic and Analytic Preliminaries

2.1. Spectral Triples. Spectral triples are templates of geometric spaces
in noncommutative geometry.

Definition 2.1. A spectral triple (A,H,D) is given by a unital ∗-algebra A
with a faithful representation π : A → B(H) on the Hilbert space H, and D
is a densely defined self-adjoint operator on H with compact resolvent and
bounded commutators [D, a] with a ∈ A. a spectral triple is even if there exits
a grading operator γ on H: γ2 = 1, γ = γ∗, which commutes with a ∈ A and
anti-commutes with D.

Hereafter we assume that (A,H,D) is

• m-summable for some m > 0, i.e the eigenvalues of |D| asymptoti-
cally grow as µn = O(n−m);

• regular, i.e. the map

t 7→ exp (it |D|)T exp (−it |D|)(1)

is smooth fot T ∈ A ∪ [D,A].

Let O ⊂ B(H) be the algebra generated by a, [D, a] for a ∈ A, and
their images under iterated actions of the commutator [|D| , ·] (cf. Definition
1.132 [CM08]). The spectral zeta functions ζb(z) = Tr(b |D|−z) are analytic
on the half-plane ℜz > m, where m is the summability of D, and admits
meromorphic continuation to the whole C. In this paper, we always assume
that only simple poles occur.

The residue at zero:

W (Q) := Ress=0Tr
(
Q |D|−s) ,(2)

defines a tracial functional on the algebra of pseudodifferential operators gen-
erated by A and [D,A] and |D|z with z ∈ C. It extends Wodzicki residue,
originally defined for pseudodifferential operators on manifolds, to the gen-
eral spectral triple framework. Another crucial property is that the residue
functional also computes the Dixmier trace Tr+. In more detail, such opera-
tors Q of order −m are measurable elements of the Schatten ideal L(1,∞) and
the two functionals are proportional, cf. [CM95, Prop. II.1 andAppendix A] 2

W (Q) ∝ Tr+(Q).(3)

2In comparison with notations, the functional in (2) is 1/2 of the functional τ0 in
[CM95, Prop. II.1]
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The summability recovers the dimension of the manifold for the spin spec-
tral triples (C∞(M), L2(/S), /D), and as the analogue of the volume func-
tional, we take

∫
W

Q := W
(
Q |D|−m)(4)

for any pseudodifferential operator Q.

When restricted to the algebra
∫

W
: A → C, it extends the integration

of functions on manifolds
∫
M (·)dvol : C∞(M) → C to the spectral triples

setting.
Later, to construct the inner product (11), we also need the positivity of∫

W
, inherited from the Dixmier trace (3), viewed as a linear functional on

the algebra all zero-order pseudodifferential operators.

Definition 2.2 ( [DSZ24]). Let (A,H,D) be a m-summable regular spectral
triple, the spectral torsion functional is the following C-trilinear functional
on one-forms:

TD(u, v, w) :=

∫
W

uvwD, u, v, w ∈ Ω1
D(A).(5)

Moreover, if H is finite dimensional, (5) is simply replaced by the trace of
matrices:

TD(u, v, w) := Tr (uvwD) , u, v, w ∈ Ω1
D(A).

We recall now some basic constructions needed later when working with
Hermitian structures.

Definition 2.3. Given a pre-C∗-algebra A a left pre-Hilbert A-module is a
left A-module E, together with an A-valued inner product 〈·, ·〉A that satisfies:

• 〈·, ·〉A is C-linear in the first argument,
• 〈a · x, y〉A = a · 〈x, y〉A , for x, y ∈ E and a ∈ A.
• 〈x, y〉A

∗ = 〈y, x〉A ,
• 〈x, y〉A ≥ 0 for all x ∈ E, and the equality only holds for x = 0.

The model example: E = A,

〈x, y〉A = xy∗, ∀x, y ∈ E = A.

Let A, B and C are ∗-algebras. given bimodules E = EA B with 〈·, ·〉A :
E ⊗ E → A and F = FC A with 〈·, ·〉C : F ⊗ F → C, the balanced tensor
product F ⊗A E is a pre-Hilbert C-module with with the C-valued inner
product

〈x⊗ y, u⊗ v〉C = 〈x · 〈y, v〉A , u〉C ,(6)

where x, u ∈ F and y, v ∈ E .
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2.2. Differential Calculi. For a unital ∗-algebra A, the universal differ-
ential calculus refers to the universal Differential Graded Algebra (DGA):
(Ω(A) =

⊕∞
j=0Ω

k(A), δ), which has Ω0
u(A) = A as degree zero and is gen-

erated by symbols δa, of degree one, subject to the relations δ(1) = 0 and
δ(ab) = aδb + (δa)b, where a, b ∈ A.

As an A-bimodule, the space of one-forms Ω1
u(A) is isomorphic to the

kernel of the multiplication map m : A⊗A → A via
∑

ai ⊗ bi 7→
∑

aiδbi ∈ Ω1(A).

In general, the space of universal k-forms is the k-fold balanced tensor prod-

uct over A Ωk
u(A) :=

(
Ω1
u(A)

)⊗Ak
consisting of finite sums

∑
a0δa1 · · · δak, a0, . . . , ak ∈ A.

The differential is defined by

δ (a0δa1 · · · δan) = δa0δa1 · · · δan,(7)

satisfying δ2 = 0 and

δ(ω1ω2) = (δω1)ω2 + (−1)deg ω1ω1(δω2), ∀ω1, ω2 ∈ Ω(A).

The multiplication in Ω(A) is dictated by the graded Leibniz property above.
The ∗-involution of A extends to Ωu(A) via (δa)∗ := −δa∗.

Now given a spectral triple (A,H,D), the representation π : A → B(H)
extends to universal one-forms via δ → [D, ·], with the image Ω1

D(A) called
the one-forms, or a first order differential calculus, associated with the spec-
tral triple. Explicitly, we set

πD : Ω1
u(A) → Ω1

D(A) ⊂ B(H) : aδb 7→ a[D, b],

where a, b ∈ A.

Definition 2.4. The tensor algebra TD(A) associated with the one-forms

TD(A) :=

∞⊕

k=0

T k
D(A), T k

D(A) :=
(
Ω1
D(A)

)⊗Ak

is the direct sum of all k-fold balanced tensor products of Ω1
D(A). The map

πD extends naturally

π⊗k
D : Ωk

u(A) → T k
D(A) : w1 ⊗ . . .⊗ wk 7→ πD(w1)⊗ . . .⊗ πD(wk).

In particular, one obtains a ∗-algebra structure on TD(A) from Ωu(A) under
such identification.

