arXiv:2110.05345v3 [math.OA] 14 Jul 2022

A NOTE ON TWISTED CROSSED PRODUCTS AND SPECTRAL TRIPLES

P. ANTONINI, D. GUIDO, T. ISOLA, AND A. RUBIN

Abstract. Starting with a spectral triple on a unital C^∗-algebra A with an action of a discrete group G, if the action is uniformly bounded (in a Lipschitz sense) a spectral triple on the reduced crossed product C^∗-algebra A ⋊_r G is constructed in [23]. The main instrument is the Kasparov external product. We note that this construction still works for twisted crossed products when the twisted action is uniformly bounded in the appropriate sense. Under suitable assumptions we discuss some basic properties of the resulting triples: summability and regularity. Noncommutative coverings with finite abelian structure group are among the most basic, still interesting, examples of twisted crossed products; we describe their main features.

Contents

1. Introduction 1 2. Twisted Crossed Products 4 3. Spectral Triples on Twisted Crossed Products 6 3.1. Length Functions and Spectral Triples on Groups 7 3.2. Spectral Triples From Twisted Actions 9 3.3. The Equivariant Construction 11 4. Regularity of the Equivariant Construction 15 4.1. Regularity for the Equivariant Triple 16 5. Finite Group Actions and Noncommutative Coverings 18 6. A covering of the quantum 2-torus 24 6.1. A triple on the twisted crossed product 25 6.2. A triple on the twisted crossed product. ^G-equivariant case 26 Appendix A. Infinitesimal order of compact operators 27 Appendix B. Regularity of spectral triples 28 References 31

1. Introduction

Spectral triples on C^∗-algebras are a central notion in noncommutative geometry, being modeled on the geometric structure codified by the properties of a Dirac type operator on a smooth manifold. The range of applicability of this paradigm is vast, going from the foundational example of Spin manifolds to foliated manifolds, group C^∗-algebras, quantum groups, quantum deformations and fractals. This list is not exhaustive and we address the reader to [10–13, 15, 20], the recent works [9, 40] and the references therein.

Date: July 16, 2023. 1

Following the stream pursued by many authors [7, 23, 28, 35], in this paper we construct and study spectral triples on reduced twisted crossed products A ⋊^{ρ,σ}_r G, where A is a unital C^∗-algebra, G a discrete group and (ρ, σ) a twisted action in the sense of Busby and Smith [8]. Two facts brought us to consider twisted crossed products: on the one hand, the crossed product construction is fundamental in the theory of C^∗-algebras and in noncommutative topology since it replaces the operation of forming a quotient when this is a singular, bad-behaved space. On the other hand, the study of noncommutative coverings with finite abelian structure group (that two of the authors developed in [1] as building blocks of solenoidal noncommutative metric spaces) brings naturally to the conclusion that in the case of finite abelian groups, any twisted crossed product is a regular covering and any regular covering is a twisted crossed product (Theorem 5.15, previously proven with a different language in [44]). This makes the problem of the construction of spectral triples on crossed products a natural subject of interest both for the creation of a new large class of examples and for the analysis of the Connes axioms in the case of noncommutative quotient manifolds [11–13].

In constructing a spectral triple on a twisted crossed product, we follow, as in [23], the guiding principle of the Kasparov external product, combining the given Dirac operator on A with a length function on the group. We have decided to utilize matrix valued length functions because, as pointed out in [23], these turn out to be useful in the procedure of iterating crossed products.

We pass now to describe the content and the results of the paper giving more details and some comments.

In section 2 we follow [6,8,34,41] and give a concise account on the basic theory of twisted actions of discrete groups on unital C^∗-algebras, twisted covariant representations and the twisted crossed product construction. The choice of considering the unital case is dictated by the interest in constructing unital spectral triples and simplifies a bit the presentation.

In section 3 we construct spectral triples on twisted crossed products. We begin by discussing generalities about spectral triples and translation bounded and proper matrix valued length functions. Here and in the following V will always denote a finite dimensional Hermitian vector space so that matrix valued length functions will be maps ℓ : G → B_h (V ) on the discrete group G and valued in the finite dimensional selfadjoint operators. Such maps have been introduced in [23] and generalise scalar length functions on groups. With them we can create spectral triples on the group algebra C G of the form (C G, ℓ^2 (G) ⊗ V, M_ℓ) with Dirac operator having as coefficients elements of B_h (V ). The triple (C G, ℓ^2 (G) ⊗ V, M_ℓ) is the prototypical triple on a crossed product and we study its summability properties. To do so, we first propose (definition 3.4) the notion of polynomial growth for a discrete (finitely generated) group with respect to a length function which is matrix valued. This naturally extends the usual concept of polynomial growth with respect to some word metric. We then show (proposition 3.5) that the triple (C G, ℓ^2 (G) ⊗ V, M_ℓ) is finitely summable if and only if the group has polynomial growth with respect to ℓ.

The construction of spectral triples on twisted crossed products is the content of Theorem 3.7 and generalizes the one in [23]. Given a group with a proper, translation bounded matrix valued length function (G, ℓ), a twisted action (ρ, σ) of G on the C^∗-algebra A and a spectral triple (A, H, D) on A, our basic assumptions (summarized in the setup 3.1) to extend this triple to A ⋊^{(ρ,σ)}_r G are the following:

(1) the twisted action is smooth. This means that the twisting pair (ρ, σ) is valued in the smooth algebra, (2) a uniform boundedness condition for the action:

sup_{x∈G} ‖[D, π(ρ_x(a)σ_{x,y})]‖ < ∞

is satisfied for every a ∈ A and y ∈ G.

