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Emergence of Lorentz symmetry
from an almost-commutative

twisted spectral triple.

G. Nieuviarts1

Abstract

This article demonstrates how the transition from a twisted spectral triple to

a pseudo-Riemannian spectral triple arises within an almost-commutative spectral

triple. This suggests that the noncommutative part itself is responsible for the sig-

nature change. This opens a new perspective on the signature problem, suggesting

that the almost-commutative structure at the heart of the noncommutative standard

model of particle physics could be the origin of the emergence of a Lorentzian spec-

tral triple, starting from self-adjoint Dirac operators and conventional inner product

structures, within the framework of twisted spectral triples.
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1 Introduction

Noncommutative geometry is a branch of mathematics that generalizes classical geome-
try to spaces where the algebra of functions is no longer commutative. Inspired by quan-
tum mechanics, where observables (elements in an algebra) do not commute, this theory
provides tools to describe "spaces" that are too irregular or singular to be treated with
traditional differential geometry. One key realization of noncommutative geometry is its
ability to recover Riemannian manifolds through spectral data. A. Connes, a pioneer of
the field, developed the concept of spectral triples to encode the geometric information.
A spectral triple (,, D) is the data of an involutive unital algebra  represented by
bounded operators on a Hilbert space together with a self-adjoint operatorD acting on
. In this framework, Riemannian geometry can be reconstructed from the spectral prop-
erties of the Dirac operator by starting from the spectral triple (C∞(), L2(,), D, J , Γ),
where L2(,) is the Hilbert space of square integrable sections of the spinor bundle
over the smooth manifold. The Dirac operator D is constructed using the Riemannian
gamma matrices and the Levi-Civita spin connection. J is a given anti-unitary operator,
and Γ is the grading operator.

In theoretical physics, fundamental interactions are described as Yang-Mills and Grav-
ity theories, both based on the concept of connection on vector bundles. The extension of
these concepts to noncommutative geometry relies on a crucial duality given by the Serre-
Swan theorem. The gauge group emerges from inner automorphisms of. According to
the noncommutative differential structure we choose, two main frameworks have been
used to construct Noncommutative Gauge Field Theories. The first one (historically),
proposed by M. Dubois-Violette, R. Kerner, and J. Madore in [15] concerns the use of
derivation-based differential structure. The second one, mainly developed by A. Connes,
J. Lott, and A. Chamseddine in [7, 5] concerns the use of spectral triples based differential
structure. Let focus on this latter approach by considering a spectral triple (, , D, J , Γ)
(see [11, 9] for the complete definition). The derivative is given by �(.) = [D, .] so that one-
forms are given by elementsA = ∑k ak [D, bk]with ak, bk ∈ . The connectionwith gauge
theory goes as follows, if we consider a unitary u ∈  () (the set of unitaries in), and
defines the adjoint unitary U = �(u)J�(u)J −1 , then, considering a one-form ! as a gauge
field and the associated “fluctuated” Dirac operator D! ∶= D+!+ �′J!J −1, inner fluctua-
tions (D!)

u ∶= UD!U † are then equivalent to gauge transformations!u ∶= u!u†+u�(u†)
via the relation (D!)

u = D!u . The spectral action, a central spectral invariant, is given by
b[D] ∶= Tr f (DD†/Λ2) (for more details, see [6]).

Based on this construction, we can consider a noncommutative extension of
(C∞(), L2(,), D, J , Γ) by taking the Almost-Commutative (AC) algebra ∞()⊗F
with F a finite dimensional noncommutative algebra. The Dirac operator is D ⊗ 1 +

Γ ⊗ DF , with Hilbert space L2(, S) ⊗ F , real structure J ⊗ JF and grading Γ ⊗ ΓF .
A fundamental aspect of this AC manifold is that its spectral action corresponds to the
Lagrangian of an Einstein-Yang-Mills-Higgs model, entirely determined by the product
spectral triple. Driven by the constraints coming with the axioms of even real spectral
triples, a reformulation of the Standard Model of Particle Physics coupled to gravitation
was elaborated, with crucial steps in [10, 5] until its full development in [6] (we refer to
[11] for detailed explanations). At the heart of this construction lies the finite geometry
encoded inF ∶= C⊕H⊕M3(C) and its associated spectral triple. The symmetry group
of the spectral action is given by  = Map(, G)⋊Diff(), where Diff() denotes the
diffeomorphism group, and Map(, G) represents the gauge group of the second kind,
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with G = U (1)×SU (2)× SU (3). In this way, noncommutative geometry provides a unified
framework to describe both Einstein-Hilbert gravity (in Euclidean signature) and classi-
cal gauge theories. This framework is known as the Non-Commutative Standard Model.
Notably, it offers an elegant description of the Standard Model, including the Higgs mech-
anism and neutrino mixing, as "gravity" on an AC-manifold. The fermionic masses are
encoded into DF , so that the masses of the Higgs boson and the ones of fermions became
related, thus providing a prediction for the Higgs mass.

The noncommutative approach links geometry to operator algebras, revealing new
mathematical and physical insights. But it falls short when describing spacetimes with
pseudo-Riemannian signatures that are essential in physics. Indeed, realistic models
require a formulation that incorporates time and causality, motivating the search for
Lorentzian approaches within noncommutative geometry. This issue has spurred vari-
ous proposals, from modified axioms for spectral triples to alternative formulations that
attempt to reconcile causality with noncommutative structures see [1, 17, 23, 28, 3, 14,
1, 29, 2, 16]. An essential feature of most of these approaches is the replacement of the
Hilbert space by a Krein space, turning the inner product into an indefinite inner product
⟨ . , . ⟩K ∶= ⟨ . , K. ⟩ with the unitary operator K = K†. Such structures are essential in
quantum field theory, as a physical description of spinor fields on pseudo-Riemannian
manifolds inherently requires Krein spaces. However, developing a fully satisfactory and
widely accepted framework for Lorentzian noncommutative geometry remains an open
and actively pursued area of research.

In [22], I present a connection between twisted spectral triples and pseudo-
Riemannian spectral triples based on a fundamental link between the previous Krein
product and the twist defined by �( . ) ∶= K( . )K . A concept of spectral triple morphism
was introduced, enabling the transformation of a twisted spectral triple into a pseudo-
Riemannian one. This morphism was shown to induce a signature change in the context
of the manifold’s spectral triples. The signature change transformation was determined
solely by the unitary operator K , being the central element of the approach.

The following article proposes to extend these results. The first three sections in-
troduce what are twisted spectral triples, pseudo-Riemannian spectral triples, and the
K-morphism between them. One of the main contributions is the definition of a spe-
cific real structure for twisted spectral triples in subsection 2.3, adapted to the bimodule
structure associated with the derivations and related to the special K-unitary operators
which generates the twisted fluctuations. Interestingly, this real structure also emerges
in the setting of pseudo-Riemannian spectral triples and remains invariant under the K-
morphism, thus retaining its significance in both frameworks.

Another important point was the introduction of the twist in the context of Clifford
algebras (for even-dimensional vector spaces) in subsection 3.1, showing how this twist
played a crucial role in the structure, in particular to characterise the orthochronous spin
group and to introduce the Krein product ⟨ . , . ⟩K , of particular importance in physics.

The main results are presented in section 5. An almost-commutative spectral triple
is constructed on a twisted spectral triple, naturally inducing the emergence of the oper-
ator K in the product Dirac operator. This leads to the appearence of a Krein structure
together with the pseudo-Riemannian Dirac operators, from the very first spectral triple
structure, then implementing the K-morphism. We then show how the specific signature
of space-time is recovered in the 4-dimensional case. This section follows a top-down ap-
proach, revealing the signature change as an intrinsic outcome of the algebraic structure
governing the almost-commutative spectral triple.
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2 Twisted spectral triple

Spectral triples have been particularly successful in describing noncommutative spaces
arising from type I and type II von Neumann algebras, where a well-defined trace exists.
However, a major challenge in noncommutative geometry has been the extension of these
methods to type III von Neumann algebras, which lack such a finite normal trace. Type
III algebras arise naturally in quantum field theory, especially in the algebraic approach
to quantum statistical mechanics and the study of vacuum states in curved spacetime.

To address this challenge, twisted spectral triples were introduced by A. Connes and
H. Moscovici in their 2006 work, see [12]. These modified spectral triples generalize the
standard construction by incorporating an automorphism, which compensates for the
absence of a trace and allows for the formulation of geometric invariants in this setting.

Interestingly, the introduction of this twist is related to the modular theory of Tomita-
Takesaki, which governs the structure of von Neumann algebras. Tomita-Takesaki theory
links the modular structure of von Neumann algebras to time evolution, defining a nat-
ural flow on the algebra. Twisted spectral triples were then implemented in the context
of the noncommutative Standard Model in [13, 18, 19]. Applications to conformal and
noncommutative geometry can also be found in [24, 25].

2.1 Fundamentals of twisted spectral triple

Let  be a ∗-algebra with representation � on a Hilbert space . The faithful represen-
tation � will be omitted by identifying the elements of  with their representation. The
adjoint † in () is then given by the relation �(a∗) = �(a)†.

Definition 2.1 (Twisted spectral triple) A twisted spectral triple (,, D, �) is ob-

tained by considering an involutive algebra acting faithfully as a bounded operator algebra

on a Hilbert space with a self-adjoint operator D with compact resolvent together with an

automorphism � ∈ Aut() called twist which satisfy the regularity condition

�(a†) = (�−1(a))† ∀a ∈ . (2.1)

The twisted commutator

[D, a]� ∶= Da − �(a)D (2.2)

is used instead of [D, a] and we require only the twisted one to be bounded.

In the same way as for spectral triples, we can add a grading Γ and a real structure J .
The axioms of such even real twisted spectral triples are the same as for spectral triples

J 2 = �0 JD = �1DJ JΓ = �2ΓJ �0, �1, �2 = ±1 (2.3)

together with the introduction of another characteristic number � = ±1 such that

�(J ) = �J (2.4)

and the replacement of the first order condition by the twisted first order condition

[[D, a]�, b◦]�◦ = 0 (2.5)
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∀a ∈  and b◦ ∈ ◦ with ◦ the opposite algebra. The opposite twist �◦ acting on ◦ is
defined by

�◦(a◦) ∶= (�−1(a))◦. (2.6)

See [18] for further details.
The set of twisted 1-forms Ω1

D(, �) is defined as

Ω1
D(, �) ∶= {∑

k
ak[D, bk]�, ak, bk ∈ } (2.7)

so that twisted-fluctuations of D are given by

DA� ∶= D + A� + �1JA�J −1 with A� ∈ Ω1
D(, �). (2.8)

The set Ω1
D(, �) is a-bimodule for the following product

a . A� . b = �(a)A�b (2.9)

for any a, b ∈  and A� ∈ Ω1
D(, �). This make the map a → ��(a) ∶= [D, a]� be a

derivation since we will have that

��(ab) = ��(a)b + �(a)��(b) = ��(a) . b + a . ��(b). (2.10)

As shown in [18] a way to “minimaly twist” the spectral triple (,, D, Γ) i.e. without
changing the Hilbert space and the Dirac operator, is by the use of the decomposition
coming with Γ. Using the projections p± ∶= (1 ± Γ)/2 so that  = p+ ⊕ p− ∶=
+ ⊕−, all elements a = (a1, a2) ∈  ⊗ C2 are represented accordingly:

�(a1, a2) ∶= p+�0(a1) + p−�0(a2) = (�+(a1) 0
0 �−(a2)) (2.11)

with �0 the representation used for  and �±( . ) ∶= p±�0( . )|± the restrictions to ±.
This will be called the chiral representation.