Note that Ω1
D(A) ⊂ B(H), we can compose π⊗k

D with the multiplication
map,

m : T k
D(A) → B(H),
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which extends the representation π : A → B(H) to all universal differential

forms: π̂D = ⊕∞
k=0π̂

⊗k
D where π̂⊗k

D := m ◦ π⊗k
D : Ωk

u(A) → B(H)

π̂⊗k
D (a0δa1 · · · δan) = a0[D, a1] · · · [D, an] ∈ B(H).(8)

Nevertheless, the differential structure, i.e., δ in (7), does not carry over,
namely, there exists universal forms w ∈ Ωk

u(A) such that π̂D(w) = 0, but
π̂D(δ(w)) 6= 0. One needs to pass to suitable quotients of TD(A) and ΩD(A)
in order to obtain DGAs. Let J0(A) be the kernel of π̂D, which is a graded
two-sided ideal with the k-th component: Jk

0 (A) = Ωk
u(A) ∩ J0(A). Then

JD(A) =
∞⊕

k=1

Jk
D(A), Jk

D(A) = Jk
0 (A) + δ

(
Jk−1
0 (A)

)
(9)

is a graded two-sided differential ideal of Ωu(A), known as the space of junk
forms.

Definition 2.5. The quotient space

ΩD(A) = π̂D (Ωu(A)) /π̂D (JD) .

is a DGA, known as Connes’ calculus associated with the spectral triple, with
the differential

δD : Ωk
D(A) → Ωk+1

D (A), δD [π(w)] = [π(δw)]k+1 ,(10)

for any universal k-form w ∈ Ωk
u(A).

In [MR24], similar notion was introduced for TD(A), called junk tensors.

Definition 2.6. The bimodule of degree k junk tensors JT k
D(A) ⊂ T k

D(A)
consists of elements of the form:
{
T ∈ T k

D(A) : T = πD(δ(w)), w ∈ JT
(k−1)
D (A) = JD(A) ∩ Ωk−1

u (A)
}
.

This makes TD(A)/JTD(A) a DGA.
In the next two subsections, we will present two approaches to bring in

extra structures, especially analytic ones, to avoid working with quotient
spaces.

2.3. Connes’ Construction. We first consider the following GNS-inner
product associated with the positive 3 linear form in (4):

〈T1, T2〉k =

∫
W

T ∗
2 T1, T1, T2 ∈ π̂D

(
Ωk
u(A)

)
.(11)

Denote by Hk the Hilbert space completion of π̂D
(
Ωk
u(A)

)
with the de-

composition

Hk = σkHk ⊕ (1− σk)Hk(12)

3the positivity inherited from that of the Dixmier trace, see (3)
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where σk is the projection on to the orthogonal complement of the sub-
space of junk forms π̂D

(
δ
(
J0 ∩Ωk−1(A)

))
. By construction, we have a

well-defined inner product on Ωk
D(A):

〈[T1]k, [T2]k〉 := 〈σk(T1), σk(Tk)〉k , T1, T2 ∈ π̂D

(
Ωk
u(A)

)
.

Definition 2.7. We denote by Λk
D(A) the image of σk:

σk : Ωk
D(A) → Λk

D(A) ⊂ Hk

which are the analogue of k-forms in Connes’ construction for a given spectral
triple.

The DGA structure upto degree two reads

0 → A
δD−−→ Ω1

D(A)
dσ2−−→ Λ2

D(A) → · · · ,(13)

where dσ2
:= σ2 ◦ π̂D ◦ δ ◦ π̂−1

D is given by

dσ2
(a[D, b]) = σ2 ([D, a][D, b]) , a, b ∈ A.(14)

2.4. Mesland-Rennie construction. Compared to Connes’ construction
above, [MR24] works with elements of m−1ΛD(A) ⊂ TD(A).

We recall constructiion of the second order differential calculi, which is
sufficient for our discussions related to the torsion.

For each idempotent Ψ : T 2
D(A) → T 2

D(A), Ψ = Ψ2, which satisfies

(15) JT 2
D ⊆ Im(Ψ) ⊆ m−1(J2

D),

we have a second order differential structure of Ω1
D(A),

0 → A
δD−−→ Ω1

D(A)
dΨ−−→ T 2

D(A),(16)

where

dΨ := (1−Ψ)
(
π̂D ◦ δ ◦ π̂−1

D

)
: Ω1

D(A) → T 2
D(A),

that is:

dΨ(a[D, b]) := (1−Ψ) ([D, a]⊗A [D, b]) , ∀a, b ∈ A.

It is well-defined due to the left inclusion in (15), and satisfies dΨ ◦ δD = 0.
Moreover, if Ω1

D(A) admits a Hermitian structure, that is, an A-valued
inner product in the sense of Definition 2.3, then it induces a Hermitian
structure on T 2

D(A) according to (6):

〈x⊗ y, u⊗ v〉A = 〈x · 〈y, v〉A , u〉A ,(17)

together with the volume functional
∫

W
defined in (4), we have a scalar inner

product

〈x⊗ y, u⊗ v〉 :=

∫
W

〈x⊗ y, u⊗ v〉A ,

for all x, y, u, v ∈ Ω1
D(A). In this case, we further require Ψ to be a projec-

tion, namely, Ψ2 = Ψ and Ψ = Ψ∗ regarding the inner product above.
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2.5. Algebraic Torsion of Connections on Ω1
D(A). In the algebraic set-

ting, torsion is a notion attached to connections on the A-bimodule Ω1
D(A).

Definition 2.8. Given a A-bimodule E, and the first order calculus Ω1
D(A),

a (left) connection is a C-linear map ∇ : E → Ω1
D(A) ⊗A E satisfying the

Leibniz rule: ∇(aw) = a⊗∇w + [D, a]⊗ w, where a ∈ A and w ∈ E.

We are interested in the case E = Ω1
D(A) so ∇ : Ω1

D(A) −→ T 2
D(A).

We will often use the Sweedler type notation

∇(w) = (∇w)(1) ⊗ (∇w)(0) ,(18)

where the subscript (1) indicates the one-form factor generated by the con-
nection and (0) stands for the factor of the module E . Of course, the differ-
ence of two (left) connections is a left A-module map because of the Leibniz
rule.

The notion of torsion measures the difference between a connection and
the differential at degree two in the related differential calculus.

Definition 2.9. Let ∇ : Ω1
D(A) → T 2

D(A) be a connection

1) Regarding the differential calculus in (13), the torsion of ∇ is defined as
follows:

T∇
σ := σ2 ◦m ◦ ∇ − dσ2

: Ω1
D(A) → Λ2

D(A).(19)

2) With respect to (16),

T∇
Ψ := (1−Ψ) ◦ ∇ − dΨ : Ω1

D(A) → T 2
D(A).(20)

In particular, they are all determined by the evaluations on the image of
δD : A → Ω1

D(A), that is, for a ∈ A,

T∇
σ2
([D, a]) = σ2

(
∇([D, a])(1)∇([D, a])(0)

)
,(21)

T∇
Ψ ([D, a]) = (1−Ψ)

(
∇([D, a])(1) ⊗A ∇([D, a])(0)

)
.(22)

Because of the left Leibniz property, the difference of two connections ∇

and ∇̃

S = ∇̃ − ∇ : Ω1
D(A) → T 2

D(A)

is a left A-module map.
The difference on their algebraic torsion maps can be seen as follows:

Proposition 2.10. Keep the notations as above, and set Sσ := σ2 ◦m ◦ S :
Ω1
D(A) → Λ2

D(A) and SΨ := (1−Ψ) ◦ S : Ω1
D(A) → T 2

D(A), then

T ∇̃
σ = T∇

σ + Sσ, T ∇̃
Ψ = T∇

Ψ + SΨ.(23)

Proof. Forthe first equation in (23) following the definition (19), we have

T ∇̃
σ = σ2 ◦m ◦ (∇+ S)− dσ2

= σ2 ◦m ◦ ∇ − dσ2
+ σ2 ◦m ◦ S

= T∇
σ + Sσ,

The calculations for the second equation are similar. �
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To make comparison with the spectral torsion functional introduced in
[DSZ24], cf. Definition 2.2, we consider the following associated trilinear
functionals.