The second condition above is the twisted version of the one appearing in [23]; it ensures boundedness of the commutators between the Dirac operator and the elements of the (smooth) twisted convolution algebra. Moreover, we prove that if the starting triple on A is finitely summable and the group has polynomial growth with respect to the length function, then also the extended triple is finitely summable. The abscissa of convergence is bounded by the sum of the abscissa of convergence of the starting triple and the group growth.

In the remaining part of the section we examine the particularly favorable, still interesting, situation in which the representation π : A → B (H) associated to the starting triple (A, H, D) is also twisted covariant with respect to the twisted action ρ of G on A and the Dirac operator has bounded commutators with the unitaries U_g implementing the group action on H. Under this assumption, we describe what we call the equivariant construction. This was considered in remark 2.9 in [23], where it was related to the equivariant Kasparov product. In this case a second construction of a spectral triple on a twisted crossed product can be given. It differs from the previous one only in the representation so that, under a condition of uniform boundedness of the commutators between the Dirac operator and the unitaries U_g, this second construction is a bounded perturbation of the first one (up to unitary equivalence). In particular the K-homological information carried by the two is unchanged. Using the natural morphism ϕ^r_A : A ⋊^{ρ,σ}_r G → (A ⋊^{ρ,σ} G) ⊗ C^∗_r (G), we notice (proposition 3.11) that the spectral triple obtained in the equivariant case can be seen as the restriction of an external product of two spectral triples: the first one is a triple on the algebra B given by the image of the twisted crossed product under the integrated form of the starting representation, and the second one is the (standard) spectral triple (C^∗_r (G), ℓ^2(G) ⊗ V, M_ℓ).

In section 4 we continue the study of the spectral triple constructed in the equivariant case. Since the triple is a restriction of an exterior product and the product of regular triples is regular, we can examine its regularity properties. After giving some generalities about regularity of spectral triples, we prove theorem 4.5 giving sufficient conditions ensuing the regularity of the spectral triple in the equivariant construction. The regularity of a spectral triple being a strong property, these assumptions are, though natural, quite restrictive and demand a strict compatibility between D and the group action. Nevertheless, interesting examples can be found even in the case of ordinary (untwisted) crossed products.

Section 5 is devoted to our main example of a twisted crossed product: noncommutative coverings with finite abelian structure group, which consist of an action of a finite abelian group G on a C^∗-algebra B. Then we say that B covers the algebra of fixed points A := B^G. We study in detail the structure of these noncommutative coverings, reserving particular attention to the notion of rank-1 regularity, a property formulated in terms of the spectral subspaces of the action, that was previously called regularity in [1]. In particular, we relate it with the concept of freeness of the group action and we give examples. When the action is rank-1 regular, a twisted action of the dual group ^G can be found so that B ∼= A ⋊^{ρ,σ}_r ^G.

The last section gives an example of the construction of a spectral triple on a twisted crossed product.

Appendix A contains some facts about the infinitesimal order of compact operators that have been used in section 3, and Appendix B deals with the notion of regularity for spectral triples.

Conventions. All Hilbert spaces and C^∗-algebras in this paper are separable; all algebras are complex and unital.

2. Twisted Crossed Products

We briefly recall some basic facts about twisted crossed products following mainly [6,8,34, 41]. We denote by A a separable unital C^∗-algebra and by G a discrete group with neutral element e.

Definition 2.1. A twisting pair (ρ, σ) for A and G is a couple of maps ρ: G → Aut(A) and σ : G × G → U(A) satisfying:

(1) ρ_x(σ_{y,z}) = σ_{x,y}σ_{xy,z}σ^∗_{x,yz} (2) ρ_x ∘ ρ_y = Ad(σ_{x,y}) ∘ ρ_{xy} (3) σ_{x,e} = σ_{e,x} = 1, ρ_e = id_A.

for all x, y, z ∈ G. We call (A, G, ρ, σ) a twisted dynamical system. The map σ is called a 2-cocycle with values in U(A).

Given a twisted dynamical system (A, G, ρ, σ), we define a twisted convolution ∗-algebra structure on the space C_c(G, A) of the finitely supported functions from G to A by

(f ⋆ g)(x) = � y∈G f(y)ρ_y(g(y^{−1}x))σ_{y,y}−1_x, f^∗(x) = σ^∗_{x,x}−1 ρ_x(f(x^{−1})^∗),

for f, g ∈ C_c(G, A). In terms of the δ-functions, for x, y ∈ G we have: (aδ_x) ⋆ (bδ_y) = aρ_x(b)σ_{x,y}δ_{xy}, (aδ_x)^∗ = σ^∗_x−1_{,x}ρ_x−1 (a^∗)δ_x−1 .

Such rules extend to L^1(G, A) making it the Banach ∗-algebra L^1(A, G, ρ, σ).

Definition 2.2. A twisted covariant representation of (A, G, ρ, σ) on a Hilbert space H is a couple (π, U), where π : A → B (H) is a non degenerate representation and U : G → U(H) satisfies

(1) U_xU_y = π(σ_{x,y})U_{xy}, (2) π ∘ ρ_x = Ad(U_x) ∘ π, for every x, y ∈ G.