Definition 2.2 (twist by grading) Taking the graded spectral triple (,, D, Γ), its cor-
responding twist by gradding is given by the twisted spectral triple (⊗C2,, D, Γ, �), using
the chiral representation. The twist acts on elements a = (a1, a2) ∈  ⊗C2 as

�(a1, a2) = (a2, a1). (2.12)

As shown in [18], the twist by the grading is the only way to minimally twist the spec-
tral triple of even-dimensional manifolds based on C∞() ⊗ C2. The fact that no such
procedure for twisting odd-dimensional manifold’s spectral triple have been found will
be one of the justifications to focus on the study of even-dimensional manifolds. More
information on twisted spectral triples can be found in [18, 19, 21].
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2.2 From twisted to indefinite inner products

Following [22], any automorphism � will be required to be ()-regular, i.e., a regular
automorphism on all of (). Since [14], a novelty consists in the possibility of consid-
ering a new inner product ⟨ . , . ⟩�, called the �-inner product, which by definition satisfies

⟨ , O ′⟩� = ⟨�(O)† ,  ′⟩� (2.13)

for all  ,  ′ ∈  and O ∈ ().
This new inner product naturally comes with its own notion of adjoint, denoted by

"+", defined as ( . )+ ∶= �( . )†, along with an associated notion of �-unitarity, character-
ized by elements U� satisfying U�U +

� = U +
� U� = 1, thereby preserving the �-product. As

mentioned in [22], the uniqueness of this adjoint (i.e., the equality of the left and right
adjoint) is ensured by the ()-regularity condition. We will restrict ourselves to twists
that are ∗-automorphisms, i.e., �(O†) = �(O)†. This, together with the regularity condi-
tion, implies that �2 = 1, which in turn ensures that ( . )+ is an involution.

As shown in [19] and [21], there are two ways to generate the twisted fluctuations of
equation (2.8), using either usual unitary operators or �-unitary operators:

1. Type 1: DA� = UDU + with U = uJuJ −1 and u a unitary operator in .

2. Type 2: DA� = U�DU †
� with U� = u�J u�J −1 and u� a �-unitary operator in .

This justifies the introduction of the notions of �-product, along with the adjoint "+" and
the notion of �-unitarity.

In the case where � ∈ Inn(()), there exists a unitary operator K acting on  such
that �(O) = KOK†. In this case, the �-product is determined by K , so that ⟨ . , . ⟩� ∶=⟨ . , K. ⟩. Furthermore, the twist is a ∗-automorphism of .

In the following, any twist � will be assumed to be an element of Inn(()). Since
different operatorsK can implement the same twist �while inducing different inner prod-
ucts, we will adopt a more precise notation. The twisted spectral triple will be denoted
by (,, D, K), and the �-inner product notation ⟨ . , . ⟩� will be replaced by the K-inner
product notation:

⟨ . , . ⟩K ∶= ⟨ . , K. ⟩ (2.14)

so that the associated adjoint is called the K-adjoint and is defined by

( . )†K ∶= �( . )†. (2.15)

We define K-unitary operators by the relation UKU †K
K = U †K

K UK = 1, with the correspond-
ing set denoted asK (()).

Taking the automorphism �( . ) = K( . )K† to be ()-regular, or regular on  if the
algebra is a simple finite-dimensional algebra, we obtain

K = exp(i�)K† (2.16)

for some real number �. As a consequence, ⟨ . , . ⟩K is Hermitian and indefinite if and only
if K = K† (see [22] for more details). The condition K = K† will be derived from algebraic
constraints in the top-down approach presented in section 5.

Definition 2.3 (Fundamental twist) A fundamental twist is a twist � ∈ Inn(()), im-

plemented by the unitary K such that K = K†.
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2.3 Twisted real structure

In non-commutative geometry, the real structure associatedwith the operator J is used to
relate left and right actions on-bimodules. We have seen in equation (2.9) thatΩ1

D(, �)
is a-bimodule whose left and right actions are connected by the twist �. Here, I propose
to introduce a notion of real structure that implements this connection. This particular
real structure will play a crucial role throughout the article, appearing notably in the
context of Clifford algebras with indefinite (pseudo-Riemannian) metrics in subsection
3.1, and then in the framework of pseudo-Riemannian spectral triples in subsection 3.4.

Taking a ∈ , the left action of the algebra on bimodules is denoted by l(a). This
operator satisfies l(a†) = l(a)†. The corresponding right action r(a) is given through J by

r(a) = J l(a)†J −1, (2.17)

with the zero-order condition [l(a), r(a)] = 0, ensuring that the right and left actions on
the -bimodules are connected by the relation

a . ( . ) . b = l(a)r(b)( . ). (2.18)

For the usual action on a bimodule, we have a . ( . ) . b = a( . )b, meaning that the left
and right actions correspond to the usual multiplication of operators acting on elements

of the bimodule. We denote by Ĵ the corresponding real structure, i.e., l̂(a) = a and

r̂(a) = Ĵ l̂(a)†Ĵ −1. We define r̂(a) = a◦̂ = Ĵ a†Ĵ −1 as the element of the corresponding
opposite algebra◦̂. This is the real structure used for conventional spectral triples.

Now, to recover the twisted product action (2.9), i.e.,

a . ( . ) . b = �(a)( . )b, (2.19)

we have to find J such that l(a) = J r(a)†J −1 = �(a) with r(a) = r̂(a) = a. Noting that

l(a) = �(l̂(a)) = �(Ĵ r̂(a)†Ĵ −1) = �(Ĵ r(a)†Ĵ −1), (2.20)

we can define1

J ∶= KĴ (2.21)

so that l(a) = J r(a)†J −1 = �(a). We define r(a) = a◦ = �(a◦̂) = J a†J −1 as the element of
the corresponding opposite algebra◦.

In subsection 2.2, we highlight the important role the K-unitary operators associated
with ⟨ . , . ⟩K play in the context of twisted spectral triples. Given any ( , UK ) ∈ (,)

with UK a K-unitary operator, then the adjoint action on the bimodule is given by

 → UK U −1
K = UK U †K

K = UK J UK J −1 (2.22)

showing that the adjoint action of K-unitary operators is intrinsically connected with the
operator J defining the twisted real structure.

Spectral triples correspond to the special case K = 1. The twisted commutator then
reduces to the usual one, UK = U is unitary for ⟨ . , . ⟩, and J = Ĵ , so that we recover the
usual adjoint action on the bimodule:

 → U U −1 = U U † = U ĴU Ĵ −1 . (2.23)

1In full generality, we may have J ∶= �KĴ with � ∈ C such that ��∗ = 1, but this phase shift is set to 1
to avoid unnecessary terms in the expressions.
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3 Pseudo-Riemannian spectral triples

The following subsections aims at introducing Clifford algebras with the so-called three
structural automorphisms, their properties and interrelations. These automorphisms are
of great importance to characterize Clifford algebras and their automorphisms. The main
novelty consists in the introduction of the twist (satisfying the()-regularity condition;
see Proposition 3.6), being one of these automorphisms, deeply connected to the metric
and providing the parity operator in the case the chosen basis is constituted of unitary
operators. This twist will also plays a significant role in subsection 3.2, to characterize an
important class of automorphisms, which holds fundamental importance in physics, i.e.,
the orthochronous spin group and the associated indefinite inner product. The author
has followed similar conventions [20].

3.1 Clifford algebras for even-dimensional vector spaces and as-

sociated twist

Let V ≃ R2m be an even-dimensional (real) vector space over R of dimension 2m, with
m ∈ N. Taking any vector v ∈ V , a complex linear representation of v is provided by the
Clifford multiplication operator c(v) as a 2m×2m complex squarematrix. A non-degenerate
symmetric bilinear form g on V determines a metric with signature (n, 2m − n), where
n ∈ N, subject to the relation

c(u)c(v) + c(v)c(u) = 2g(u, v)12m ∀ u, v ∈ V . (3.1)

Unless explicitly mentioned, we will identify elements v ∈ V with their representation
c(v) in what follows, thereby identifying the vector space V with its representation.

The (complex) Clifford algebra Cl(V , g) is the algebra generated by the vector space
V ⊂ Cl(V , g) and the identity 12m ⊂ Cl(V , g).

Automorphisms Aut(Cl(V , g)) of the Clifford algebra are bijective maps � ∶
Cl(V , g) → Cl(V , g) that preserve the defining relation (3.1). We denote by Aut(V ) the
automorphism group of the vector space V . Since Cl(V , g) has even dimension, it is iso-
morphic to M2m(C), implying that all its automorphisms are inner, i.e., Aut(Cl(V , g)) =
Inn(Cl(V , g)). Defining Cl ×(V , g) as the subset of invertible elements in Cl(V , g), then ev-
ery automorphism of Cl(V , g) can be characterized by an element x ∈ Cl ×(V , g) through
the adjoint action

�x(y) ∶= adx(y) = xyx−1 ∀y ∈ Cl(V , g). (3.2)

Let {ea}1≤a≤2m be a g-orthonormal basis of V , i.e., subject to the relation

eaeb + ebea = 2g(ea, eb)12m =

{
2�ab12m for 1 ≤ a ≤ n,

−2�ab12m for n + 1 ≤ a ≤ 2m. (3.3)

Any vector v ∈ V can be written as v = ∑2m
a=1 �aea with �a ∈ R. Cl(V , g) is then generated

by {ea}1≤a≤2m and 12m , so that a basis of Cl(V , g) ≃ M2m(C) is given by the set

 ∶= {12m , {ea}1≤a≤2m, {ea1ea2}1≤a1<a2≤2m, {ea1ea2ea3}1≤a1<a2<a3≤2m,… , e1e2… e2m}. (3.4)

Let define gv ∶= g(v, v) and ga ∶= g(ea, ea). Themetric g induces the splitting V = V +⊕V −,
where the set {ea}1≤a≤n is a basis of V + and the set {ea}n+1≤a≤2m is a basis of V −, with gv+ ≥ 0
and gv− ≤ 0 for v± ∈ V ±.
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An irreducible representation of Cl(V , g) ≃ M2m(C) is given by the module M = C2m .
A Hermitian inner product ⟨ . , . ⟩ can be associated with M , with adjoint denoted by †.
We define the Hilbert spacem ∶= (M, ⟨ . , . ⟩).

The commutant V ′ of V in Cl(V , g) is defined by

V ′ ∶= {a ∈ Cl(V , g) / ∀v ∈ V , va = av}. (3.5)

Proposition 3.1 We have that V ′ = Z(Cl(V , g)) = C12m .

Proof Since Cl(V , g) ≃ M2m(C), its center is C12m . Now, taking any element a ∈ Cl(V , g),
it is a linear combination of elements in. The requirement [a, v] = 0 for any v ∈ V implies
that a ∈ C12m , since for any element ea1ea2 … eak ∈  with 1 ≤ a1 < a2 < ⋯ < ak ≤ 2m,
there exists an element ea ∈ V that anticommutes with it, meaning that V ′ = C12m .

The complex conjugation operator is defined on any operator O ∈ () by

O = cc ◦ O ◦ cc, (3.6)

where cc = cc−1 is the complex conjugation over.

Definition 3.2 The structural operators �, � , �, called twist, grading, and charge conjuga-

tion, are defined to be elements in Aut(Cl(V , g)) so that ∀v ∈ V we have

�(v) ∶= v†, � (v) ∶= −v, �(v) ∶= −v̄. (3.7)

Remark 3.3 If we do not restrict to even-dimensional vector spaces V , the relation for �
is more generally given by

�(v) ∶= −�K1 v̄, (3.8)

where �K1 = ±1. As shown in the KO-dimension table 1, a particular feature of the even-
dimensional case is that �K1 = 1 in all cases, so the definition without this factor. □

Proposition 3.4 The structural automorphisms �, � , and � are involutions on Cl(V , g).