Definition 2.11. For a given (left) connection ∇ on Ω1
D(A), we set

Tσ2
(u, v, w) =

∫
W

uvT∇
σ2
(w),(24)

TΨ(u, v, w) =

∫
W

uvm
(
T∇
Ψ (w)

)
,(25)

where u, v, w ∈ Ω1
D(A) ⊂ B(H) are viewed as bounded operators, and m :

T 2
D(A) → B(H) is the multiplication map so that m

(
T∇
Ψ (w)

)
∈ B(H).

Moreover for spectral triple with the Hilbert space of finite dimension, as

in Def. 2.2 we simply use the matrix trace Tr, instead of
∫

W
, to define the

functionals.

3. The Almost Commutative Geometry of M ×Z2

We start with the quantum geometry of the two-point space Z2, which is
the building block for M ×Z2.

3.1. The two-point space Z2. We use notation of [Con94, Ch.6, §3]. The
algebra AX of the spectral triple is the space of (complex) functions on the
two-point space X = {+,−}, that is just the direct sum C⊕C. The Hilbert
space and the Dirac operator read (h,Dφ):

h = h+ ⊕ h−, Dφ =

[
0 φ
φ∗ 0

]
,(26)

where h± are finite dimensional Hilbert spaces 4 and φ : h+ → h− is C-linear
with its adjoint φ∗.

The representation π maps the algebra to diagonal matrices:

f = (f+, f−) ∈ C
2 = AX 7→

[
f+ 0
0 f−

]
.(27)

The differential [Dφ, ·] acts as a diffence operator:

[D, f ] =

[
0 −φ(f+ − f−)

φ∗(f+ − f−) 0

]
= (f+ − f−)[Dφ, e+](28)

where e+ = Diag(1, 0) ∈ AX .
All kinds of differential forms iscussed in §?? are finite dimensioanl (over

C) and so by counting dimension we see that the junk forms J l
D(AX) and

junk tensors JT l
D(AX), l = 1, 2, are all trivial. Furthermore, it follows from

4the dimensions of h+ and h− can be different.
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(28) that Ω1
Dφ

(AX), T 2
Dφ

(AX) and Λ2
Dφ

(AX) are all free left AX-modules of

rank one, generated by η, η ⊗AX
η and η2 respectively, where

η = [Dφ, e+] =

[
0 −φ
φ∗ 0

]
, η2 = [Dφ, e+]

2 =

[
−φφ∗ 0
0 −φ∗φ

]
∈ AX .(29)

Due to the Leibniz rule, any connection ∇ : Ω1
Dφ

(AX) → T 2
Dφ

(AX) is

determined by its evaluation on η:

∇η = c(η ⊗ η), where c = Diag(c+, c−) ∈ AX .(30)

Thus the space of connections on ΩDφ
(AX) is two-dimensional parametrized

by two complex coeffients c± as above.
Let us compute the torsions in Definition 2.9. First, in the differential

calculus of (14), the projection map σ2 is the identity map as there are no
non-zero junk forms. As η = δD(e+) is an exact form, dσ2

η = 0, given a
connection ∇ we get for (21):

T∇
σ2
(η) = σ2

(
(∇η)(1)∇η)(0)

)
= cη2,

where the matrix form of η2 is given in (29).
As the torsion map T∇

σ2
is left AX-linear depending on the connection, we

have proved

Lemma 3.1. Let ∇ be a connection defined by (30), then for β = hη ∈
Ω1
Dφ

(AX), with h ∈ AX ,

T∇
σ2
(β) = βηc.

Note that when we choose c = Diag(1,−1) in (30), then

ηc = Dφ

and hence

T∇
σ2
(β) = βDφ.(31)

Moreover, for the differential calculus in (16), the idempotent Ψ has to be
zero, and we compute the torsion using (22):

T∇
Ψ (η) = (1−Ψ)

(
(∇η)(1) ⊗∇η)(0)

)
= cη ⊗ η.

After applying the multiplication map, we see that ∀w ∈ Ω1
Dφ

(AX),

m
(
T∇
Ψ (w)

)
= T∇

σ2
(w), w ∈ Ω1

Dφ
(AX),

hence we obtain the same trilinear torsion functional TΨ = Tσ2
. We can

formulate the discussion of this subsection as follows.

Theorem 3.2. Consider the connection ∇ (30) with c = Diag(−1, 1), the
then associated torsion functional T ∇

σ2
defined in (24) and TΨ defined in (25)

are equal, and both agree with the spectral torsion functional in Definition 2.2:

T
∇
σ2
(u, v, w) = TΨ(u, v, w) = Tr(uvwDφ) = TDφ

(u, v, w),

where u, v, w ∈ Ω1(AX).
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Remark 3.3. Concerning the connections (30), the torsion-full one ∇ with
c = Diag(1,−1) equals the unique torsion-free (Grassmann) one with c =
Diag(0, 0) plus a perturbation S corresponding to the torsion and determined
by S(η) = ∇(η).

3.2. Tensor Product Construction. We pass now to the tensor product
of two spectral triples (A1,H1,D1, γ) and (A2,H2,D2), where γ = γ∗ with
γ2 = 1, is a grading operator of the spectral triple of A1, which is given by:

(A,H,D) = (A1 ⊗A2,H1 ⊗H2,D1 ⊗ 1 + γ ⊗D2) .

The space of one-forms is decomposed as a sum of A-bimodules

Ω1
D(A) = E1 + E2, E1 = Ω1

D1
(A1)⊗A2, E2 = γA1 ⊗ Ω1

D2
(A2).(32)

Given two connections ∇(j) : Ω1
Dj

(Aj) → Ω1
Dj

(Aj)⊗Aj
Ω1
Dj

(Aj), j = 1, 2,

with

∇(j)w =
(
∇(j)w

)
(1)

⊗
(
∇(j)w

)
(0)

,

we define a product-type connection on one-forms of A

∇ : Ω1
D(A) → Ω1

D(A)⊗A Ω1
D(A)(33)

by setting for w1 ⊗ a2 ∈ E1, that is w1 ∈ Ω1
D1

(A1), a2 ∈ A2:

∇(w1 ⊗ a2) :=

[(
∇(1)w1

)
(1)

⊗ 1

]
⊗A

[(
∇(1)w1

)
(0)

⊗ a2

]
(34)

+(γ ⊗ [D2, a2])⊗A (w1 ⊗ 1),

while for γa1 ⊗ ω ∈ E2, with a1 ∈ A1 and w2 ∈ Ω1
D2

(A2)

∇(γa1 ⊗ w2) = ([D1, a1]⊗ 1)⊗A (γ ⊗ w2)(35)

+

[
γa1 ⊗

(
∇(2)w2

)
(1)

]
⊗A

[
γ ⊗

(
∇(2)w2

)
(0)

]
.