It follows from the first relation that U_e = Id. We have a 1 − 1 correspondence between twisted covariant representations and non degenerate representations of L^1(A, G, ρ, σ): to the twisted covariant representation (π, U) one associates its integrated form Π : L^1(A, G, ρ, σ) → B (H) such that Π � � x∈G a_xδ_x � := � x∈G π(a_x)U_x. (2.1)

Definition 2.3. A twisted crossed product for (A, G, ρ, σ) is the following universal object: a C^∗-algebra B equipped with a unital morphism i_A : A → B and a map i_G : G → U(B) such that

(1) The couple (i_A, i_G) is covariant in the sense that i_G(x)i_G(y) = i_A(σ_{x,y})i_G(xy) and i_A ∘ ρ_x = Ad(i_G(x)) ∘ i_A for every x, y ∈ G.

(2) For every covariant representation (π, U) of (A, G, ρ, σ) on the Hilbert space H there is a non degenerate representation π × U : B → B (H) making the diagram G U **

i_G // B π×U fflffl A π tt

i_A oo

B (H)

commute.

A twisted crossed product exists and is unique up to isomorphisms which take into account also the couple (i_A, i_G) (see [34]). It will be denoted with A ⋊^{ρ,σ} G or, when the context is clear, just with A ⋊ G. Moreover, under our assumptions (making the algebra L^1(A, G, ρ, σ) unital), it is generated by the image of the integration map

i_A × i_G : L^1(A, G, ρ, σ) → A ⋊^{ρ,σ} G, i_A × i_G � � x∈G a_xδ_x � = � x∈G i_A(a_x)i_G(x)

and coincides with the enveloping C^∗-algebra C^∗(L^1(A, G, ρ, σ)). In particular the representation π × U induced by any covariant representation is equal, on the image of i_A × i_G, to the representation (2.1) and will be called the integrated form of (π, U) as well.

Example 2.4 (Clifford Algebras). As proved in [2], we can regard (complex) Clifford algebras as twisted crossed products of C with a suitable finite group. Indeed, C ℓ_n is the complex algebra generated by the skew-adjoint anti-commuting elements e_1, . . . , e_n such that e^2_i = −1 and graded in the standard way. Consider the cyclic multiplicative group Z_2 and let g = −1 be its generator; any element in G = Z^n_2 is of the form x = (g^{x1} , . . . , g^{xn} ) where x_i = 0, 1 ∈ Z for i = 1, . . . , n. Define σ_n(x, y) = (−1) � j<i x_iy_j

for x, y ∈ G and let C ⋊^{id,σn} G be the twisted group algebra for the trivial action of G on C . Then the map C ⋊^{id,σn} G → C ℓ_n , given on a basis by (g^{x1} , . . . , g^{xn} ) −→ (ie_1)^{x1} · · · (ie_n)^{xn} , is an isomorphism of C^∗-algebras. �

We will be concerned with the reduced twisted crossed product which is defined by a particular class of representations. One starts with a faithful representation π : A → B (H), then a canonical covariant representation (~π, ~R) on the Hilbert space ℓ^2(G, H) is defined by

~π(a)(ξ ⊗ δ_x) = π(ρ_x(a))ξ ⊗ δ_x, ~R_x(ξ ⊗ δ_y) = π(σ_{yx}−1_{,x})ξ ⊗ δ_{yx}−1 given on simple tensors of ℓ^2(G, H) ≃ H ⊗ ℓ^2(G) and for a ∈ A. This is the right induced covariant representation; its integrated form ~π × ~R : A ⋊^{ρ,σ} G → B (ℓ^2 (G, H)) reads as

~π × ~R � � x∈G a_xδ_x � (ξ ⊗ δ_y) = � x∈G π(ρ_{yx}−1 (a_x)σ_{yx}−1_{,x})ξ ⊗ δ_{yx}−1 , on the elements � x∈G a_xδ_x ∈ L^1(A, G, ρ, σ). It is called the regular representation of the twisted crossed product.

Definition 2.5. The reduced twisted crossed product A ⋊^{ρ,σ}_r G (or just A ⋊_r G) is the C^∗-algebra image of the regular representation.

It can be shown that the reduced crossed product is independent of the choice of the faithful representation π [34, remark 3.12].

We have presented the theory with the right induced representations as in [8, 34]. However, for the construction of spectral triples it will be useful, to reconcile with the existing literature, to consider a different version of the regular representation. This will be obtained by conjugation with the unitary involution V_G : ℓ^2(G, H) → ℓ^2(G, H) given by V_G(ξ ⊗ δ_x) = ξ ⊗ δ_x−1 . We get in this way, out of the faithful representation π : A → B (H), the representation Π : A ⋊^{ρ,σ} G → ℓ^2(G, H), given by

Π(aδ_x)(ξ ⊗ δ_y) = π(ρ_y−1_x−1 (a)σ_y−1_x−1_{,x}) ξ ⊗ δ_{xy}, (2.2)

which is the integrated form of a covariant representation (~π, ~L) with

~π(a)(ξ ⊗ δ_x) = π(ρ_x−1 (a))ξ ⊗ δ_x, ~L_x(ξ ⊗ δ_y) = π(σ_y−1_x−1_{,x})ξ ⊗ δ_{xy}. (2.3)

So in the following we shall consider the reduced crossed product as defined by Π and call it the left regular representation (induced by π). This version of the reduced crossed product is of course isomorphic to the one given before.