Proof Any element of Cl(V , g) can be expressed as a linear combination of elements in
. We can directly check that

�2(�12m) = � 2(�12m) = �2(�12m) = �12m , ∀� ∈ C, (3.9)

and that for any element �ea1ea2 … eak with k ∈ N, the same relation holds:

�2(�ea1ea2 … eak) = ��(e†a1e
†
a2
… e†ak) = �ea1ea2 … eak , (3.10)

� 2(�ea1ea2 … eak) = (−1)2k�ea1ea2 … eak = �ea1ea2 … eak , (3.11)

�2(�ea1ea2 … eak) = (−1)2k�ea1ea2 … eak = �ea1ea2 … eak . (3.12)

This implies that �2 = � 2 = �2 = 12m on any element of , and thus on all of Cl(V , g).
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This implies the existence of positive and negative eigenspaces in each case

Cl(V , g) = Cl +(V , g)⊕ Cl −(V , g), with �(a±) = ±a±, a± ∈ Cl ±(V , g), (3.13)

Cl(V , g) = Cl 0(V , g)⊕ Cl 1(V , g), with � (ai) = (−1)iai, ai ∈ Cl i(V , g), (3.14)

Cl(V , g) = Cl 0̄(V , g)⊕ Cl 1̄(V , g), with �(ai) = (−1)iai, ai ∈ Cl ī(V , g). (3.15)

As a consequence, the structural automorphisms �, � , and � are also elements of
Aut(V ), as their action is linear (multiplication by ±1 according to the corresponding
eigenspace) on V in the corresponding decompositions of Cl(V , g). This notably implies
that v̄, v†, and v⊤ = v̄† are elements of V for any v ∈ V , and consequently that

�(v̄) = v⊤ = �(v). (3.16)

We then have the equivalent definition �(v) = � (v̄).

Proposition 3.5 We have � ◦ � = � ◦ �, � ◦ � = � ◦ �, and � ◦ � = � ◦ � on Cl(V , g).

Proof These relations are easily verified on the first element �12m of  and on any ele-
ment v ∈ V , since

�(� (v)) = −v† = � (�(v)), (3.17)

�(�(v)) = −v⊤ = �(�(v)), (3.18)

�(� (v)) = v̄ = � (�(v)). (3.19)

Taking any element a = �ea1ea2 … eak with k ∈ N, we obtain the same equalities, as the
operators commute with each eai ∈ V , ensuring that the relations hold on , then extend
to all of Cl(V , g).

The following proposition justifies the choice of notation � by establishing that it
fulfills the defining properties of a twist i.e., satisfying the regularity condition.

Proposition 3.6 The automorphism � is ()-regular.

Proof Since �2 = 12m on all of Cl(V , g), we have �−1 = �. From the definition of �, taking
any element ea ∈ V , we obtain

�(e†a ) = ea = �(ea)
†, (3.20)

which implies that � satisfies

�(e†a ) = �−1(ea)
†. (3.21)

Thus, � is regular on V .
We recover this relation for any element of , since �(1

†
2m) = �−1(12m)

†, and for any
� ∈ C and k ∈ N, we have

�((�ea1ea2 … eak)
†) = �∗�(e†ak ) … �(e†a1)

= �∗�−1(eak )
†… �−1(ea1)

†

= �∗�−1(ea1 … eak)
† = �−1(�ea1ea2 … eak)

†.

By linearity, this extends to all of Cl(V , g) ≃ M2m(C) ≃ (), proving that � is regular.
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We thus recover an automorphism with the properties of a twist, satisfying the regu-
larity condition defined in section 2, so the name twist for this operator.

Since Aut(Cl(V , g)) = Inn(Cl(V , g)), there exist operators K, Γ, C ∈ Cl(V , g) such that

�( . ) = K( . )K−1, � ( . ) = Γ( . )Γ−1, �( . ) = C( . )C−1. (3.22)

We require these operators to be unitary, ensuring that the structural automorphisms are
∗-automorphisms.

The real operator is defined from C by

J ∶= C ◦ cc, (3.23)

so that the charge conjugation transformation is given by  →  c ∶= J with

J v = −vJ ∀v ∈ V . (3.24)

From Proposition 3.6, we retrieve the result of equation (2.16), namely K = exp(i�)K†,
since � is ()-regular. Additionally, we have:

Proposition 3.7 We have that K = exp(i�′)K with �′ ∈ R.

Proof The relation �(v̄) = �(v) implies that

Kv̄K† = Kv̄K⊤. (3.25)

Equivalently, we write

K†Kv̄K⊤K = v̄, ∀v̄ ∈ V . (3.26)

This implies that K†K belongs to the commutant V ′ and is therefore of the form �12m with
� ∈ C. Multiplying on the left by K , we obtain

K = �K. (3.27)

Substituting into the previous expression, we find

Kv̄K† = Kv̄K⊤ = ��∗Kv̄K†, (3.28)

which requires ��∗ = 1, meaning that � = exp(i�′) with �′ ∈ R.

From now on, we impose K = ±K .

Proposition 3.8 We have that

KΓ = exp(i�1)ΓK, KC = exp(i�2)CK, and ΓC = exp(i�3)CΓ, (3.29)

where �i ∈ R for i ∈ {1, 2, 3}.

Proof From Proposition 3.5, taking any element a ∈ Cl(V , g), we have

KΓa(KΓ)† = ΓKa(ΓK)† , KCa(KC)† = CKa(CK)†, ΓCa(ΓC)† = CΓa(CΓ)†. (3.30)

This implies that K−1Γ−1KΓ, K−1C−1KC, and Γ−1C−1ΓC belong to the center Z(Cl(V , g)),
and are therefore of the form �12m with � ∈ C. As a consequence, we obtain

KΓ = �1ΓK, KC = �2CK, and ΓC = �3CΓ, (3.31)

where �i ∈ C for i ∈ {1, 2, 3}. Substituting these expressions back into equation (3.30), we
find that �i�

∗
i = 1, hence the result.
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To prevent unnecessary complex factors, we impose exp(i�i) = ±1 for i ∈ {1, 2, 3}.
From now on, we assume the chosen representation of ea to be unitary2 with respect

to the inner product ⟨ . , . ⟩. This, in particular implies that e†a = gaea. Consequently, the
vector spaces V ± ⊂ Cl ±(V , g) induced by � are also those induced by the metric, as

�(ea) = e†a = gaea = ±ea for ea ∈ V
±, (3.32)

hence the notation Cl ±(V , g) for the splitting induced by �. The twist then reverses the
components associated with negative metrics. The automorphism � thus corresponds to
the parity operator, a point that will be further emphasized in Subsection 4.2.

Remark 3.9 In the case of a Riemannian metric, i.e., n = 2m, we have e†a = gaea = ea, so
that v = v†, meaning that we can take K = 12m . □

Let V̂ be a vector space corresponding to a positive definite metric, such that the orthonor-
mal basis {êa}1≤a≤2m for V̂ is connected to the one of V by a Wick rotation:

êa = ea for 1 ≤ a ≤ n,

êa = iea for n + 1 ≤ a ≤ 2m.

The unitarity of the ea’s implies the unitarity of the êa’s. The corresponding real operator
is denoted by Ĵ = Ĉ ◦ cc3, with �̂(v̂) = − ̄̂v for any v̂ ∈ V̂ .

Proposition 3.10 We have � = �̂ ◦ � = � ◦ �̂ on Cl(V , g).

Proof Taking any element ea of the basis of V we have

�̂(�(ea)) = �̂(ea) = �̂(êa) = −ēa for 1 ≤ a ≤ n,

�̂(�(ea)) = −�̂(ea) = i�̂(êa) = −ēa for n + 1 ≤ a ≤ 2m.

Similarly, for � ◦ �̂, using �(v̄) = �(v) we get

�(�̂(ea)) = −�(ēa) = −�(ea) = −ēa for 1 ≤ a ≤ n,

�(�̂(ea)) = i�( ̄̂ea) = �(ēa) = �(ea) = −ēa for n + 1 ≤ a ≤ 2m.

Thus, we obtain � = �̂ ◦ � = � ◦ �̂ on all V . Then, for any element a = �ea1ea2 … eak with
� ∈ C and k ∈ N, we have:

�(a) = �(�̂(a)) = �̂(�(a)).

By linearity, this relation extends to all of Cl(V , g), concluding the proof.

We can then define C = KĈ with KĈ = ±ĈK as KC = ±CK . We recover the relation

J = KĴ (3.33)

obtained in the context of twisted spectral triples (see equation (2.21)).

2This choice is natural and essential for the upcoming definition of the Dirac operator.
3Similarly to subsection 2.3, as this corresponds to the spectral triple case.
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Remark 3.11 In full generality, if we do not restrict to the even-dimensional case, the
defining relation for � is given by �(v) ∶= −�K1 v̄ (see relation (3.95) for the definition of
�K1 ). By defining �̂(v̂) = −�̂1 ̄̂v and � = �K1 /�̂1 = ±1, the result of Proposition 3.10 becomes

� = ��̂ ◦ � = �� ◦ �̂.

The result of equation (3.33) is then a specificity of the case � = 1, which always holds in
the even-dimensional case (see Table 1). □

In addition, we have the relation

KJ = KC ◦ cc = ±CK ◦ cc = ±JK = (±)JK, (3.34)

where the last ± sign is in parentheses to signify that it is not necessarily the same ± sign
as the ones without parentheses. This notation will not be retained in what follows. We
recover relation (2.4), i.e., �(J ) = �J , given in the context of twisted spectral triples.

It is interesting to note that most of these results would have been different in the
odd-dimensional case, as the Clifford algebra is not simple in this case. This implies,
in particular, that not all automorphisms are inner, and the commutant V ′ is no longer
proportional to C, properties that have been essential in many demonstrations.

3.2 From automorphisms of Clifford algebras to indefinite inner

products

This section aims at showing how the twist previously defined plays a fundamental role
in describing the automorphisms of the Clifford algebra Cl(V , g)which are also automor-
phisms of V and the induced automorphism invariant inner product in the case of the
orthochronous spin group.

The following proposition establishes the Aut(V )-invariance of the structural auto-
morphisms’ definitions, justifying the term "structural".

Proposition 3.12 The relations given in (3.7) are preserved under Aut(V ), i.e.,

�(�(v)) = �(v)†, � (�(v)) = −�(v), �(�(v)) = −�(v) (3.35)

for all v ∈ V and all � ∈ Aut(V ).

Proof Taking � ∈ Aut(V ), � acts as a linear transformation on V , so that �(ea) =∑2m
b=1 �abeb for some �ab ∈ R (since V is a real vector space). Then,

�(�(ea)) =
2m∑
b=1

�ab�(eb) =
2m∑
b=1

�abe
†
b = (

2m∑
b=1

�abeb)
† = �(ea)

†, (3.36)

� (�(ea)) =
2m∑
b=1

�ab� (eb) = −
2m∑
b=1

�abeb = −�(ea), (3.37)

�(�(ea)) =
2m∑
b=1

�ab�(eb) = −
2m∑
b=1

�abēb = −�(ea). (3.38)

We then recover the result of relations (3.35) for any v ∈ V .
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Notably, if � ∈ Aut(V ), we have � ◦ � = � ◦ �.
We will only consider automorphisms of V in what follows. More precisely, we are

interested in the automorphisms of Cl(V , g) being also automorphisms of V , denoted by

Q(V , g) ∶= Aut(V ) ∩ Aut(Cl(V , g)). (3.39)

Proposition 3.13 Given � ∈ Q(V , g), defined via x ∈ Cl(V , g) × by �x(y) = adx(y) for all
y ∈ Cl(V , g), we have

x−1 = ��(x†), (3.40)

where � is a real number.

Proof Since � ∈ Aut(V ), the preservation of the defining relation �(v) = v† implies that
�x(v)† = �(�x(v)) for v ∈ V , so that

(x−1)†v†x† = Kxvx−1K†. (3.41)

Using the fact that v† = KvK†, equation (3.41) becomes

x−1K†(x−1)†KvK†x†Kx = v. (3.42)

This rewrite A−1vA = v, where A = K†x†Kx . This implies that A belongs to the commu-
tant of V , and hence takes the form �12m from Proposition 3.1, with � ∈ C. Consequently,
we obtain K†x†Kx = �12m and then x−1 = 1

�K
†x†K . Multiplying K†x†Kx = �12m on the

left byK , this relation becomes x†Kx = �K . Taking the adjoint, we obtain x†K†x = �∗K†,
which is equivalent to x†Kx = �∗K since K = exp(i�)K†. This implies that � is real. Iden-
tifying � with 1/�, we obtain x−1 = �K†x†K = �Kx†K†, hence the result.