Note that, for j = 1, 2, both ΩDj
(Aj) and Aj are pre-Hilbert Aj-modules

whose Aj-valued inner products can be assembled together to form a A-
valued inner product on Ej. Explicitly, we have on E1 = Ω1

D1
(A1)⊗A2:

A 〈w1 ⊗ P,w2 ⊗Q〉 := 〈w1, w2〉A1
⊗ PQ∗,(36)

where w1, w2 ∈ Ω1
D1

(A1) and P,Q ∈ A2. Similarly, on E2 = γA1⊗Ω1
D2

(A2):

〈γf1 ⊗ u1, γf2 ⊗ u2〉A := f1f
∗
2 ⊗ 〈u1, u2〉A2

,(37)

where f1, f2 ∈ A1 and u1, u2 ∈ Ω1
D2

(A2).

Finally, we obtain the desired pre-Hilbert module structure on Ω1
D(A) by

requiring that E1 ⊥ E2, in other words, the decomposition (32) is orthogonal.
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3.3. The almost commutative M × Z2. Let us apply the construction
above to the following two spectral triples. The first one is a spin spectral
triple

(C∞(M),HM ,DM )

of a closed spin manifold M with the spinor Hilbert space HM = L2(Σ) and
the spinor Dirac operator DM . The second one is a spectral triple of the
two-point space discussed in the §3.1 (AX ,C2,Dφ).

(AX ,H,Dφ) ,

defined in (26), where H = H+⊕H− (the dimensions of H± can be different),
and φ : H+ → H− with its adjoint φ∗ : H− → H+.

The almost commutative manifold M × Z2 refers to the spectral triple
(A,H,D) given by the tensor product

(A,H,D) = (A1 ⊗A2,H1 ⊗H2,D) ,(38)

where A1 = C∞(M), and A2 = AX , also, H1 = HM and H2 = H. The
Dirac operator reads:

D = D1 +D2 = DM ⊗ 1 + γ ⊗Dφ,(39)

where γ : HM → HM is the grading operator on the spinors.
Regarding the decomposition of H, we have H = (HM⊗H+)⊕(HM⊗H−),

and elements of A are represented as diagonal matrices

Diag(f+, f−) = f+ ⊗ e+ + f− ⊗ (1− e+),

where f+, f− ∈ A1 are smooth functions on the manifold M , and e+ =
Diag(1, 0) ∈ A2. The matrix form of D is given by

D = DM ⊗ 1 + γ ⊗Dφ =

[
DM 0
0 DM

]
+

[
0 γφ

γφ∗ 0

]
=

[
DM γφ
γφ∗ DM

]
.

Therefore E1 consists of diagonal matrices of differentials forms on M :

E1 =

{[
w+ 0
0 w−

]
= w+ ⊗ e+ + w− ⊗ (1− e+) : w

+, w− ∈ Ω1
D1

(A1)

}
,

while

E2 =

{[
0 γφf+

γφ∗f− 0

]
: f+, f− ∈ A1

}

3.3.1. Spectral Torsion Functional. Let us see how the spectral torsion func-
tional fits with the tensor product structure, starting with the noncommu-
tative residue. As the second spectral triple is finite dimensional, meaning
that the Hilbert space H2 is finite dimensional, the noncommutative residue
factors accordingly:

W
(
(Q1 ⊗Q2) |D|−m) = W

(
Q1 |D1|

−m)Tr(Q2),(40)
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in terms of the volume functional,
∫

W

Q1 ⊗Q2 = TrQ2

∫
W1

Q1(41)

where Qj ∈ B(Hj), j = 1, 2, and D1 = DM ⊗ 1 as in (39), and
∫

W1 • :=

W (• |D|−m
M ), stands for the volume functional of the first spectral triple.

It has been shown in [DSZ24, §4.2] that the spectral torsion functional
is non-zero for a particular choice of the three 1-forms. We complete their
calculations for arbitrary three 1-forms and rephrase them in a way that
can be compared with the algebraic torsional functionals. We take also this
opportunity to extend the results of [DSZ24, §4.2] to the case when φ is not
just a complex parameter but a linear map φ : Ck → C

ℓ.

Theorem 3.4. Let TD : ΩD(A) → B(H) be the left A-module map

TD(w) := wD2,(42)

where D2 = γ ⊗Dφ is the second part of the D defined in (39),

1) Then the spectral torsion functional of (38) is given by

T
D(u, v, w) =

∫
W

uvTD(w) =

∫
W

uvwD2(43)

for all u, v, w ∈ Ω1
D(A).

2) If the one-forms are given by elementary tensors

u = u1 ⊗ u2, v = v1 ⊗ v2, w = w1 ⊗ w2(44)

viewed as operators in B(H1) ⊗ B(H2) ⊂ B(H1 ⊗ H2), then by taking
(41) into account, (43) is equal to

T
D(u, v, w) = Tr (u2v2w2Dφ)

∫
W1

u1v1w1γ.(45)

Proof. By the definition (5), we are looking at functionals of the form

Q → W
(
QD |D|−m) ,(46)

in which QD has order at most one regarding the underlying pseudodiffer-
ential calculus. A crucial property of D is that

D2 = D2
M ⊗ 1 + 1⊗D2

φ = D2
M ⊗ 1

(
1 +D−2

M ⊗D2
2

)−1

due to the fact that the grading γ and DM anti-commute. It leads to the
expansion:

|D|−m = (D2)m/2 = (D2
M ⊗ 1)−m/2

(
1−

m

2
D−2

M ⊗D2
2 + . . .

)
.(47)

Only the first term above gives nontrivial contribution to the functional in
(46) so that

W
(
QD |D|−m) = W

(
QD |DM ⊗ 1|−m)

= W
(
Q(DM ⊗ 1) |DM ⊗ 1|−m)+ W

(
Q(γ ⊗D2) |DM ⊗ 1|−m) .
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The functional (43) corresponds to the case in which Q = uvw = u1v1w1⊗
u2v2w2 is the product of the three one-forms.

With (40) in mind, we claim that the first term above

W
(
Q(DM ⊗ 1) |DM ⊗ 1|−m) = W

(
u1v1w1DM |DM |−m)Tr (u2v2w2) = 0.

In fact, it requires a stronger property, called spectral closed cf. [DSZ24,
Lemma 3.3] 5, of the spinor spectral triple, namely,

W
(
QDM |DM |−m) = 0

for any zero-order pseudodifferential operator Q.
Finally, the second term yields right hand side of (43) and (45):

W
(
Q(γ ⊗Dφ) |DM ⊗ 1|−n) = Tr (u2v2w2Dφ)W

(
u1v1w1γ |DM |−m)

= Tr (u2v2w2Dφ)

∫
W1

u1v1w1γ =

∫
W

uvwD2,

where we used (41) for the last step. �

3.4. The Projection Ψ. The goal of the section is to construct a differential
calculus in the approach of M-R cf. section ?. In more detail, we would like
to construct a projection Ψ : T 2

D(A) → T 2
D(A) such that

JT 2
D ⊆ Im(Ψ) ⊆ m−1(J2

D).