Observe that the previous construction of (~π, ~L) can be done even though the representation π is not faithful. However, in this case, it does not define the reduced crossed product.

3. Spectral Triples on Twisted Crossed Products

In this section we show how to construct a spectral triple on a twisted crossed product A ⋊^{ρ,σ}_r G starting from a spectral triple on A satisfying some assumptions. The idea, as in [23], is to borrow the Dirac operator from an unbounded representative for the external Kasparov product with a spectral triple on the group algebra C G which is constructed with a (matrix valued) length function.

Definition 3.1. (1) An odd spectral triple (A, H, D) on a unital C^∗-algebra A consists of a dense ∗-subalgebra A ⊆ A represented by π : A → B (H) on a Hilbert space H and a self-adjoint operator D (called a Dirac operator) densely defined on Dom D ⊂ H such that (1 + D^2)^{− 1}2 is compact, π(a)(Dom D) ⊆ Dom D and the commutator [D, π(a)] extends to a bounded operator on H for every a ∈ A.

(2) An even spectral triple on A is given by the same data with the addition of a Z_2- grading, namely a self-adjoint operator χ : H → H called a grading operator such that χ^2 = 1, π(a)χ = χπ(a) for all a ∈ A, χ(Dom D) ⊆ Dom D and Dχ = −χD. In this case it is possible to split H = H^+ ⊕ H^− and χ = � 1 0 0 −1 � , π = � π^+ 0 0 π^− � , D = � 0 D^− D^+ 0 � . (3) A spectral triple (A, H, D) on a unital C^∗-algebra A is called non-degenerate when the representation π is faithful and [D, π(a)] = 0 if and only if a ∈ C 1_A .

(4) Given a spectral triple (A, H, D), we consider the function

ζ_D(t) := tr((I + D^2)^{−t/2})

for t ∈ C . The (complex) numbers t for which ζ_D(t) is finite are called summability exponents and the triple is called finitely summable if there exists such a number. In this case, we set abs(ζ_D) := inf{t > 0 : ζ_D(t) < ∞}

and call it abscissa of convergence of ζ_D.

If the representation π is not clear from the context, we will use the notation (A, H, D, π). We recall that abs(ζ_D) is the unique number d, if any, for which the Dixmier logarithmic trace tr_ω((I + D^2)^{−d/2}) is finite non zero (cf. e.g. [22] theorem 2.7).

3.1. Length Functions and Spectral Triples on Groups. Let V be a finite dimensional Hilbert space (usually taken even dimensional) and denote by B_h (V ) the space of selfadjoint operators on V .

Definition 3.2. A function ℓ : G → B_h (V ) is called

• translation bounded if for every y ∈ G the translation function

ℓ_y(x) = ℓ(x) − ℓ(y^{−1}x) (3.1)

is bounded (in the x variable), • proper if

(1) ℓ(g) = 0 if and only if g = 0. (2) the union of all the spectra S = � x∈G Sp ℓ(x) is a discrete set in R (3) any t ∈ S corresponds only to a finite number of elements x ∈ G.

Here and in the following with Sp we denote the spectrum of an operator. Notice that the previous definition contains the standard case of proper translation bounded scalar length functions ℓ : G → Z.

Example 3.3. Let us construct such functions on the group G = Z^n. Let ι : Z^n → R^n be a norm preserving group embedding. Then for any unitary^1 Clifford representation ε : C ℓ_n → End_C (V ) we define ℓ(z) = iε(ι(z)). In other words ℓ(z) =

�_n

j=1 z_j f_j for f_j := iε(ι(e_j )). Since

ℓ(z)^2 = ‖z‖^2 · Id_S

we have a proper translation bounded function. We call these Clifford length functions.

Notice that the translation bounded property is trivially verified by linearity. In particular such length functions can be pulled back: let s : G_1 → G_2 be a map of sets such that s(g) = 0 if and only if g = 0 (then if it is a group morphism it has to be injective) and has finite fibers. Then if ℓ is a Clifford length function also ℓ∘s is a translation bounded proper length function; however it is not Clifford, in general. �

1Clifford algebras conventions: C ℓ_n is the complex Clifford algebra where vw+wv = −⟨v, w⟩ for v, w ∈ R^n . A Clifford representation is unitary (a.k.a. self adjoint) if ε(v) is unitary for ‖v‖ = 1. Then it follows that ε(v)^∗ = −ε(v)

Given a proper translation bounded function ℓ : G → B_h (V ) on a group G we define an odd spectral triple (C G, ℓ^2 (G) ⊗ V, M_ℓ). (3.2) The representation is obtained by amplification of the left regular representation λ_gδ_x = δ_{gx}; thus λ(δ_g)(δ_x ⊗ v) := δ_{gx} ⊗ v while the Dirac operator is just the multiplication action of ℓ initially defined on a dense subspace; concretely M_ℓ(δ_x ⊗ v) = δ_x ⊗ ℓ(x)v on C G ⊗ V (algebraic tensor product). The assumption (1) in definition 3.2 implies that (C G, ℓ^2 (G) ⊗ V, M_ℓ) is non-degenerate.