We define V × = V ∩Cl ×(V , g) to be the subset of invertible elements in V or equivalently4

V × = {v ∈ V / g(v, v) ≠ 0}. (3.43)

Taking u, v ∈ V and observing that adv(u) ∈ V , the group P(V , g) ⊂ Q(V , g) is defined
as the group generated by the elements of V ×:

P(V , g) = {v1… vk / v1,… , vk ∈ V × and k ∈ N
∗ is finite}. (3.44)

Taking x = v1… vk ∈ P(V , g), we define q(x) ∶= card{vi / gvi < 0}. We then have that

x−1 = v−1k … v−11 = vkg−1vk … v1g−1v1 (3.45)

and that �(x†) = vk … v1, implying that equation (3.40) becomes

x−1 = ��(x†) = g−1v1 … g−1vk �(x
†). (3.46)

Now if we define the (twisted) adjoint action �̃x(y) ∶= ãdx(y) = � (x)yx−1, taking
u, v ∈ V , we have that

ãdv(u) = u − 2
g(v, u)
gv

v (3.47)

4The relation vv = gv12m directly implies the existence of v−1 if gv ≠ 0. If gv = 0 we have that vv = 0,
so that the existence of v−1 leads to the contradiction v = v(vv−1) = (vv)v−1 = 0, meaning that v−1 does not
exist in this case. Hence, the equivalent definitions for V ×.
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is a reflection across the orthogonal complement v⟂. Moreover, we have

ãdx = ãdv1…vk = ãdv1 ◦ ⋯ ◦ ãdvk and adv1…vk = adv1 ◦⋯ ◦ advk

since ãdv = − adv. Therefore, the image of P(V , g) under ãd is the group generated by
reflections, which is the full orthogonal group; see [20] for more details.

The unit sphere S for g is defined as

S ∶= {v ∈ V / gv = ±1}.

Taking v ∈ V ∩ S and u ∈ V , we obtain

ãdv(u) = u − 2
g(v, u)
gv

v =
{

u for u ∈ v⟂,
−u for u = v. (3.48)

Such a transformation corresponds precisely to an orthogonal reflection. The induced
subgroup Pin(V , g) ⊂ P(V , g) is defined as

Pin(V , g) = {v1… vk / v1,… , vk ∈ S and k ∈ N
∗}. (3.49)

Taking any x ∈ Pin(V , g), from equation (3.46) we have that

x−1 = ±�(x†).

The associated spin group is defined as

Spin(V , g) = Pin(V , g) ∩ Cl 0(V , g),

or equivalently, as the subset corresponding to even values of k. The representations
of Spin(V , g) are called spinor representations and will be denoted by  . For any x ∈

Spin(V , g), the image under the adjoint and twisted adjoint actions coincide i.e., ãdx = adx .
We define the "fixed" g-orthonormal basis

e(i) ∶= ea|a=i
which is, by definition, invariant under Aut(V ). The corresponding "fixed" vector space
is denoted as Vf . The subgroup Pin(Vf , g), i.e., the fixed version of Pin(V , g), is generated
by the elements of Vf in the unit sphere.

Proposition 3.14 The structural automorphisms �, � , � are elements of Pin(Vf , g) repre-
sented by the adjoint action.

Proof Obviously, we have that �, � , � are elements of Q(V , g). Taking the general nota-
tion � for any of these automorphisms, from Proposition 3.4, we have that � is an invo-
lution on Cl(V , g). As a consequence, we can define the eigenspacesW ± ⊂ V so that

V = W + ⊕W −, with �(w±) = ±w± for w± ∈ W ±. (3.50)

This implies that � acts as an orthogonal reflection acrossW +. From Proposition 3.12, the
definition of � is Aut(V )-invariant.

By defining {f(i)}1≤i≤l and {f(i)}l+1≤i≤2m as fixed g-orthonormal bases of W + and W −

respectively, then for all u ∈ V , we have

�(u) =
{

adf(1) ◦⋯ ◦ adf(l)(u) = adf(1)…f(l)(u) for l odd,
(12m) adf(l+1) ◦⋯ ◦ adf(2m)(u) = adf(l+1)…f(2m)(u) for l even. (3.51)

where f(1)… f(l) and f(l+1)… f(2m) are elements of Pin(Vf , g), thus providing the desired
Aut(V )-invariant automorphism �, hence the result.
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For �, noting that W ± = V ±, the unitary operator K is then given by

K =

{
�1∏n

i=1 e(i) for n odd,
�1 (12m)∏2m

i=n+1 e(i) for n even. (3.52)

with �−11 = �∗1 a complex number, where the fixed basis e(i) guarantees that K remains
Aut(V )-invariant.

For Γ, we have that V = W −, since � (v) = −v for any v ∈ V , so that

Γ = �2
2m∏
i=1

e(i) (3.53)

with �−12 = �∗2 a complex number. We now fix �2 = i−m(2m−1)−n so that Γ2 = 12m and Γ
† = Γ.

For C, a convenient choice is to require that the basis {ea}1≤a≤2m (which is then the
fixed one) satisfies ēa = ±ea. By defining the index set I ∶= {i /�(e(i)) = −ē(i) = e(i)}
corresponding to the elements in W +, and Ī ∶= {1,… , 2m} ⧵ I for W −, we obtain

C =

{
�3∏i∈I e(i) for card(I) odd,
�3 (12m)∏i∈Ī e(i) for card(I) even. (3.54)

with �−13 = �∗3 a complex number.
The invariance of these three operators under Aut(V ) follows from their definition

based on the fixed basis, in accordance with Proposition 3.12.
The subgroup Spin(V , g)+ ⊂ Spin(V , g) called orthochronous spin group is defined as

the set of elements of Spin(V , g) that preserve the orientation of V ± independently (spatial
and temporal). Taking v± ∈ V ± ∩ S and u ∈ V , we have that

ãdv±(u) = u − 2
g(v±, u)
gv±

v± =

{
u for u ∈ (v±)⟂,

−u for u = v±. (3.55)

meaning that ãdv± reverses the orientation of V ± while leaving the one of V ∓ unchanged.

Taking x = v1… vk ∈ Spin(V , g), the transformation ãdx preserves the orientation of V ±

only if q(x) is even, since

ãdv1…vk = ãdv1 ◦ ⋯ ◦ ãdvk .

As a consequence, the orthochronous spin group corresponds to the subgroup of elements
x ∈ Spin(V , g) such that q(x) is even:

Spin(V , g)+ = {x = v1… vk / v1,… , vk ∈ S, q(x) ∈ 2N, and k ∈ 2N∗}. (3.56)

For any x ∈ Spin(V , g)+, we directly obtain

x−1 = �(x†) (3.57)

from equation (3.46), since q(x) is even.
Consequently, a natural Spin(V , g)+-invariant inner product is given by the K-inner

product ⟨ . , . ⟩K defined in equation (2.14) from ⟨ . , . ⟩. The associated adjoint operator †K
is unique, as � is ()-regular. equation (3.57) then rewrites as x−1 = x†K , implying that
any x ∈ Spin(V , g)+ is a K-unitary operator. The relation �(v) = v† then becomes

v = v†K ∀v ∈ V , (3.58)
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which is preserved under Aut(V ) and consequently under Spin(V , g)+.
The inner product ⟨ . , . ⟩K allows the definition of the dual/adjoint spinor of  ∈  as

 =  †K (3.59)

through the relation  (�) = ⟨ , �⟩K .
Remark 3.15 The specificnotation ⟨ . , . ⟩K emphasizes the fact that the operatorK , being
Aut(V )-invariant, is embedded within the algebraic structure. In the case n = 2m, i.e., a
positive definite metric, we can take K = 12m , as mentioned in Remark 3.9. In this case,
we recover the usual Hermitian inner product ⟨ . , . ⟩K = ⟨ . , . ⟩. □

Definition 3.16 Given a vector  ∈  and the K-inner product ⟨ . , . ⟩K , we define the func-
tion ‖ . ‖K by

‖ ‖K ∶=
√⟨ ,  ⟩K . (3.60)

This generalizes the usual notion of norm, which is retrieved when K = 12m .
As stated in Subsection 2.2, an indefinite (or definite) and Hermitian product ⟨ . , . ⟩K

can only be obtained by eliminating the phase shift in equation (2.16), enforcing K = K†

so that � acts as a fundamental twist. Such a product is an example of a Krein product
(defined more abstractly in Subsection 3.4). In what follows, we will only consider such
fundamental twists, ensuring that any product ⟨ . , . ⟩K is indefinite and Hermitian, with

K = K† = (K)⊤ = ±K⊤ = ±K. (3.61)

3.3 Even dimensional pseudo-Riemannian manifolds

Let’s consider a 2m-dimensional smooth compact manifold  equipped with a non-
degenerate metric g of signature (n, 2m − n), defined on the tangent space T. A lo-
cal oriented g-orthonormal basis of T is given by {E1,… , E2m}, with components sat-
isfying gab = g(Ea, Eb). The dual basis is given by {�1,… , �2m}, defined by the relationg(�b, Ea) = �ba . The metric g induces a splitting T = T+ ⊕ T−, where a local
oriented orthonormal basis is given by {E1,… , En} for T+ and {En+1,… , E2m} for T−.
Consequently, any element v ∈ T can be decomposed as v = v+ ⊕ v−, with v± ∈ T±,
such that g(v+, v+) ≥ 0 and g(v−, v−) ≤ 0. Thus, the signature of g consists of n positive
and 2m − n negative signs in this basis.

At each point x ∈ , we associate the local metric gx and the tangent space Tx .
The Clifford bundle Cln, 2m−n is the bundle of Clifford algebras, defined pointwise as

Cln, 2m−n = ⋃
x∈

Cl(Tx , gx),
where Cl(Tx , gx) is the Clifford algebra generated by the elements c(v) and 12m forv ∈ Tx , satisfying the relation

c(u)c(v) + c(v)c(u) = 2gx(u, v)12m , ∀u, v ∈ Tx . (3.62)

We define the vector space Vx ⊂ Cl(Tx , gx) associated with Tx by

Vx ∶= {c(v) / v ∈ Tx} (3.63)
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so that Cl(Tx , gx) is generated by Vx and 12m . The corresponding vector bundle is then
given by V = ⋃x∈ Vx . As previously, unless explicitly mentioned otherwise, we replace
the notation c(v) by v for any element v ∈ Vx and for any x ∈ . Automorphisms of the
vector bundle V are defined as

Aut(V ) = ⋃
x∈

Aut(Vx). (3.64)

The spinor bundle  over  is a left-module for Cln, 2m−n. A section  ∶  →  of  is
a map that associates a fiber x to each point x ∈ . These sections, known as spinor
fields, constitute the vector space denoted Γ(). In this framework, the Spin group is
more commonly denoted as Spin(n, 2m − n).

We define the Hermitian inner product⟨ . , . ⟩ ∶ Γ() × Γ() → C∞(,C)

with adjoint †. If  is compact, then any vector bundle carries a continuously varying
fiber-wise inner product ⟨ . , . ⟩x so that for  ,  ′ ∈ Γ(), we have ⟨ ,  ′⟩x = ⟨ (x),  ′(x)⟩x .

As before, the twist is (locally) defined on Vx by the relation

�x(v) ∶= �(v) = KxvK†
x = v†, ∀v ∈ Vx , (3.65)

with �x(w) = 0 for any w ∈ Vy≠x .
From this, we define the fiber-wise indefinite inner product

⟨ . , . ⟩Kx = ⟨ . , Kx . ⟩x , (3.66)

which is invariant under Spin(Vx , gx)+.
Using the fiber-wise extended norm ‖ ‖2Kx = ⟨ (x),  (x)⟩Kx from equation (3.60), we

define its bundle counterpart as

‖ ‖2K ∶= ∫


‖ ‖2Kx√|g |dx, (3.67)

where
√|g | is the volume form.