We also remind that the A1-valued inner product on one-forms of M is ob-
tained by complexifying the underlying Riemannian metric g to a Hermitian
one gC:

〈ω1, ω2〉A1
:= 〈ω1, ω2〉gC .

For Ω1
Dφ

(A2), the elements, say u1, u2, are represented as off-diagonal ma-

trices acting on H2, thus the A2-valued inner product is simply given by the
following matrix multiplication:

〈u1, u2〉A2
:= u1u

∗
2.

Although A is a commutative algebra, the quantum nature of the almost
commutative manifold is derived from the fact that E2 is not a symmetric
A-bimodule 6. It leads us to consider the flipping map on functions on the
two-point space:

α : A2 → A2 : Diag(f, g) 7→ Diag(g, f).(48)

It is an algebra homomorphism, in particular a A2-bimodule map, and α2 =
1. The induced map

α̃ := 1⊗ α : A1 ⊗A2 → A1 ⊗A2(49)

5the notion was first introduced in an earlier work [DSZ23]
6
E1 is indeed a symmetric A-bimodule
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interchanges the right and the left actions of A on E2:

u · f̃ = (1⊗ α)(f̃) · u, u ∈ E2, f̃ ∈ A.

Moreover, regarding the inner product (36), we have:

Lemma 3.5. Denote by α1 := (1 ⊗ α) : E1 → E1, where we recall that
E1 = Ω1

D1
(A1)⊗A2. Then, for all u ∈ E2,

u · 〈α1(x), y〉A = 〈x, α1(y)〉A · u.(50)

Proof. Write x = ω⊗P and y = µ⊗Q where ω, µ ∈ Ω1
D1

(A1) and P,Q ∈ A2.
By definition

〈α1(x), y〉A = 〈ω, µ〉A1
⊗ α(P )Q∗

thus

u · 〈α1(x), y〉A = u · 〈ω, µ〉A1
⊗ α(P )Q∗ = 〈ω, µ〉A1

⊗ α (α(P )Q∗) · u.

To conclude the proof, we observe that α (α(P )Q∗) = Pα (Q∗) and

〈ω, µ〉A1
⊗ Pα(Q∗) = 〈x, (1⊗ α)(y)〉

�

We will need the following A-bimodule maps derived from the flip α:

β(11) : E1 ⊗A E1 → E1 ⊗A E1 : x⊗ y 7→ y ⊗ x,

β(12) : E1 ⊗A E2 → E2 ⊗A E1 : x⊗ u 7→ u⊗ α1(x),

β(21) : E2 ⊗A E1 → E1 ⊗A E2 : u⊗ x 7→ α1(x)⊗ u.

Check they are well-defined maps over the balanced tensor ⊗A.
The pre-Hilbert A-module structure on T 2

D(A) = Ω1
D(A) ⊗A Ω1

D(A) can
be defined via the standard construction in the theory of correspondence:

〈x⊗ y, u⊗ v〉A := 〈x · 〈y, v〉A , u〉A .(51)

Lemma 3.6. Regarding the A-valued inner product, we have

(1) β11 is self-adjoint and β2
11 = 1;

(2) β(21) = β∗
(12) and

β(21)β(12) = 1E1⊗AE2 , β(12)β(21) = 1E2⊗AE1 .(52)

Proof. The property (52) is obvious. Let us check that β(12) and β(21) are
indeed adjoint to each other. For x, y ∈ E1 and u, v ∈ E2, we compute:

〈β(x⊗A u), v ⊗A y〉A = 〈u⊗A α1(x), v ⊗A y〉A

= 〈u 〈α1(x), y〉A , v〉A = 〈x, α1(y)〉A 〈u, v〉A ,

where we have used (50) in last step. Similarly, for the other side

〈x⊗A u, β∗ (v ⊗A y)〉A = 〈x⊗A u, α1(y)⊗A v〉A

= 〈x · 〈u, v〉A , α1(y)〉A = 〈u, v〉A 〈x, α1(y)〉A ,

where we need the symmetric bimodule property of E1 in the last step. The
agreements follows from the commutativity of A.
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The self-adjointness of β(11) can be verified in a similar manner, for any
x, x′, y, y′ ∈ E1 〈

β(11) (x⊗ y) , x′ ⊗ y′
〉

A
=

〈
x, y′

〉
A

〈
y, x′

〉
A

and
〈
x⊗ y, β(11)

(
x′ ⊗ y′

)〉
A

=
〈
y, x′

〉
A

〈
x, y′

〉
A

.

�

Proposition 3.7. Take the decomposition (32) for Ω1
D(A) into account,

T 2
D(A) admits the following orthogonal decomposition regarding the A-valued

inner product in (51):

T 2
D(A) =

⊕

(i,j),i,j=1,2

E(i,j), E(i,j),= Ei ⊗A Ej.(53)

Proof. The results follows from the claim that in the definition (51), if one
of the pairs 〈x, u〉A and 〈y, v〉A is zero, then the resulting inner product on
the right hand side is zero. �

Now we are ready to define the projection Ψ : T 2
D(A) → T 2

D(A) with
respect to the decomposition:

T 2
D(A) = F1 ⊕F2, F1 = E(1,1) ⊕ E(2,2), F2 = E(1,2) ⊕ E(2,1),

on F1:

Ψ =
1

2

[(
1 + β(11)

)
0

0 0

]
: F1 → F1,(54)

and F2:

Ψ =
1

2

[
1 β(21)

β(12) 1

]
: F2 → F2.(55)

The properties Ψ = Ψ∗ and Ψ2 = Ψ are inherited directly from the corre-
sponding properties of the β’s in Lemma 3.6.

3.5. Junk Tensors JT 2
D(A). The main result of the section is to show that

the inclusion holds

JT 2
D(A) ⊆ Im(Ψ).

We take advantage of the orthogonal decomposition in (53) and break the
verification into three parts: Proposition 3.10, Corollary 3.12, and Proposi-
tion 3.13.

Let m : A → A be the multiplication map and Ω1
u(A) = kerm is the space

of universal one-forms. By definition, JT 2
D(A) = δD (ker πD) is the image of

δD : Ω1
u(A) → T 2

D(A) sending w =
∑

f ⊗ g ∈ Ω1
u(A) to

δD(w) =
∑

[D, f ]⊗A [D, g],∈ T 2
D(A),(56)
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and πD denotes the representation πD : Ω1
u(A) → Ω1

D(A) associated with
the commutator [D, ·], sending

∑
f ⊗ g to

∑
f [D, g].