The eigenvectors of the Dirac operator for the spectral triple (C G, ℓ^2 (G) ⊗ V, M_ℓ) are the vectors δ_g ⊗ v_j (g) ∈ ℓ^2(G) ⊗ V , where the v_j (g)’s are the eigenvectors of ℓ(g). The family of singular values (with multiplicity) for M_ℓ is then given by {s_j(g), (g, j) ∈ G×{1, . . . , dim V }}.

Let us now discuss when the spectral triple (C G, ℓ^2 (G) ⊗ V, M_ℓ) is finitely summable. Let us set B_n = {g ∈ G : min Sp(|ℓ(g)|) ≤ n}.

Note that the translation function ℓ being proper, #B_n < ∞. In particular G is at most countable.

Definition 3.4. We shall say that G has polynomial growth w.r.t. the function ℓ if #B_n grows at most polynomially for n → ∞. In this case we call growth of G the number

d_G = lim sup_n log(#B_n) log n , (cf. e.g [33] for the case of the word length for finitely generated groups).

For any g ∈ G, we denote by s_j (g), j = 1, . . . dim V , the singular values (with multiplicity) of ℓ(g) and set Σ_n := {(g, k) ∈ G × {1, . . . , dim V } : s_k(g) < n}.

On the one hand Σ_n ⊂ B_n × {1, . . . , dim V }, therefore #Σ_n ≤ #B_n · dim V . On the other hand, for any g ∈ B_n there exists k ∈ {1, . . . , dim V } such that (g, k) ∈ Σ_{n+1}, therefore

#B_n ≤ #Σ_{n+1}. This implies that d_G = lim sup_n log(#Σ_n) log n . Proposition 3.5. The spectral triple (C G, ℓ^2 (G) ⊗ V, M_ℓ) is finitely summable iff G has polynomial growth w.r.t. the proper translation bounded function ℓ. In this case, abs(ζ_D) coincides with the growth of G.

Proof. By definition, ζ_{Mℓ} (s) = tr � (I + M^2_ℓ )^{−s/2} � and abs(ζ_{Mℓ} ) = inf{s ≥ 0 : ζ_{Mℓ} (s) < ∞}.

Therefore the equality

abs(ζ_{Mℓ} ) = lim sup_n log(λ_{1/n}((I + M^2_ℓ )^{−1/2})) log n follows by theorem A.1. We then observe that

λ_{1/n}((I + M^2_ℓ )^{−1/2}) = #{k ∈ N : μ_k((I + M^2_ℓ )^{−1/2}) > 1/n}

= #{(g, k) ∈ G × {1, . . . , dim V } : � 1 + s_k(g)^2 < n} and, since |M_ℓ| ≤ (I + M^2_ℓ )^{1/2} ≤ I + |M_ℓ|,

#Σ_{n−1} ≤ #{(g, k) ∈ G × {1, . . . , dim V } : � 1 + s_k(g)^2 ≤ n} ≤ #Σ_n.

Finally,

d_G = lim sup_n log(#Σ_n) log n

= lim sup_n log(λ_{1/n}((I + M^2_ℓ )^{−1/2})) log n

= abs(ζ_{Mℓ} ). □ 3.2. Spectral Triples From Twisted Actions. Let G be a discrete group with a twisted action (ρ, σ) on a C^∗-algebra A. We assume that a spectral triple (A, H, D) with corresponding representation π : A → B (H) has been fixed on A and that π is faithful. Here A ⊂ A is a smooth dense subalgebra. We give the following definitions generalising the untwisted case [23].

Definition 3.6. We say that the twisted action (ρ, σ) is smooth if it restricts to a twisted action on A. In other words ρ : G → Aut(A) and σ : G × G → U(A).

We consider the following setup for the construction of spectral triples. Setup 3.1. Assume we have fixed:

(1) a spectral triple (A, H, D) on the C^∗-algebra A. (2) A twisted smooth action (ρ, σ) on A such that sup_{x∈G} ‖[D, π(ρ_x(a)σ_{x,y})]‖ < ∞ (3.3)

for every a ∈ A and y ∈ G.

(3) A proper translation bounded length function ℓ : G → B_h (V ).

Condition (3.3) generalizes to the twisted case the one used in [23] which, when the triple (A, H, D) satisfies the Lipschitz condition, corresponds to a metrically equicontinuous action.

If the spectral triple (A, H, D, π) is odd, consider the amplification π ⊗ 1_ℓ2_{(G,V )} : A → B (H ⊗ ℓ^2(G, V )) of the representation. Then we have the (left) induced representation Π of A ⋊^{ρ,σ}_r G on H ⊗ ℓ^2(G, V ) ∼= ℓ^2(G, V ⊗ H). From formula (2.2) it follows Π(a_xδ_x)(ξ ⊗ δ_y ⊗ v) = π � ρ_y−1_x−1 (a_x)σ_y−1_x−1_{,x} � ξ ⊗ δ_{xy} ⊗ v for the basic elements a_xδ_x, for v ∈ V and ξ ∈ H. We are ready to construct the spectral triple following [23]. Notice that if the twisted action is smooth it makes sense to consider the twisted convolution algebra C_c(G, A) dense in the reduced twisted crossed product. Theorem 3.7. Under the assumptions in setup 3.1:

(1a) [Odd to even case]. Assume that the spectral triple on A is odd. Then we have an induced even spectral triple (C_c(G, A), ~H, ~D) on A ⋊^{ρ,σ}_r G with ~H = (H ⊗ ℓ^2(G) ⊗ V ) ⊕ (H ⊗ ℓ^2(G) ⊗ V ), the representation is the direct sum Π ⊕ Π and the Dirac operator has the form

~D = � 0 D ⊗ 1_ℓ2_{(G)} ⊗ 1_V − i1_H ⊗ M_ℓ D ⊗ 1_ℓ2_{(G)} ⊗ 1_V + i1_H ⊗ M_ℓ 0 � . (3.4)

This spectral triple is non-degenerate provided (A, H, D, π) is non-degenerate.