The space of square-integrable sections of the spinor bundle over  is defined by

L2(,) ∶= { ∈ m / ‖ ‖2K < ∞}. (3.68)

Defining gab = g(�a, �b) in the g-orthonormal basis, the gamma matrices are defined
as the unitary operators a ∶= c(�a) for all a ∈ {1,… , 2m}, satisfying

{a, b} = 2gab12m . (3.69)

The relation to general coordinates dx�5 is provided by the vielbein:

c(dx�) = � = c(e�adxa) = e�a a. (3.70)

The relation between the twist and the adjoint remains true in general coordinates

(�)† = e�a (a)† = e�a�(a) = �(�). (3.71)

5denoted using Greek indices
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This implies that the operator K is independent of the choosen coordinate system. Con-
sequently, the relation in equation (3.58) became

(�)†K = �, (3.72)

which is preserved under the action of Aut(V ).
The Dirac operator is then given by the †K -selfadjoint operator

DK = i�∇

�, (3.73)

where the spin connection ∇

a = )a + 1
4Γ

b
ac cb is the lift of the Levi-Civita connection to

the spinor bundle.
Using the Aut(V )-invariant matrices  (i) ∶= a|a=i, from equation (3.52) the operator

K = K† takes the explicit form

K =

{
i−n(n−1)/2∏n

i=1  (i) for n odd,
(12m)∏2m

i=n+1  (i) for n even. (3.74)

Similarly, a grading operator satisfying Γ† = Γ is defined from equation (3.53) as

Γ = i−m(2m−1)−n
2m∏
i=1

 (i). (3.75)

The real structure operator J is defined from K and Ĵ following equation (2.21). From
equation (3.24), we obtain the fundamental relation

J � = −�J . (3.76)

Consequently, the operatorsK, Γ, and J remain invariant underAut(V ), encompassing
coordinate transformations and the Spin group action.

Proposition 3.17 In the case where n is odd, we have

KΓ = −ΓK and KJ = (−1)n(3n−1)/2JK. (3.77)

In the case where n is even, we obtain

KΓ = ΓK and KJ = JK. (3.78)

Proof In the even case, we have

KΓ = (−1)nΓK = −ΓK. (3.79)

Noting that i−n(n−1)/2 = i3n(n−1)/2 and that J i = −iJ , we obtain

JK = (−1)3n(n−1)/2i3n(n−1)/2J
n∏
i=1

 (i) = (−1)3n(n−1)/2(−1)nKJ = (−1)n(3n−1)/2KJ . (3.80)

Similarly, in the odd case, we obtainKΓ = (−1)2m−nΓK = ΓK and JK = (−1)2m−nKJ = KJ .
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From equation (2.4), we specify the relation between J and K using the parameter �:

KJ = �JK, (3.81)

and the relation between K and Γ using the parameter �′ = ±1:

KΓ = �′ΓK. (3.82)

Note that � and �′ are functions of n in all cases.

Remark 3.18 The odd case, where �′ = −1, corresponds to a twist by the grading, since it
implies �(Γ) = −Γ so that � exchanges the representations �+ and �− in equation (2.11).□

Now, let us focus on the four-dimensional Lorentzian case. The four gamma matrices
(in the chiral representation) are given by a with a ∈ {0, 1, 2, 3},6 defined as follows:

a = ( 0 �a
�̃a 0 ) . (3.83)

where, for a = 0 and j ∈ {1, 2, 3}, we define �a ∶=
{

12,−�j
}
and �̃a ∶=

{
12, �j

}
, with

the Pauli matrices

�1 = ( 0 1

1 0 ), �2 = ( 0 −i
i 0 ), �3 = ( 1 0

0 −1 ). (3.84)

They satisfy the anticommutation relation

ab + ba = 2�ab14, ∀a, b = 0, ..., 3, (3.85)

where �ab is the Minkowski metric. The grading operator is given by

Γ = −i (0) (1) (2) (3).

Noting that 2 is the only gammamatrix such that ̄2 = −2, from equation (3.54), the real
structure is defined as

J = −i (2) ◦ cc.

Taking K =  (0), the indefinite inner product is given by ⟨ . , . ⟩K , with the adjoint

( . )†K ∶=  (0)( . )† (0), (3.86)

so that the Lorentzian Dirac operator DK is K-selfadjoint.
If S ∈ Spin(1, 3)+ is an element of the orthochronous Lorentz group, then S is unitary

with respect to this inner product, i.e.,

SS†K = S†K S = 14. (3.87)

These transformations naturally preserve the Dirac Lagrangian

f =  DK +m  . (3.88)

6The index a now starts at 0 instead of 1, aligning with the standard physics notation.
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Lorentz transformations act on coordinates and partial derivatives as

(xa)′ = Λa
bxb, and )a → )′a = (Λ−1)ba)b. (3.89)

Taking S(Λ) as the bispinor representation of an arbitrary Lorentz transformation Λ, we
have that  ′(x′) = S(Λ) (x), with the relation

SaS−1 = (Λ−1)abb. (3.90)

For the Dirac operator DK = ia)a, Lorentz transformations act as

DK → SDKS−1.

This transformation can be viewed in two equivalent ways:

1. As a transformation of the partial derivatives:

)a → )′a = (Λ−1)ba)b, a → a,  (0) →  (0). (3.91)

2. As a transformation of the Clifford algebra:

)a → )′a = )a, a →  ′a = SaS−1,  (0) →  (0). (3.92)

A distinction between the transformation behaviors of the matrices 0 and  (0) arises only
in the second case, which justifies the need to distinguish these two matrices.

The notation  =  †0, commonly used in quantum field theory textbooks instead
of  =  † (0), is therefore misleading. It suggests that K = 0 is a true gamma matrix,
subject to coordinate changes and varying under Lorentz transformations when applied
to the Clifford algebra. However, this does not pose an issue in standard quantum field
theory textbooks, as they typically restrict themselves to Minkowski spacetime, where
the Clifford algebra is fixed in the background and Lorentz transformations act only on
coordinates and partial derivatives.

However, the approach that considers Lorentz transformations at the level of the
gamma matrices becomes more appropriate in the generalized context of curved space-
times. Indeed, the definition and properties of the adjoint spinor  =  † (0) are crucial
for maintaining consistency across curved geometries. The matrix  (0) is fixed in the lo-
cal tangent space as the canonical temporal gamma matrix in the Minkowski frame and
does not transform as a vector, unlike the � matrices. The invariance of  (0) is essential
for constructing the adjoint spinor and preserving the indefinite inner product across all
coordinate systems. More information can be found in [27].

3.4 Indefinite inner products and pseudo-Riemannian spectral

triples

In the previous subsection, new notions of inner products and Dirac operator self-
adjointness naturally emerged in the context of pseudo-Riemannian geometries. We now
propose to present the consequent noncommutative generalization of these structures.

We begin with the unitary operator K† = K , known as fundamental symmetry. The
associated indefinite inner product is given by

⟨ . , . ⟩K ∶= ⟨ . , K . ⟩, (3.93)
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where ⟨ . , . ⟩ is a (positive definite) inner product associated with the Hilbert space ∶=

(V , ⟨ . , . ⟩). Similarly, we define the associated Krein space as

 ∶= (V , ⟨ . , . ⟩K).
Considering an involutive unital algebra  represented by bounded operators on ,

the K should not be regarded as an element of . Consequently, the corresponding K-
unitary actions on the algebra and the Hilbert space do not act on it:⟨ , a ⟩K → ⟨UK , UKaUK†KUK ⟩K = ⟨ , U †K

K UKaU †K
K UK ⟩K = ⟨ , a ⟩K ,

where UK ∈ K (()). This justifies the notation introduced in equation (3.93).
Conversely, fixing K as part of the structure constrains the transformations  → U 

and  → U † that preserve ⟨ ,  ⟩K to be K-unitaries, since they must satisfy

U †KU = UKU † = K, (3.94)

which implies that

UU †K = U †KU = 1.

We can then generalize the notion of spectral triples by defining a spectral triple based
on these Krein space structures.

Definition 3.19 (Pseudo-Riemannian spectral triple) A pseudo-Riemannian spectral

triple (,, DK) is a spectral triple in which the Hilbert space is replaced by a Krein space,

and the Dirac operator is a Krein self-adjoint operatorDK , with the requirement that [DK , a]
is bounded for any a ∈ .

If the pseudo-Riemannian spectral triple admits a real structure, the operator J is de-
rived from Ĵ (defined in Subsection 2.3) and K via the relation (2.21).

We recover the case of the pseudo-Riemannian manifold described in Subsection 3.3
by considering the triple

(C∞(), (L2(,), ⟨ . , . ⟩K ), DK , J , Γ),

where DK , K , L2(,), and Γ are defined in Equations (3.73), (3.74), (3.68), and (3.75).
The algebraic constraints of a pseudo-Riemannian spectral triple are specified by:

J 2 = �K0 , JDK = �K1 DK J , JΓ = �K2 ΓJ , �K0 , �K1 , �K2 ∈ {±1}. (3.95)

The following table gives the relation between the KO-dimension of pseudo-Riemannian
spectral triples and the numbers �Ki for i ∈ {0, 1, 2}:

2(n − m) mod 8 0 2 4 6

�K0 1 -1 -1 1

�K1 1 1 1 1

�K2 1 -1 1 -1

Table 1: KO-dimensions for even-dimensional pseudo-Riemannian spectral triples.

As for twisted spectral triples, standard spectral triples are retrieved in the special
case K = 1, which corresponds to n = 0 in the KO-dimension table. More information on
such spectral triples can be found in [28].
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4 Isomorphism between pseudo-Riemannian and

twisted spectral triples

In the previous sections, an interesting link between twisted spectral triples and pseudo-
Riemannian spectral triples has been revealed. This arises through the twist and the as-
sociated indefinite inner product, the role played by the corresponding unitaries in each
context, and the real structure. This suggests the existence of a connection between these
two extended types of spectral triples. This section presents some important notions for
what will follow and summarizes key results from [22] concerning this connection.

4.1 K -morphism of spectral triples

In this subsection, we present part of the results from [22], specifically focusing on the def-
inition of theK-morphism between the (even real) twisted spectral triple (,, D, J , Γ, K)
and the pseudo-Riemannian spectral triples (,, DK , J , Γ).

Starting with the fundamental symmetry K , we construct the corresponding twist as
�( . ) = K( . )K . From the compatibility of the real structure with the twist and the result
in equation (3.82) we require

JK = �KJ , KΓ = �′ΓK. (4.1)

The K-morphism, denoted ΦK , is a bijective involutive morphism parametrized by K .
It permits the transition from the twisted spectral triple (,, D, J , Γ, K) to a pseudo-
Riemannian spectral triple (,, DK , J , Γ) by constructing DK and  from D and 

through the following relations:

D ΦK

−−→ DK ∶= KD,

 ∶= (V , ⟨ . , . ⟩) ΦK

−−→  ∶= (V , ⟨ . , . ⟩K = ⟨ . , K. ⟩),
where V is a vector space. The K-morphism does not act on J and Γ.

As previously, the characteristic numbers of (,, D, J , Γ, K) are given by �0, �1, �2, �,
and �′. Similarly, the characteristic numbers of (,, DK , J , Γ) are given by �K0 , �K1 , �K2 , �,
and �′, which lead to the following relations: �0 = �K0 , �K1 = ��1, and �K2 = �2.

By doing this it was checked in [22] that

• The assertions D† = D and (DK )†K = DK implies each other.

• The derivations in each context are related by

[D, a]� = K[DK , a] (4.2)

for any a ∈ .

• The first order conditions in each contexts implies each other through the relation

[[D, a]�, b◦]�◦ = K[[DK , a], b◦]. (4.3)
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• The fluctuations in each context are related by the relation DA� = KDK
AK where

DK
AK = DK + AK + �K1 JAK J −1, (4.4)

DA� = D + A� + �1JA�J −1, (4.5)

where AK is a connection of the form AK = ∑i ai[DK , bi] and A� = ∑i �(ai)[D, bi]�,
a twisted connection such that AK = KA� .

• In particular, fluctuations that preserve the †-selfadjointness of D and the †K -
selfadjointness of DK are related by the K-unitary UK = uK J uK J −1, where the K-
unitary uK ∈ 

DK
AK ∶= UKDKU †K

K = KVKDV †
K ∶= KDA� , (4.6)

where VK = �(UK ) = �(uK )J �(uK )J −1 is also a K-unitary operator. The computa-
tional details can be found in [22].

Note that all these results depend on the connection between the twist and the Krein
product, by requiring the twist to be built from the fundamental symmetry that defines
the Krein space structure.