With D = D1+D2, where D1 = DM ⊗1 and D2 = γ⊗Dφ, we decompose

δD =
∑

i,j∈{1,2} δ
(i,j)
D , where δ

(i,j)
D : Ω1

u(A) → E(i,j), with the notations in

(56),

δ
(i,j)
D (w) =

∑
[Di, f ]⊗A [Dj , g] ∈ E(i,j).

As the decomposition (32) is orthogonal, we have ker πD = kerπD1
∩

kerπD2
. For a = Diag(a+, a−) ∈ A, [D1, a] = Diag(da+,da−) gives rise to a

diagonal matrix with differential one-forms of the pair of functions a±, while
[D2, a] yields an off-diagonal matrix with the difference of a± implemented
by the operator α̃− 1, see (49):

Lemma 3.8. Denote by

ηχ =

[
0 χ
χ̄ 0

]
∈ E2,

for any a ∈ A, we have,

[D2, a] = (α̃− 1)(a) · ηχ(57)

in particular:

[D2, α̃(a)] = −[D2, a].

Proof. Let a = Diag(a+, a−):
[
D2,

[
a+ 0
0 a−

]]
=

[
0 −χ(a+ − a−)

χ̄(a+ − a−) 0

]

=

[
(a+ − a−) 0

0 (a+ − a−)

] [
0 −χ
χ̄ 0

]
= (α̃− 1) (a) · ηχ.

For the second equation:

[D2, α̃(a)] = (α̃− 1) (α̃(a)) · ηχ = (1− α̃)(a) · ηχ = −[D2, a].

�

Lemma 3.9. For w =
∑

f ⊗ g ∈ ker πD2
, we have

∑
f · (α̃− 1)(g) = 0(58)

∑
(α̃− 1)(f) · (α̃− 1)(g) = 0(59)

Proof. We will repeatedly using (57) to handle the commutator [D2, ·]. As
w ∈ ker πD2

, we have 0 =
∑

f [D2, g] =
∑

f · (α̃ − 1)(g)ηχ, which proves
(58).
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To argue (59), we take advantage of the fact that elements of E(2,2) are
represented as operators (two by two matrices)

∑
[D2, f ][D2, g] =

∑
(α̃− 1)(f) · ηχ · (α̃− 1)(g)ηχ

=
∑

(α̃− 1)(f)α̃ ((α̃− 1)(g)) η2χ = −
∑

(α̃− 1)(f) · (α̃ − 1)(g)η2χ,

where we have used α̃2 = 1. It remains to see
∑

[D2, f ][D2, g] = 0. Indeed,
as matrices, we compute [D2, ηχ] = 0, hence the iterated commutator reads:

[D2, [D2, g]] = [D2, (α̃− 1)(g)ηχ] = [D2, (α̃− 1)(g)]ηχ = (α̃− 1)2(g)η2χ

= −2(α̃− 1)(g)η2χ.

The desire result follows from applying the derivation [D2, ·] onto
∑

f [D2, g] =
0, also with the help of (58):

∑
[D2, f ][D2, g] =

∑
−f [D2, [D2, g]] =

∑
2f · (α̃ − 1)(g)ηχ = 0.

�

Proposition 3.10. For any w =
∑

f ⊗ g ∈ ker πD2
, we have δ

(2,2)
D (w) = 0.

In other words, the projection of JT 2(A) onto E(2,2) is indeed zero.

Proof. Using [D2, ηχ] = 0, we compute

[D2, [D2, g]] = [D2, (α̃− 1)(g)ηχ] = [D2, (α̃− 1)(g)]ηχ = (α̃− 1)2(g)η2χ

= 2(α̃− 1)(g)η2χ.

By applying the derivation [D2, ·] onto
∑

f [D2, g], we have
∑

[D2, f ][D2, g] =
∑

−f [D2, [D2, g]] =
∑

−2f · (α̃− 1)(g)ηχ = 0

according to (58). On the other hand, we have obtained, using α̃(α̃ − 1) =
1− α̃:

0 =
∑

[D2, f ][D2, g] = (α̃− 1)(f) · ηχ · (α̃− 1)(g)ηχ

=
∑

(α̃− 1)(f)α̃ ((α̃− 1)(g)) η2χ = −
∑

(α̃ − 1)(f) · (α̃− 1)(g)η2χ.

Finally
∑

j

[D2, fj]⊗A [D2, gj ] =
∑

j

(α̃− 1)(fj) · ηχ ⊗A (α̃− 1)(gj) · ηχ

=
∑

j

(α̃− 1)(fj)(α̃− 1) (α̃(gj)) · ηχ ⊗A ηχ

=−
∑

j

(α̃− 1)(fj)(α̃− 1)(gj) · ηχ ⊗A ηχ = 0.

�
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Lemma 3.11. Let w =
∑

µ fν ⊗ gµ ∈ kerπDM
, where πDM

: Ω1
u(A1) →

Ω1
DM

(A1)⊗A1
Ω1
DM

(A1). Then

∑

µ

[DM , fµ]⊗A1
[DM , gµ] =

∑

µ

[DM , gµ]⊗A1
[DM , fµ]

Proof. We identify the sum above as 2-covectors which are given in local
charts:

∑

i,j,µ

∂xi
fµ∂xj

gµdxi ⊗ dxj.

We need to show that it is a symmetric tensor, namely, for fixed i, j,
∑

µ

∂xi
fµ∂xj

gµ =
∑

µ

∂xj
fµ∂xi

gµ.

Indeed, we have
∑

µ fµdgµ = 0 as w ∈ ker πDM
, thus

∑
µ fµ∂xj

gµ = 0, after
applying ∂xi

on both sides:
∑

µ

∂xi
fµ∂xj

gµ = −
∑

µ

fµ∂xi
∂xj

gµ = 0.

The right hand side above is symmetric in i, j, we have completed the proof.
�

Same argument as above works without much modification when DM is
replaced by D1 = DM⊗1, which proves that the E(1,1) component of JT 2

D(A)
is also contained in the range of Ψ:

Corollary 3.12. For ω ∈ ker πD1
, where D1 = DM ⊗ 1 and πD1

: Ω1
u(A) →

E(1), we have

δ
(1,1)
D (ω) = β(1,1)

(
δ
(1,1)
D (ω)

)
,

that is δD1
(ω) ∈ Im(Ψ).

Lastly, let us verify that the F2 = E(1,2) ⊕ E(2,1) component of JT 2
D(A)

is contained in Im(Ψ). Thanks to Lemma 3.6, it is sufficient to prove the
following.