(1b) [Even to odd case]. If the spectral triple on A is even with H = H^+ ⊕ H^−, represen-

tation π = π^+ ⊕ π^− and D = � 0 D^− D^+ 0 � then we can construct an odd spectral

triple (C_c(G, A) ~H, ~D) on A⋊^{ρ,σ}_r G with Hilbert space ~H = (H^+ ⊗ℓ^2(G)⊗V )⊕(H^− ⊗ ℓ^2(G)⊗V ) and the representation Π is induced by π. It is diagonal whose components are induced by π^±. The Dirac operator is:

~D = � 1_H+ ⊗ M_ℓ D^− ⊗ 1_ℓ2_{(G)} ⊗ 1_V D^+ ⊗ 1_ℓ2_{(G)} ⊗ 1_V −1_H− ⊗ M_ℓ � . (3.5)

This spectral triple is non-degenerate if the triple on A is.

(2) [Finite summability]. If the triple (A, H, D) is finitely summable and G has polynomial growth w.r.t. the translation bounded proper function ℓ, then also the spectral triple A ⋊^{ρ,σ}_r G is finitely summable and abs(ζ ~_D) ≤ abs(ζ_D) + d_G. (3.6)

If lim_n^{log(#Bn)}_{log n} exists, then the equality in (3.6) holds true.

We notice that if the group G is finitely generated and ℓ(g) is given by the word length, then d_G does not depend on the choice of the generators and the limit lim_n^{log(#Bn)}_{log n} exists.

Proof. We write the proof for the “odd to even” case, the other one being similar. As in [23], most of the properties will follow because we are following the prescription for the exterior Kasparov product. In particular the Dirac operator is a sum ~D = D_1 + iD_2 with the two blocks

D_1 := � 0 D ⊗ 1_ℓ2_{(G)} ⊗ 1_V D ⊗ 1_ℓ2_{(G)} ⊗ 1_V 0 � , D_2 := � 0 −1_H ⊗ M_ℓ 1_H ⊗ M_ℓ 0 � . The smooth algebra C_c(G, A) preserves the domain of ~D and it allows us to estimate the commutators [D_1, Π ⊕ Π(a)] and [D_2, Π ⊕ Π(a)], for a ∈ C_c(G, A) separately. Of course we just have to compute these commutators for a = a_xδ_x. It follows by a straightforward computation that

[D_1, Π ⊕ Π(a_xδ_x)] � ξ ⊗ δ_y ⊗ v η ⊗ δ_z ⊗ w � = � � � D, π(ρ_z−1_x−1 (a_x)σ_z−1_x−1_{,x}) � η ⊗ δ_{xz} ⊗ w � D, π(ρ_y−1_x−1 (a_x)σ_y−1_x−1_{,x} � ξ ⊗ δ_{xy} ⊗ v � � which is bounded by condition (3.3). Concerning the second commutator we have

[D_2, Π ⊕ Π(a_xδ_x)] = � � 0 − � 1_H ⊗ M_ℓ, Π(a_xδ_x) ⊗ 1_V � � 1_H ⊗ M_ℓ, Π(a_xδ_x) ⊗ 1_V � 0 � � . Now �

1_H ⊗ M_ℓ, Π(a_xδ_x) ⊗ 1_V � (ξ ⊗ δ_y ⊗ v) = Π(a_xδ_x)(ξ ⊗ δ_y) ⊗ (ℓ(xy) − ℓ(y))v which is bounded by the traslation boundedness of the length function. Compactness of the resolvent and non degenerateness follow from the corresponding statements for the Kasparov exterior product [5].

We finally prove the summability properties. We shall use the notations and results of Appendix A. Let us observe that, if T is a positive invertible operator with compact inverse and if we denote by N_t(T ) the number (with multiplicity) of the eigenvalues of T lower than t, then we have N_t(T ) = #{n ≥ 0 : μ_n(T^{−1}) > t} and o(T^{−1}) = lim sup_{t→∞}^{log(Nt(T ))}_{log t} . Therefore

abs(ζ ~_D) = lim sup_{t→∞} log(N_t((I + ~D^2)^{1/2})) log t . Since ~D^2 = � I ⊗ M^2_ℓ + D^2 ⊗ I � � 1 0 0 1 � and the eigenvalues of I ⊗ M^2_ℓ + D^2 ⊗ I are μ^2 + ν^2 where μ, resp. ν is a singular value of M_ℓ, resp. D, we have

N_t((I + ~D^2)^{1/2})) = 2N_t � I ⊗ (I + M^2_ℓ ) + D^2 ⊗ I � and N_{t/}^√_2( � I + M^2_ℓ )N_{t/}^√_2( √ I + D^2) ≤ N_t � I ⊗ (I + M^2_ℓ ) + D^2 ⊗ I � ≤ N_t( � I + M^2_ℓ )N_t( √ I + D^2), hence

abs(ζ ~_D) = lim sup_{t→∞} log(N_t((I + ~D^2)^{1/2})) log t

= lim sup t→∞ � � log(N_t( � I + M^2_ℓ )) log t + log(N_t( √ I + D^2)) log t � � ≤ d_G + abs(ζ_D)

where the equality holds if any of the limits exists. □

3.3. The Equivariant Construction. In the construction of Subsection 3.2, the representation of the twisted crossed product is obtained by starting from just a representation of the algebra on H (via the induced representation). If we further have a twisted covariant representation on the same Hilbert space, then we can construct a K-homologically equivalent spectral triple. This follows remark 2.9 in [23] and is related to the equivariant Kasparov product.