The commutation relation between the grading and the Dirac operator cannot be the
same for the two spectral triples. This is due to the presence of K , which connects D and
DK . Specifically, defining �K3 = ±1 such that DKΓ = �K3 ΓDK , we have DΓ ∶= �3ΓD with
�3 = �′�K3 . In the case where �′ = −1, we obtain a different relation between Γ and the
respective Dirac operators.

If we require that �K3 = −1, i.e., {DK , Γ} = 0 (the usual case for spectral triples), then
we find that D and Γ satisfy a twisted version of the usual anti-commutator relation:

{D, Γ}� ∶= DΓ + �(Γ)D = DΓ + �′ΓD = 0. (4.7)

If �3 = −1, then we can work with the twist by grading on the algebra C∞() ⊗ C2.
However, if �3 = 1, the boundedness condition on the twisted commutator will imply that
we must work on the sub-algebra C∞(), i.e., the sub-algebra corresponding to elements
a ∈ C∞()⊗C2 on which the twist is trivial, i.e., �(a) = a (see [22] for the proof). In this
case, the K-morphism connects untwisted spectral triples.

We will focus on the case �K3 = −1 (context 2 in [22]). This choice is motivated by the
upcoming results and the fact that physics provides us with the Lorentzian DK (a special
case of DK here), which anti-commutes with the grading.

As for the grading, the real structure J = KĴ is preserved by the K-morphism. This
is an important property of the K-morphism, as we prove that such a real structure is
relevant both in the context of twisted spectral triples (see subsection 2.3) and in the one
of pseudo-Riemannian spectral triples (see subsection 3.1).

Now, let’s see how this K-morphism is realized in the case of the spectral triple of
even-dimensional manifolds.
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4.2 Signature change for even-dimensional manifolds

Let’s consider the 2m-dimensional pseudo-Riemannian manifold (, g) defined in sub-
section 3.3. The following subsection shows how the presented K-morphism acts in this
context, changing the signature of the metric.

Definition 4.1 (Reflection) Taking (, g) with g being any metric, a reflection r is an
isometric automorphism on T such that r2 = 1.

Definition 4.2 (Spacelike reflection) Taking (, g) to be a pseudo-Riemannian mani-

fold, a spacelike reflection r is a reflection for the metric g so that

gR( . , . ) ∶= g( . , r . ) (4.8)

is a positive definite metric on T.

The fundamental symmetry K was defined in (3.74) with the twist �( . ) = K( . )K . We
have that � implements the spacelike reflection r at the level of the Clifford algebra

�(c(v)) = c(rv) (4.9)

for any vector v ∈ T (see [22]), i.e., � is the parity operator as it reverses the spacelike
coordinates, i.e., those corresponding to negative metric components.

The corresponding spectral triple is given by (C∞(),, DK , J , Γ) with  =

(L2(,), ⟨ . , . ⟩K) and DK , J , and Γ as defined in subsection 3.3, so that �K3 = −1 i.e.,

{DK , Γ} = 0. (4.10)

This pseudo-Riemannian spectral triple will be taken as the basis to construct a twisted
spectral triple through the K-morphism. This justifies the use of the space L2(,)
associated with the metric g , with L2(,) being preserved by the K-morphism.

Using equation (4.9), one can express relation (4.8) at the Clifford algebra level

2gR(v,w)12m = 2g(v, rw)12m = {c(v), c(rw)} = {c(v), �(c(w))}. (4.11)

We can then define D = KDK within the corresponding twisted spectral triple
(C∞(),, D, J , Γ, K) which satisfies �3 = −�K3 = 1 i.e.,

{D, Γ}� = 0. (4.12)

We define ̃a = Ka so that D = −ĩa∇R,
a where ∇R,

a = )a + 1
4 Γ̃

b
ac ̃ c̃b is the associated spin

connection, defined from ∇

a by the relation Γbac = gcΓ̃bac.
For standard (untwisted) spectral triples, the metric is obtained by a relation between

the norm induced by the inner product and the commutator of the Dirac operator with
elements of the algebra as the local evaluation of ‖[D, a]‖2 for a ∈ C∞(), see [26, 8]
for more information. A generalized formula to extract g from (C∞(),, DK , J , Γ) was
given in [22] by extending the notion of norm of vectors and operators through the mod-
ification of the inner product into a Krein product in the definition, as follow.

In subsection 3.3 we have seen how the extension of the norm on  defined by ‖ . ‖K
was used to define L2(,). The following definition follows this line for operators.
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Definition 4.3 Given an operator O ∈ () we define ‖O‖K by

‖O‖K ∶= sup
 ∈‖ ‖K=1

{ ‖O ‖K }. (4.13)

We recover the usual notions of operator norm in the case K = 12m .
Using this, one can show that for any a ∈ C∞(), one obtains

1

2
(‖[DK , a]‖2K + ‖[DK , a]†K ‖2K) = g(grad a, grad ā). (4.14)

In the Riemannian case, having K = 12m so that ‖( . )‖K = ‖( . )‖ and †K = †, we recover
the usual formula ‖[D, a]‖2 for the extraction of the metric in the distance formula.

The K-morphism acts on formula (4.14) by changing the underlying inner product and
turning the commutator [DK , a] into [D, a]� = K[DK , a] so that equation (4.14) becomes

1

2
(‖[D, a]�‖2 + ‖[D, a]†K� ‖2) = g(grad a, r grad ā) = gR(grad a, grad ā). (4.15)

The metric gR can then be associated to the twisted spectral triple (C∞(),, D, J , Γ, K).
The K-morphism then acts on the metric as the transformation

g( . , . ) ΦK

−−→ gR( . , . ) = g( . , r . ) (4.16)

hence by changing its signature through the spacelike reflection r associated with the
fundamental symmetry K .

As shown in [22], this leads to a generalization of the concept of Clifford algebras. In-
deed, the so-called twisted Clifford algebras are the finite-dimensional algebras generated
by operators which are linear representations of the cotangent space T∗ together with
a modified relation to the metric gR. From equation (4.15), two kinds of twisted Clifford
algebras can be defined

c′�(�a) ∶= a with a�(b) + �(b)a = 2gabR 12m , (4.17)

c�(�a) ∶= ̃a with ̃ãb + �(̃b̃a) = 2gabR 12m . (4.18)

Using this last representation, equation (4.11) takes the equivalent form

2gR(v,w)12m = c�(v)c�(w) + �(c�(w)c�(v)). (4.19)

The relation to general coordinate � is the same as in equation (3.70) since twisted Clifford
representations are linear representations of the coordinates on which the Vielbeins act.
Note that the operations producing the signature change through the K-morphism are
defined locally, meaning that the signature change is also performed locally, in the same
way as for Wick rotation in quantum field theory.

26



5 K-morphism from an almost-commutative twisted

spectral triple

The previous section concludes with the introduction of the twisted spectral triple
(C∞(),, D, J , Γ, K) derived from the application of a K-morphism on a pseudo-
Riemannian spectral triple.

We will focus on the case of a pseudo-Riemannian spectral triple of KO dimension 6.
This choice is motivated by physical considerations, as it encompasses the 4-dimensional
Lorentzian spectral triple case, which will be derived from the corresponding algebraic
constraints in subsection 5.3.

The algebraic constraints of (C∞(),, DK , J , Γ) are then given by

�K0 = 1, �K1 = 1, �K2 = −1, �K3 = −1. (5.1)

The numbers �, �′ which depend on n are left unfixed for the moment.
The twisted spectral triple (C∞(),, D, J , Γ, K) obtained by the action of the K-

morphism ΦK is then specified by the four numbers

�0 = �K0 , �1 = ��K1 = �, �2 = �K2 , �3 = �′�K3 = −�′. (5.2)

We now turn our attention to the almost-commutative manifold constructed on
C∞() ⊗ F , where F is a finite-dimensional algebra associated with the spectral
triple (F , DF ,F , JF , ΓF ), also of KO dimension 6, whose manifold part is given by
(C∞(),, D, J , Γ, K). The motivations to do this are the following:

• Explicit appearance of D in the Lorentzian Dirac Lagrangian in equation (3.88) as

 DK =  †D . (5.3)

• The Noncommutative standard model is based on the product C∞() ⊗ F with
KO dimension 6 for the finite part. A justification for this choice can be found in [1],
ensuring the elimination of the fermion doubling problem i.e. permitting to obtain
the physically good number of degrees of freedom for the fermionic fields. Masses
are given by DF , corresponding to the second term of the Dirac Lagrangian. In the
Lorentzian case, this mass is explicitly given as a Lorentz scalar m † (0) .

• In quantum field theory and non-commutative geometry, modular flow arises from
the Tomita-Takesaki theory of von Neumann algebras. Given a state and an as-
sociated von Neumann algebra, the modular operator and the anti-linear modular
conjugation define a time evolution through the modular group, parametrized by
t, which acts on elements of the algebra. If the algebra is commutative, the flow is
trivial. This provides a geometric interpretation of time, linking the flow of observ-
ables to the algebra’s internal symmetries.

On another side, twisted spectral triples have been introduced in the context of von
Neumann algebras where the twist itself is connected with the modular flow [12].
In our approach, the twist is connected with the Krein structure of the dual pseudo-
Riemannian spectral triple. The intuition is then that there may be a connection
between the twist and a finite noncommutative part, hence the proposition to study
the presented product structure with a noncommutative finite space.
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This section proposes a top-down reversed approach, where the starting point is now
the presented twisted spectral triple within a product spectral triple. The aim will be to
show how this very product structure harmonizes with the twisted spectral triple ones,
to show how this implies the emergence of the dual pseudo-Riemannian spectral triple
and to characterize this last one.

5.1 Product of twisted spectral triples and spectral triple

We start from the twisted spectral triple (C∞(),, D, J , Γ, K)with algebraic constraints
given by �i = 1 for i ∈ {0, 1, 2, 3} defined in (5.2) and the numbers �, �′. The finite spectral
triple (F , DF ,F , JF , ΓF ) of KO dimension 6 is specified by the numbers �Fi = �Ki for i ∈
{0, 1, 2, 3} given in (5.1). The inner products on  andF are given by ⟨ . , . ⟩ and ⟨ . , . ⟩F .

The product spectral, is denoted (p,p, Dp, Jp, Γp, Kp) where the algebra is given by
p ∶= C∞()⊗F with Hilbert spacep ∶= ⊗F and adjoint is ( . )†p = ( . )†⊗ ( . )†F
where †F is the adjoint associated with F . The full real structures, grading, and twist
are given by

Jp ∶= J ⊗ JF Γp ∶= Γ ⊗ ΓF �p ∶= � ⊗ 1F

and the Dirac operator by

Dp ∶= D ⊗ 1F + ⊗ DF

where is an operator thatwill be specifiedby the algebraic constraints connecting Jp, Dp,
and Γp in the upcoming proposition. The operator’s algebraic constraints are given by

J 2p = �p0 JpDp = �p1DpJp JpΓp = �p2ΓpJp ΓpDp = �p3DpΓp. (5.4)

The following proposition is an important result showing how the operator K may
appear naturally in Dp.

Proposition 5.1 The spectral triple algebraic constraints (see (5.4)) imply

 = 
† J = �J Γ = �′Γ. (5.5)

Proof The requirement D†p
p = Dp implies directly  = †.

The "existence" of �p1 implies that

JpDp = JD ⊗ JF + J⊗ JFDF = �1DJ ⊗ JF + �F1J⊗ DF JF

so that �p1 = �1 = � and then that J = ��F1J = �J since �F1 = 1.
Then, the "existence" of �p3 implies that

ΓpDp = ΓD ⊗ ΓF + Γ⊗ ΓFDF = �3ΓD ⊗ ΓF + �F3Γ ⊗ DFΓF

so that �p3 = �3 = −�′ and Γ = −�′�F3Γ = �′Γ since �F3 = −1.

In addition, we have �p0 = �0�F0 = 1 and �p2 = �2�F2 = 1.
In Proposition 5.1, we see that  satisfies all the properties required for the unitary

operator K (for compatibility with the real structure and the grading), while additionally
imposing  = †, i.e., exhibiting the property of a fundamental symmetry.
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Proposition 5.2 The choice of operator  = K ′ such that �( . ) = K ′( . )K ′ preserves the

differential structure at the level of (F , DF ,F , JF , ΓF ).