Proposition 3.13. For w ∈ kerπD = ker πD1
∩ kerπD2

, we have

β(12)

(
δ
(1,2)
D (w)

)
= δ

(2,1)
D , β(21)

(
δ
(2,1)
D (w)

)
= δ

(1,2)
D .(60)

Proof. We write w =
∑

f ⊗ g with f, g ∈ A and
∑

fg = 0. As w ∈ ker πD1
,

we see that
∑

f [D1, g] = 0, hence
∑

g[D1, f ] =
∑

[D1, f ]g = −
∑

f [D1, g] = 0.
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Let us look at the first equation in (60), the left side can be computed as
follows:

δ
(2,1)
D (w) =

∑
[D2, f ]⊗A [D1, g] =

∑
(α̃− 1)(f)ηχ ⊗A [D1, g]

=
∑

ηχ ⊗A (1− α̃)(f)[D1, g] =
∑

ηχ ⊗A (−α̃)(f)[D1, g]

=
∑

ηχ ⊗A [D1, α̃(f)]g,

for the last step, we need w ∈ kerπD2
thus (58) holds, and then

∑
α̃(f) ·g =∑

fg = 0, which further yields
∑

α̃(f) · [D1, g] = −
∑

[D1, α̃(f)] · g. While
the right hand side reads:

β(12)

(∑
[D1, f ]⊗A [D2, g]

)
=
∑

β(12) ([D1, f ]⊗A (α̃− 1)(g)ηχ)

=
∑

ηχ ⊗A (1− α̃)(g)α1 ([D1, f ]) ,

and the second factor indeed agrees with that of δ
(2,1)
D (w) above:

∑
(1− α̃)(g)α1 ([D1, f ]) =

∑
α1 ((α̃− 1)(g) · [D1, f ])

=
∑

α1 (α̃(g) · [D1, f ]) =
∑

g[D1, α̃(f)] =
∑

[D1, α̃(f)]g.

The second equation in (60) can be proved in a similar way, the details are
left to the reader. �

4. Main Results

Throughout the section, let ∇ be the product-type connection, formally
written as

∇ = ∇(1) ⊗ 1 + γ ⊗∇(2),(61)

where ∇(1) is the Levi-Civita connection of the spin manifold M and ∇(2) is
the connection in Theorem 3.2 whose torsion agrees with the spectral one.
The precise meaning of the right hand side is given in (34) and (35).

We will first compute the algebraic torsion T∇
σ2

and T∇
Ψ regarding the

two differential calculi (13) and (16), and then try to recover the spectral
functional computed in Theorem 3.4.

4.1. Algebraic Torsion in Connes’ Calculus. Let us give short compu-
tation of the algebraic torsion regarding the differential calculus in (13). As
the counterpart of the projection Ψ, we first need to work out the map σ2◦m
in the definition of T∇

σ in (19). Roughly speaking, on the manifold part, this
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map is given by taking the leading term of the Clifford multiplication on
one-forms Λ1(M):

σ2 ◦m : Λ1(M)⊗ Λ1(M) → B(H1), w1 ⊗ w1 → c(w1 ∧ w2)

where ∧ is the exterior product, and c(·) denotes the Clifford action. On the
two-point space, let

ρHS : Mn(C) → Mn(C)(62)

be the orthogonal projection, with regard to the Hilbert-Schmidt scalar prod-
uct, to the subspace of scalar matrices. We will use the same notation for
different n if no confusion arises. Then

σ2 ◦m : B(H2)⊗B(H2) → B(H2), Q1 ⊗Q2 → (1− ρHS)(Q1Q2)

Lemma 4.1. The image of the junk forms π̂D
(
δ
(
J0 ∩ Ω1(A)

))
coincides

with π(A). In terms of the matrix notation, it consists of diagonal one
whose entries belong to A1, smooth functions on M . Therefore σ2 ◦ m :
Ω1
D(A)⊗ Ω1

D(A) → B(H) can be described as follows.

1) If u⊗ v ∈ E1 ⊗ E2, or u⊗ v ∈ E1 ⊗ E2, we have σ2(uv) = uv.
2) If u⊗v ∈ E1⊗E1, say u = u1⊗u2 and v = v1⊗v2, where u1, v1 ∈ Λ1(M)

are one-forms on M , and u2, v2 ∈ A2 are functions on the two-point
space, then

σ2(uv) = c(u1 ∧ v1)⊗ (u2v2).(63)

3) If u⊗v ∈ E2⊗E2, and u = γu1⊗u2 and v = γv1⊗v2, with u1, v2 ∈ A1 are
functions on M , and u2, v2 ∈ Ω1

Dφ
(A2) are one-forms on the two-point

space,

σ2(uv) = u1v1 ⊗ (1− ρHS) (u2v2) .(64)

Proof. We refer to Lemma 6 and 7 in [Con94, Ch. 6, Sect. 3] for details. �

Proposition 4.2. Consider the product-type connection ∇ given in (61), its
algebraic torsion T∇

σ2
: Ω1

D(A) → Λ2
D(A) is computed as follows:

T∇
σ2
(w) =

{
0 w ∈ E1,

σ2 (wD2) w ∈ E2.
(65)

Proof. As T∇
σ2

is left A-linear, it suffices, for w ∈ E1, to prove the special case
in which w = df ⊗ 1 for some f ∈ A1. Also for w ∈ E2, we can assume that
w = γ ⊗ η, where η is the one-form of the two-point space defined in (29).

When w = df ⊗1, ∇w ∈ E1⊗E1 is given by (34) with the second vanishes,
so that (64) holds, together, we obtain:

T∇
σ2
(w) = c

(
∧(∇(1)df)

)
⊗ 1 = 0,

where ∇(1) is the Levi-Civita connection on the manifold M . The torsion-
free property implies that ∇(1)df is a symmetric 2-tensor belong to the kernel
of the exterior multiplication ∧ : Λ1(M)⊗ Λ1(M) → Λ2(M).
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For part 2), we need the calculation in §3.1. More precisely, we recall from

(30) that ∇(2)η = cη⊗ η further with c = Diag(1,−1). Now take w = γ⊗ η,
it remains to show that m(∇w) = wD2. Indeed, we apply (35) with the first
term vanishes:

m (∇w) = m ((γ ⊗ cη)⊗ (γ ⊗ η)) = γ2 ⊗ cη2 = γ2 ⊗ ηDφ

= (γ ⊗ η) (γ ⊗Dφ) = wD2,(66)

where cη2 = ηDφ was obtained before in (31).
�

For a given matrix form of w ∈ E2:

w =

[
0 γf+ ⊗ φ

γf− ⊗ φ∗ 0

]
,

the right hand side can be further computed using (64):

σ2(wD2) = σ2

([
0 γf+ ⊗ φ

γf− ⊗ φ∗ 0

] [
0 γ ⊗ φ

γ ⊗ φ∗ 0

])

=

[
f+ ⊗ (1− ρHS) (φφ

∗) 0
0 f− ⊗ (1− ρHS) (φ

∗φ)

]
.(67)

As a consequence, if one of φφ∗ and φ∗φ, is a scalar matrix, so is the other,
then (1− ρHS)(φφ

∗) and (1− ρHS)(φφ
∗) are both zero. Then T∇

σ2
(w) = 0 for

all w ∈ Ω1
D. This is certainly the case for [DSZ24, §4.2] in which φ ∈ C.

We see that, in contrast with the spectral torsion, junk forms from the
manifold kill the torsion generated by the connection on the two-point space
in this setting. Our solution to improve on this discrepancy is to work with
another differential calculus following [MR24].