Let (π, U) be a twisted covariant representation of (A, G, ρ, σ) on a Hilbert space H and suppose that π is faithful. Let V be a finite dimensional vector space; this space will play a role only after proposition 3.8. Combining with the left regular representation of the group, we get a new covariant representation (π̂, L̂) of (A, G, ρ, σ) on H ⊗ ℓ^2(G) ⊗ V as follows: � � � π̂(a)(ξ ⊗ δ_g ⊗ v) = π(a)ξ ⊗ δ_g ⊗ v L̂_h(ξ ⊗ δ_g ⊗ v) = U_hξ ⊗ δ_{hg} ⊗ v (3.7)

for a ∈ A, ξ ∈ H, v ∈ V and g, h ∈ G. It is immediate to check that (π̂, L̂) is twisted covariant. Consider now the unitary operator W : H ⊗ ℓ^2(G) ⊗ V → H ⊗ ℓ^2(G) ⊗ V defined by W (ξ ⊗ δ_g ⊗ v) = π � σ^∗_{g,g}−1 � U_gξ ⊗ δ_g ⊗ v. (3.8)

Recall the twisted covariant representation (~π, ~L) (equations (2.3)) whose integrated form is the left regular representation of A ⋊^{ρ,σ}_r G. We consider in the following the covariant couple (~π ⊗ Id, ~L ⊗ Id) on H ⊗ ℓ^2(G) ⊗ V . With a slight abuse of notation we continue to call it (~π, ~L).

Proposition 3.8. The operator W satisfies W ~π(a)W^∗ = π̂(a) and W ~L_hW^∗ = L̂_h. In other words (π̂, L̂) is unitarily equivalent to (~π, ~L). Since π is injective, the integrated form π̂ × L̂ descends to a representation of the reduced twisted crossed product.

Proof. The first equality is a straightforward computation:

W ~π(a)W^∗(ξ ⊗ δ_g ⊗ v) = π(σ^∗_{g,g}−1 ) � U_gπ(ρ_g−1 (a))U^∗_g � π(σ_{g,g}−1 )ξ ⊗ δ_g ⊗ v = π(ρ_{gg}−1 (a))ξ ⊗ δ_g ⊗ v = π(a)ξ ⊗ δ_g ⊗ v = π̂(a)(ξ ⊗ δ_g ⊗ v).

We prove the second one by showing that W ~L_h = L̂_hW . Thus

W ~L_h(ξ ⊗ δ_x ⊗ v) = π(σ^∗_{hx,x}−1_h−1 )U_{hx}π(σ_x−1_h−1_{,h})ξ ⊗ δ_{hx} ⊗ v and L̂_hW (ξ ⊗ δ_x ⊗ v) = U_hπ(σ^∗_{x,x−1} )U_xξ ⊗ δ_{hx} ⊗ v.

It is immediate to check that these two vectors are equal using the fact that (π, U) is a twisted covariant representation. Indeed for every x, y ∈ G we have π(σ_{x,y}) = U_xU_yU^∗_{xy}. In other words the two vectors are converted in quantities involving only the unitaries {U_g, U^∗_g }_{g∈G} and they coincide. The rest of the proof follows from the fact that ~π × ~L is the defining representation of the reduced crossed product. □

We pass now to describe spectral triples.

Definition 3.9. Let (A, G, ρ, σ) be a twisted dynamical system with A a unital C^∗-algebra. A spectral triple (A, H, D, π) on A is twisted G-equivariant or simply G-equivariant, if there exists a unitary map U : G → L(H) such that:

(1) (π, U) is a twisted covariant representation of (A, G, ρ, σ) on H. (2) The operators U_g leave the domain of D invariant for all g ∈ G. (3) The commutator [D, U_g] extends to a bounded operator on H for every g ∈ G.

Given an odd twisted equivariant spectral triple (A, H, D, π), and a proper translation bounded length function ℓ : G → B_h (V ), we can define a spectral triple on A ⋊^{ρ,σ}_r G as follows: the dense subalgebra is C_c(G, A), the Hilbert space is ~H = (H ⊗ ℓ^2(G) ⊗ V ) ⊕ (H ⊗ ℓ^2(G) ⊗ V ) and the representation is two copies of the integrated form of (3.7) after being extended trivially on the V factor. The Dirac operator is defined as in (3.4). To relate this construction to the triple defined in Subsection 3.2, we begin with the observation that the two representations supporting the triples are unitarily equivalent, the unitary being W := W ⊕ W with W taken from proposition 3.8. Now the same unitary conjugates ~D to an operator which on simple tensors operates as