Proof Let us suppose that = K ′ is a fundamental symmetry. Then, taking any a = a1⊗
a2 ∈ F , the full differential is obtained by computing the composed twisted commutator

[Dp, a]�p = [D, a1]� ⊗ a2 + K ′a1 ⊗ DFa2 − �(a1)K ′ ⊗ a2DF

which implies the requirement that K ′a1 = �(a1)K ′ in order to obtain the term [DF , a2] in
the full derivation

[Dp, a]�p = [D, a1]� ⊗ a2 + K ′a1 ⊗ [DF , a2]. (5.6)

This requirement is equivalent to �(a1) = K ′a1K ′.

We therefore propose to replace  by K = K† so that we now consider the Dirac

Dp = D ⊗ 1F + K ⊗ DF . (5.7)

This may appear surprising since it is now the algebraic structure of the almost-
commutative manifold itself that invites us to introduce K , at the level of the finite Dirac
operator. The conditions connectingK to J and Γ through � and �′ are then induced by the
spectral triple structure of the almost-commutative manifold. Conversely, starting from
the unitary operator K deduced in subsections 2.2 and 3.1, the condition K = K† ensuring

the hermiticity of the product is now deduced from the requirement D†p
p = Dp.

This makes an interesting link between the product spectral triple structure and the
twisted spectral triples, where the twist naturally emerges as a mechanism to decouple
the differential structures. In addition, the term K ⊗ DF is exactly the expected term;
having the form of a mass term.

Remark 5.3 Although the twist � is trivial on C∞() (as any element in C∞() is pro-
portional to identity), we keep the notation �(a1) to highlight the role played by the twist
in full generality, i.e., for noncommutative generalizations of the twisted spectral triple
(C∞(),, D, J , Γ, K) for which the twist is not necessarily trivial. In the case �′ = −1,
as mentioned in Remark 3.18, the twist is the twist by the grading. Note that in this case,
K-unitaries in C∞() are also unitary operators.

We recover the twisted anticommutator relation for the product spectral triple

{Dp, Γp}�p = 0 (5.8)

so that �p3 = −�′.

Remark 5.4 In the case � = −1, we have that �i corresponds to the inverse sign of the
usual KO dimension table in KO dimension 4, and that �pi corresponds to the inverse sign
of the KO dimension 2 for usual spectral triples. This may indicate that we can extend
the KO dimension table by permitting a more general relation between the grading and
the Dirac with �p3 , where the signs �i are reversed, as illustrated in the following table:
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2m 0 2 4 6 (2) (4)

�0 1 -1 -1 1 1 1

�1 1 1 1 1 -1 -1

�2 1 -1 1 -1 1 -1

�3 -1 -1 -1 -1 1 1

Table 2: Parameters �0, �1, �2, �3 for KO-dimensions (mod 8).

The last two columns correspond to the two twisted spectral triples obtained in this
section. The notation (2) and (4) is used to underline the fact that the KO dimension
interpretation is not clear in this twisted context. This point will be explored in future
research. The apparent logic may then be the same as for the almost-commutative mani-
fold of the noncommutative standard model of particle physics, i.e., we obtain a spectral
triple of KO dimension (4 + 6) mod 8 = 2. □

5.2 K -morphism from the spectral triple product structure

The following subsection aims at showing how the very presence of K in equation (5.7)
induces the emergence of a Krein structure together with the pseudo-Riemannian spectral
triple induced by the K-morphism.

Thanks to this, by defining the K-selfadjoint Dirac operatorDK = KD, we can rewrite
equation (5.7) as

Dp = K(DK ⊗ 1F + 12m ⊗ DF ) (5.9)

and (5.6) as

[Dp, a]�p = [D, a1]� ⊗ a2 + Ka1 ⊗ [DF , a2]
= K([DK , a1] ⊗ a2 + a1 ⊗ [DF , a2]).

We recognize the first elements of transformation of a K-morphism for the Dirac and the
corresponding derivation at the level of the first spectral triple.

The adjoint†K is defined from † by the relation ( . )†K = �( . )†. Let’s now examine how
K-unitaries UK ⊗ 1F arise as the natural operator to preserve the fundamental symmetry
K in Dp, thus the term K ⊗ DF of the noncommutative part.

General transformations that preserve the †-selfadjoint property of D are given by
the transformations D → ŨDŨ † where Ũ is not necessarily a unitary operator.

Natural unitary transformations for the first twisted spectral triple must not affect the
finite part term, namely K . The following proposition shows that they must therefore be
implemented by K-unitary operators.

Proposition 5.5 The transformations of Dp by operators Ũ ⊗ 1F (at the level of the first

spectral triple) given by

Dp → (Ũ ⊗ 1F )Dp(Ũ † ⊗ 1F ) and Dp → (Ũ † ⊗ 1F )Dp(Ũ ⊗ 1F ) (5.10)

that preserve K ⊗ DF (corresponding to the second spectral triple) are K-unitary operators.
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Proof The transformation acts respectively on K ⊗ DF as

ŨKŨ † ⊗ DF and Ũ †KŨ ⊗ DF . (5.11)

The term K ⊗DF is then preserved if ŨKŨ † = Ũ †KŨ = K which implies Ũ Ũ †K = Ũ †K Ũ =
12m , hence that Ũ is K-unitary.

The K-unitary operators (for the first spectral triple) then arise naturally from the
requirement that they must not affect the term K ⊗ DF . This choice is reinforced by the
following proposition, where this appears as a necessity to make the fluctuations of D
and DF independent.

The following proposition shows how the fluctuations of the respective spectral triple
are generated by generalized unitaries.

Proposition 5.6 Taking the operators UK⊗U where UK = uK J uK (J )−1 with uK a K-unitary
operator in C∞() and U = uJFu(JF )−1 with u a unitary operator in F , the corresponding

fluctuations of Dp are given by

(UK ⊗ U )Dp(U †
K ⊗ U †F ) = K(DK

AK ⊗ 1F + 12m ⊗ DAF ) (5.12)

where

DK
AK ∶= VKDK (VK )†K = DK + AK + �K1 JAK J −1

DAF ∶= UDFU †F = DF + AF + �F1JFAF J −1F

with VK = �(UK ) being also a K-unitary operator and the respective one forms

AK = vK [DK , v†KK ]

AF = u[DF , u†F ]

with vK = �(uK ).

Proof For the first term of equation (5.9), we have that

(UK ⊗ U )K(DK ⊗ 1F )(U †
K ⊗ U †F ) = K(�(UK )DKU †

K ⊗ 1F )

= K(VKDKV †K
K ⊗ 1F )

For the second term of equation (5.9), we have

(UK ⊗ U )(K ⊗ DF )(U †
K ⊗ U †F ) = K ⊗ UDFU †F

where the equality with the fluctuated Dirac operator DAF is a well known result.

Taking any  =  1 ⊗  2 and  ′ =  ′1 ⊗  ′2 in p, the inner product ⟨ . , . ⟩p on p is
defined by the relation

⟨ ,  ′⟩p = ⟨ 1,  ′1⟩⟨ 2,  ′2⟩F . (5.13)

Using the indefinite inner product ⟨ . , . ⟩K = ⟨ . , K . ⟩, the induced product for p is then⟨ . , . ⟩K⊗1F ∶= ⟨ . , K ⊗ 1F . ⟩p = ⟨ . , . ⟩K⟨ . , . ⟩F . (5.14)
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Then, defining DK
p ∶= KDp = DK ⊗ 1F + 12m ⊗ DF , the evaluation of Dp gives

⟨ , Dp ′⟩p = ⟨ , DK
p ′⟩K⊗1F = ⟨ 1, DK ′1⟩K ⟨ 2,  ′2⟩F + ⟨ 1,  ′1⟩K ⟨ 2, DF ′2⟩F (5.15)

asK is a fixed structure for the twisted spectral triple (C∞(),, D, J , Γ, K). This relation
also holds true for the fluctuated Dirac operators.

We recognize the Krein structure at the level of the first spectral triple. By considering
only the transformation at the level of the first spectral triple, this induces that only the
generalK-unitary operators ÛK⊗1F (not necessarily of the form uK J uK (J )−1⊗1F ) acting on
the structures of the first spectral triple as  1 → ÛK 1,  ′1 → ÛK ′1 and DK → ÛKDK Û †K

K
will preserve the evaluation (5.15). This evaluation is more generally preserved by the
K⊗1F -unitary operators’ actions at the level of the full spectral triple, with the generation
of fluctuations in equation (5.12) as a special case.

In thisway, the very structure of the product spectral triple singularizes a "sub-spectral
triple" (C∞(),, DK , J , Γ) where  is obtained from  by replacing its inner product
with ⟨ . , K . ⟩. This pseudo-Riemannian spectral triple is nothing else that theK-morphism
ΦK applied on (C∞(), D,, J , Γ, K). This therefore induces that this product spectral
triple structure contains and brings to the forefront a pseudo-Riemannian spectral triple.
Note that these conclusions also hold if the twisted spectral triple on C∞() is replaced
with a noncommutative generalization.

5.3 Structure of the induced pseudo-Riemannian spectral triple

This subsection aims to present the method for determining the properties (particularly
the signature) of the emerged pseudo-Riemannian spectral triple, with special attention
to the 4-dimensional case.

We start from the previous twisted spectral triple (C∞(), D,, J , Γ, K) for the 2m-
dimensional manifold . The Dirac operator D takes the form D = −ĩa∇R,

a , where the
̃a matrices are self-adjoint unitary elements in M2m(C) such that ∀a, [Γ, ̃a] = 0. We
additionally ask them to be unitaries in the orthonormal basis. A general relation to the
riemaniann metric gR is given by the following:

tr(̃�̃�) = 2mg��R (5.16)

For the moment, we keep this general relation with the metric. A twisted Clifford-like
relation will be provided at a later stage.

We can then define �K ∶= K̃� such that we have DK = KD = −iaK∇R,
a . The subscript

K in �K emphasizes the dependence of �K on ̃� through the choice of K in this top-down
approach. The purpose will then be to understand how the operator K is constrained by
the algebraic structure of the almost-commutative spectral triple and to characterize the
resulting effects on the ̃�’s matrices and the associated metric.

Proposition 5.7 The aK ’s are unitary operators, in general coordinate basis we have that

(�K )†K = �K . (5.17)

Proof Since ̃a is unitary we have KaK (aK)†K = 12m and then by multiplying by K on the
left and the right that aK(aK )† = 12m . In the same way, (aK )†KKaK = 12m implies directly
(aK )†aK = 12m hence the result. Since ̃� is self-adjoint, it follows that K�K = (�K )†K ,
leading to �K = K(�K )†K ≡ (�K )†K .
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In the same way, the operator DK can be associated to a metric g��K defined by

tr(�K�K ) = 2mg��K . (5.18)

Since K 2 = 12m , it follows that � is an involution. Consequently, we obtain the splitting
M2m(C) = M2m(C)

+ ⊕M2m(C)
−, with �(a±) = ±a± for any a± ∈ M2m(C)

±.
The ̃a’s (local oriented orthonormal basis) are related to the ̃�’s through the relation

̃a = eaR,�̃� as they form linear representations of the tangent space on which the vielbeins
eaR,� ∈ C∞() operate, with the subscript R denoting Riemannian. Since the ̃a’s are

mutually orthogonal, i.e. tr(̃ãb) = 0 for a ≠ b, we choose the representation of the ̃a’s
such that each ̃a resides in eitherM2m(C)

+ or M2m(C)
−

�(̃a) ∶= s(a)̃a with s(a) = ±1 for ̃a ∈ M2m(C)
±. (5.19)

This will be a very convenient choice.
The following proposition shows the connection of the signature of gR and gK in the

local orthonormal basis.

Proposition 5.8 The metric gabK is 0 if a ≠ b with signature gaK = s(a) or equivalently

gabK = gaKgabR . (5.20)

Proof equation (5.19) is equivalent to

�(aK ) = s(a)aK . (5.21)

Then we have

2mgabR = tr(̃ãb) = tr(�(aK )bK ) = s(a) tr(aKbK ) = s(a)2mgabK

and then gabR = s(a)gabK which implies that gabK = 0 for a ≠ b and gaR = s(a)gaK so that
s(a) = gaK and gabR = gaKgabK .