4.2. Algebraic Torsion in the Mesland-Rennie Construction. Paral-
lel to Proposition 4.2, we have

Proposition 4.3. Let ∇ be the product-type connection in (61), we have

1) For w ∈ E1, T
∇
Ψ (w) = 0;

2) For w ∈ E2, m
(
T∇
Ψ (w)

)
= wD2.

Proof. We can assume w = df ⊗ 1 for some f ∈ A1 for part 1), and for part
2), w = γ⊗η, where η is the one-form defined (29). The general case follows
from the left A-linearity of T∇

Ψ .

Let us take w = df ⊗ 1, as the Levi-Civita connection ∇(1) is torsion-free,
we have (

∇(1)df
)
(0)

⊗
(
∇(1)df

)
(1)

=
(
∇(1)df

)
(1)

⊗
(
∇(1)df

)
(0)

.(68)

is a symmetric tensor. According to (34), ∇w = ∇(w̃ ⊗ 1) ∈ E(1,1) is deter-

mined by ∇(1)df and is, in particular, symmetric, meaning that it belongs
to the image of Ψ (given in (54)). In other words, (1− Ψ) (∇w) = 0, which
proves the first claim.
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For part 2), we set w = γ ⊗ η and keep the notations as in (66). We have
seen that ∇w ∈ E2 ⊗A E2, on which Ψ = 0 (cf. (54)), that is

T∇
Ψ (w) = (1−Ψ)(∇w) = ∇w,

and then (66) concludes the proof:

m
(
T∇
Ψ (w)

)
= m(∇w) = wD2.

�

We thus see that in this approach the torsion fits better (on E2) with the
spectral torsion, but perhaps we should consider some other connections.

4.3. Recovering The Spectral Torsion Functional. Now our objec-
tive is to look for another connection whose algebraic torsion function-
als defined in (24) or (25) recovers the spectral one computed in Theo-
rem 3.4. Equivalently, we would like to reproduce the left A-module map
TD : Ω1

D(A) → B(H) defined in (42).
In Theorems 4.2 and 4.3 we have seen that, for the product-type connec-

tion ∇

T∇
σ2
(w) = m

(
T∇
Ψ (w)

)
= 0, ∀w ∈ E1.

By comparison with TD, we need thus to perturb the connection ∇ by adding
the following left A-module map S : Ω1

D(A) → T 2
D(A):

S(w) =

{
(1−Ψ)(w ⊗D2), w ∈ E1,

0, w ∈ E2.
(69)

Lemma 4.4. The left A-module map S above is designed in such a way that

m ◦ S(w) =

{
wD2 = TD(w), w ∈ E1,

0, w ∈ E2.
(70)

Proof. For w ∈ E1, w ⊗ D2 ∈ E1 ⊗ E2 so that Ψ is defined by (55). In
particular, (1−Ψ)(w ⊗D2) =

1
2 (1− β12) (w ⊗D2). To conclude the proof,

we just need to show that m ◦ β12(w ⊗ D2) = −wD2. In fact, for w =
w1 ⊗ w2 ∈ E1 = Ω1

DM
(A1)⊗A A2 and compute:

m ◦ β12(w ⊗D2) = m (D2 ⊗ α1(w)) = γw1 ⊗Dφα(w2)

= −w1γ ⊗ w2Dφ = −wD2,

where the crucial property is the fact that the Clifford action of the one-form
w1 anti-commutes with the grading operator γ. �

As for the algebraic torsion functional (24) in Connes’ calculus, there is
also a discrepancy caused by the projection σ2 or, equivalently, ρHS in (62)
and the agreement with the spectral one occurs on a smaller domain of
u, v, w ∈ Ω1

D(A) such that σ2(uv)w = uvw:
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Theorem 4.5. For the non-product type connection ∇̃ = ∇+ S where S is

defined in (69), we have T ∇̃
σ2

= σ2 ◦TD. In particular, the algebraic torsional

functional defined in (24) agrees with T̃D:

Tσ2
(u, v, w) =

∫
W

uvT ∇̃
σ2
(w) = T̃D(u, v, w),

where u, v, w ∈ Ω1
D(A) and T̃D is a reduced version of the spectral torsion

functional TD,

T̃D(u, v, w) =

∫
W

σ2(uv)w |D|−m =

∫
W

σ2(uv)TD(w).

Proof. Recall from Proposition 2.10: T ∇̃
σ = T∇

σ + Sσ, with Sσ = σ2 ◦m ◦ S.

The equality T ∇̃
σ2

= σ2 ◦ TD is achieved by design, it is a straightforward
consequence of Lemma 4.4 and Proposition 4.2.

Given one-forms u, v, w ∈ Ω1
D(A), we have uv, T ∇̃

σ2
(w) and TD(w) all be-

long to the image of π̂D(Ω
2
u(A)), thus admit the orthonormal decomposition

as in (12) (with k = 2). Firstly, one has to slightly adjust the proof of
Theorem 3.4 to conclude that

T̃D(u, v, w) =

∫
W

σ2(uv)w |D|−m =

∫
W

σ2(uv)TD(w).

The decomposition (12) gives
∫

W

σ2(uv)TD(w) =

∫
W

uvσ2(TD(w)) =

∫
W

uvT ∇̃
σ2
(w).

The proof is complete. �

We now have arrived at the highlight of the paper. For the almost non-
commutative manifold M ⊗ Z2, We have found an appropriate differential
calculus (the construction of the projection Ψ in the Mesland-Rennie ap-
proach), and a connection whose algebraic torsion agrees with the spectral
one, which is intrinsic to the spectral date.

Theorem 4.6. Let ∇̃ = ∇+S be the non-product type connection as before.

Then T ∇̃
Ψ = TD, in other words, its algebraic torsion functional TΨ defined

in (25) for ∇̃ recovers the spectral torsion functional T D in Theorem 3.4.

Proof. According to Prop. 2.10, T ∇̃
Ψ = T∇

Ψ + SΨ with SΨ = m ◦ (1−Ψ) ◦ S.
Since (1 − Ψ)2 = 1 − Ψ, we have m ◦ SΨ = m ◦ S. Therefore the equality

m ◦ T ∇̃
Ψ = TD follows immediately from Lemma 4.4 and Proposition 4.3. As

a result, the associated trilinear functionals (43) and (25) are identical as
well. The proof is complete. �

Remark 4.7. Of course, the connection ∇̃ can be also obtained as a pertur-
bation of the product of the Levi-Civita connection on M with the Grassmann
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connection on Z2 by perturbing first the latter one according to Remark 3.3
and then adding the S as above.

5. Final Comments

We have shown that for the simplest quantum geometry of Z2 there is a
unique connection of which the (algebraic) torsion functional is equal to the
spectral torsion functional. Instead for the the general almost commutative
geometry on M × Z2 in [DSZ24] the torsion of a linear connection for the
Connes calculus can reproduce at most the reduced spectral torsion func-
tional, while for the Mesland-Rennie calculus there is a non-product type
connection of which the algebraic torsion exactly equals the (full) spectral
torsion functional. We also extended these results to the case when the pa-
rameter φ of the internal Dirac operator is not a complex scalar. Clearly
more examples should be studied and a more general relation established
between the spectral and algebraic torsion.
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