We recover the result from relation (3.32), i.e., �(aK ) = gaKaK . The number of "temporal"
directions n is then defined as card(a / gaK = 1), and the grading Γ is obtained from the
aK ’s through equation (3.75).

The relation tr(̃�̃�) = tr(�(�K )�K ) does not permit in itself to obtain a concrete link
between gR and gK in general coordinates, as ̃� and �K are not necessarily unitaries. This
is obtained by passing through the local orthonormal basis, see the following proposition.

Proposition 5.9 g��K and g��R are connected by the relation

g��R = gaKe
�
R,ae�R,beaK,�ebK,�g��K

where eaK,�’s are the vielbeins for the metric gK .

Proof We have that

2mg��R = e�R,ae�R,b tr(̃ãb) = gaK e
�
R,ae�R,b tr(aKbK) = 2mgaKe

�
R,ae�R,beaK,�ebK,�g��K
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We now require the ̃a’s to satisfy the twisted Clifford relation of equation (4.18)

2gabR 12m = ̃ãb + �(̃b̃a). (5.22)

This can be interpreted as a compatibility condition betweenK and the ̃amatrices, which
becomes necessary to obtain the following Clifford algebraic relation

2gabK 12m = aKbK + bKaK , (5.23)

to connect the dual aK ’s with the metric gK .
The relation between gR and gK at the level of the Clifford algebraic structures in

equations (5.22) and (5.23) is given by observing that equation (5.22) is equivalent to
�(aK )bK + bK�(aK ) so that

2gabR 12m = �(aK)bK + bK�(aK ) = gaK (aKbK + bKaK) = gaK2gabK 12m ,

using equation (5.20).
From the fact that

�(̃ãb) = �(̃a)�(̃b) = gaKgbK ̃ãb, (5.24)

relation (5.22) can be rewritten as

2gabR 12m = ̃ãb + sab̃b̃a, (5.25)

where sab = gaKgbK is equal to 1 if a = b and can take the values ±1 if a ≠ b.
This can be seen as a direct generalization of the usual Clifford relations, where Clif-

ford algebras correspond to the special case when sab = 1 for all a and b.
We have in KO dimension 6 that 2(n − m) = 8N + 6 where N ∈ Z, implying that

n = 4N +m + 3. This shows that n is odd if m is even, which further implies that �′ = −1
(from proposition 3.17), and that n is even if m is odd, leading to �′ = 1.

We now focus on the four-dimensional case. Since m is even, it follows that �′ =
−1 and n is odd. The following proposition presents a significant result of this article,
demonstrating how the algebraic constraints of the spectral triple structure of the almost-
commutative Manifold are sufficiently strong to explicitly determine K and the signature
of the induced metric.

Proposition 5.10 In dimension 4, the fundamental symmetry K induces the transforma-

tion from the metric gR with signature (+,+,+,+) to the metric gK with signature (+,−,−,−)
when � = −1, and to (+,+,+,−) when � = 1.

Proof We aim to demonstrate that the conditions

K† = K, KΓ = −ΓK, KJ = �JK (5.26)

which arise from the structure of the spectral triple of the almost-commutative manifold,
together with the relation �(aK ) = gaKaK , lead to the conclusion that there is only one index
a for which gaK = 1 when � = −1, and exactly three such indices when � = 1.

We have that the matrices Γa ∶= �a (a)K where �a is a complex number such that
(Γa)† = Γa and (Γa)2 = 14 constitute a free family due to the metric relation, see equation
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(5.23). This free family can be extended by incorporating the elements 14 and the grading
operator Γ (see equation (3.75)), together with the elements

Γab ∶= �ab (a)K  (b)K with a < b

Γabc ∶= �abc
(a)
K  (b)K  (c)K with a < b < c

with �ab and �abc being complex numbers such that (Γab)† = Γab and (Γab)2 = 14, and
similarly (Γabc)† = Γabc and (Γabc)2 = 14.

There are 6 elements Γab and 4 elements Γabc, such that the set  ∶=
{14, {Γ

a}a, {Γ
ab}a<b, {Γ

abc}a<b<c , Γ} forms a free family of 16 orthogonal elements7.
Since  is a free family of 16 elements, it is therefore also a basis of M4(C) so that we

can write K ∈ M4(C) according to this basis

K = �14 + eaΓ
a + ebcΓ

bc + edef Γ
def + �Γ (5.27)

where �, ea, ebc, edef , � are complex numbers.

The condition KΓ = −ΓK then implies that �, eab and � must be zero because Γ (a)K =
− (a)K Γ for any a. Consequently, K can be expressed as follows

K = eaΓ
a + ebcdΓ

bcd . (5.28)

Now using the fact that K eK = g eK
e
KK , we have that

(eaΓ
a + ebcdΓ

bcd) eK = g eK
e
K (eaΓ

a + ebcdΓ
bcd).

We are left with two possibilities

• If g eK = 1 for a given (fixed) index e, we then have that ea = 0 if a ≠ e and ebcd = 0
if e ∉ {b, c, d}. As e is a fixed index, they remain 3 fixed different indices a1, a2, a3 so
that ai ≠ e for i = 1, 2, 3. In this way, K takes the form

K = eeΓ
e + e(ea1a2)Γ

(ea1a2) + e(ea1a3)Γ
(ea1a3) + e(ea2a3)Γ

(ea2a3) (5.29)

where the notation (abc) in e(abc)Γ
(abc) indicates that the indices a, b, c are ordered in

increasing magnitude, e.g., if b < c < a then e(abc)Γ
(abc) = ebcaΓ

bca.

Now if we consider the relationKa1K = ga1K 
a1
K K , this very relation implies that either

e(ea2a3) = 0 or e(ea1a2) = e(ea1a3) = 0 according to the sign of ga1K . In the case e(ea1a2) ≠ 0
and e(ea1a3) ≠ 0 we can now consider the relation Ka2K = ga2K 

a2
K K , this implies that

either e(ea1a2) = 0 or e(ea1a3) = 0 so that in any case, only one of the 3 coefficients
e(ea1a2), e(ea1a3), e(ea2a3) will be non-zero. Thus, K ultimately takes the form

K = eeΓ
e + e(ea1a2)Γ

(ea1a2) (5.30)

• If g eK = −1 for a given (fixed) e, we then have that ea = 0 if a = e and ebcd = 0 if
e ∈ {b, c, d}. We then have

K = ea1Γ
a1 + ea2Γ

a2 + ea3Γ
a3 + e(a1a2a3)Γ

(a1a2a3) (5.31)

7The metric properties ensure the freeness of the family, implying that the trace of any product of two
distinct elements in  vanishes, thus guaranteeing orthogonality.
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where ai ≠ e.

Now if we consider the relation Ka1K = ga1K 
a1
K K , then either ea1 = 0 or ea2 = ea3 = 0.

In the case ea2 ≠ 0 and ea3 ≠ 0, considering the relation Ka2K = ga2K 
a2
K K leads to the

fact that either ea2 = 0 or ea3 = 0 so that in any case, only one of the indices eai is
non-zero. Then K takes the form

K = ea1Γ
a1 + e(a1a2a3)Γ

(a1a2a3) (5.32)

which is equivalent to (5.30).

Then, in any case, K is now given by (5.32). Now let’s consider again Ka2K = ga2K 
a2
K K

on this last expression, this clearly implies that either ea1 = 0 or e(a1a2a3) = 0. In all cases,
the condition K† = K leads to either ea1 = 1 or e(a1a2a3) = 1.

• In the case K = Γa1 , we have that �(a1K ) = a1K . Then knowing that �(
a
K ) = (aK)

†, we
get that (a1K )

† = a1K inducing that K = Γa1 =  (a1)K . This is only consistent with the
case � = −1 because J  (a)K = −�K1 

(a)
K J = − (a)K J . Consequently, �(aK ) = gaK

a
K = aK

holds exclusively for a = a1, leading to the signature (+,−,−,−) for gK .

• Now if K = Γa1a2a3 with a1 < a2 < a3, for the same reason we have that a1K , 
a2
K , 

a3
K

are selfadjoint. Then the requirement K = K† becomes

�a1a2a3
(a1)
K  (a2)K  (a3)K = �∗a1a2a3

(a3)
K  (a2)K  (a1)K = −�∗a1a2a3

(a1)
K  (a2)K  (a3)K

inducing that �a1a2a3 = i. Then the condition J  (a)K = − (a)K J implies that

JK = J (i (a1)K  (a2)K  (a3)K ) = −i(−1)3 (a1)K  (a2)K  (a3)K J = KJ .

This is consistent only with the case � = 1. Consequently, �(aK) = gaK
a
K = aK holds

exclusively for a ∈ {a1, a2, a3}, leading to the signature (+,+,+,−) for gK .

This structure consequently leads to the uniqueness of the time dimension in four
dimensions, as the two cases � = ±1 are merely different conventions when time is as-
sociated with the negative metric component in the case � = 1. This is a very specific
and welcoming result, revealing the connection between the signature and the algebraic
constraints of the almost-commutative spectral triple.

In the case � = −1, which corresponds to the standard Lorentzian case described at
the end of subsection 3.3, renaming a1 as 0 leads to ̃

(0) = 14 and K =  (0)K , as we obtained
in subsection 3.3. In this case, the evaluation of Dp in equation (5.15) is nothing else than
the Dirac Lagrangian. This is a scalar (invariant) under Lorentz transformations, being K-
unitary operators. We retrieves all the necessary components for a Lorentzian version of
the Standard Model (excluding the spectral action), notably the correct form for the mass
term given by K ⊗DF . Note that the twisted spectral triple used to deduce the Lorentzian
one has also been used in the context of the noncommutative standard model of particle
physics in [4], recalling that the twist acts trivially on C∞().
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6 Conclusion

The role played by K is fundamental in most of the presented structures. Twisted spec-
tral triples and pseudo-Riemannian spectral triples appear as generalizations of the usual
spectral triple, recovered in the special case K = 1. This is precisely at this level that the
K-morphism allows the desired signature change. The remaining question was why this
may occur. This very question motivates the study of the so-called top-down approach
presented in section 5, which places the twisted spectral triple within a product spectral
triple, following the spirit of the noncommutative standard model of particle physics.

The main assertion of this article was the proposition that pseudo-Riemannian spec-
tral triples may be seen as emergences from twisted spectral triples within an Almost-
commutative spectral triple structure. The KO dimension of the emerged pseudo-
Riemannian spectral triple and that of the finite noncommutative one are the same. In the
end, the Almost-commutative spectral triple can be seen as a first given object, in which
the twisted structure may be considered as a consequence of the "entanglement" between
the two spectral triples of the product through the operator K . The special twisted Clif-
ford algebraic structure then appears as a modified way to algebraically represent the
tangent space T and retrieve the metric within the algebraic relations.

In the four-dimensional case, we recover Kx =  (0)(x) ∶= a|a=0(x), the fundamental
symmetry which appears in Lorentzian quantum field theory, specific to the signature
(+,−,−,−). This very operator is linked to the finite noncommutative geometry of the
Almost-commutative spectral triple and acts as a local fixed point in the theory, providing
the mass term and enabling the definition of the desired coordinate-independent Krein
structure, unsensitive to Lorentz transformations.

This article focuses on special cases of physical interest. We leave the generalization of
these results for future study. This will, in particular, concern the study of what happens
in the odd-dimensional manifold case, the exploration of more general KO dimensions
(not only the KO dimension 6), and the characterization of the emerged signature in these
more general contexts. An exploration of the potential connection with Tomita-Takesaki
theory is also envisioned.

We hope that the structure presented will open concrete paths for studying General
Relativity within the framework of spectral triples. The specific algebraic constraints
arising from the noncommutative geometry of Yang-Mills-Higgs theory are algebraically
linked to the causal structure of spacetime through the fundamental symmetry operator
K . This conceptual connection may have significant physical implications that I intend
to investigate in future works.
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