W~DW^∗ � ξ ⊗ δ_g ⊗ v η ⊗ δ_h ⊗ w � = � π(σ^∗_{h,h}−1 )U_hDU^∗_h π(σ_{h,h}−1 )η ⊗ δ_h ⊗ w − iη ⊗ δ_h ⊗ ℓ(h)w π(σ^∗_{g,g}−1 )U_gDU^∗_g π(σ_{g,g}−1 )ξ ⊗ δ_g ⊗ v + iξ ⊗ δ_g ⊗ ℓ(g)v � . In particular, if [D, U_g] is uniformly bounded in g ∈ G, then the twisted action is automatically equicontinuous in the sense of (3.3). Furthermore, as U_hU_h−1 = π(σ_{h,h}−1 ) by definition, the family � [D, π(σ_{h,h}−1 )] � h∈G

is uniformly bounded and W~DW^∗ is a bounded perturbation of ~D. Therefore, the two operators lead to the same K-homology class. Analogous computations can be performed for the “even to odd case”.

Summing up: starting from an odd (twisted) equivariant spectral triple (A, H, D, π) with covariant representation (π, U) on H, we define a triple (C_c(G, A), ~H, ~D, π̂×L̂) on the twisted crossed product A ⋊^{ρ,σ}_r G. Here ~H := (H ⊗ ℓ^2(G) ⊗ V ) ⊕ (H ⊗ ℓ^2(G) ⊗ V ), the representation π̂ × L̂ : C_c(G, A) → B (~H ) is obtained by doubling the representation

π̂ × L̂(a_hδ_h)(ξ ⊗ δ_x ⊗ v) = π(a_h)U_hξ ⊗ δ_{hx} ⊗ v (3.9)

and the Dirac operator is:

~D = � 0 D ⊗ 1_ℓ2_{(G)} ⊗ 1_V − i1_H ⊗ M_ℓ D ⊗ 1_ℓ2_{(G)} ⊗ 1_V + i1_H ⊗ M_ℓ 0 � . (3.10)

If we instead, begin with an even equivariant spectral triple (A, H^+ ⊕ H^−, D) with represen-

tation π = � π^+ 0 0 π^− � and operator D = � 0 D^− D^+ 0 � , on the algebra A, we can, in a similar

way construct an odd spectral triple with Hilbert space ~H := (H^+ ⊗ ℓ^2(G) ⊗ V ) ⊕ (H^− ⊗ ℓ^2(G) ⊗ V ) carrying a representation obtained specializing formula (3.9) separately to the components π^± and operator

~D = � I_H+ ⊗ M_ℓ D^− ⊗ I_ℓ2_{(G)} ⊗ I_V D^+ ⊗ I_ℓ2_{(G)} ⊗ I_V −I_H− ⊗ M_ℓ � . (3.11)

At the end of this section we show that in the equivariant case, the constructed spectral triple can be understood as the restriction of an exterior product of spectral triples.

Let us specify what we mean by restriction for spectral triples: fix a spectral triple (A, H, D) on the unital C^∗–algebra A; let (B, B) be a pair consisting of a unital C^∗-algebra B with a fixed dense ∗-subalgebra B. Here B is though as being the smooth subalgebra of B, for if we have a unital ∗-homomorphism g : B → A mapping B to A we say that g is smooth. In this situation, composing the representation of A with g we obtain a spectral triple (B, H, D).

Definition 3.10. We call the spectral triple (B, H, D) the pullback spectral triple of (A, H, D) under g. If g is a unital inclusion we say that the obtained spectral triple is the restriction of (A, H, D).

We pass now to the construction of a morphism:

ϕ^r_A : A ⋊^{ρ,σ}_r G −→ A ⋊^{ρ,σ} G ⊗ C^∗_r (G)

such that ϕ^r_A(aδ_g) = aδ_g ⊗ δ_g (minimal tensor product). This map is the twisted version of the one used in [3, 16]. Integrating (π, U) defines a non degenerate representation π × U : A ⋊^{ρ,σ} G −→ B (H). Let B ⊂ B (H) be the (separable) C^∗-algebra image of π × U. We get a non degenerate morphism

ψ_A : A ⋊^{ρ,σ}_r G −→ B ⊗ C^∗_r (G)

(again with respect to the minimal tensor product). The analytical details will be included in the proof of the next proposition. The algebra B carries a spectral triple (B, H, D) with the same D as A and smooth algebra B given by finite sums � g∈G a_gU_g with a_g ∈ A; on the other hand, we consider on C^∗_r (G) the spectral triple (C_c(G), ℓ^2(G) ⊗ V, M_{ℓ,}λ) constructed with the length function and regular representation.

Proposition 3.11. The spectral triple (C_c(G, A), ~H, ~D, π̂ ⋊ L̂) resulting from the equivariant construction is the restriction via ψ_A of the product of the triples (B, H, D) and (C_c(G), ℓ^2(G) ⊗ V, M_{ℓ,}λ).

Proof. We begin by constructing a morphism ϕ^{max}_A : A ⋊^{ρ,σ} G → A ⋊^{ρ,σ} G ⊗ C^∗_r (G) (minimal tensor product). This one exists because it is the integrated form of a covariant couple with values in A ⋊^{ρ,σ} G ⊗ C^∗_r (G); precisely the couple (j_A, j_G) with

j_A : A −→ A ⋊^{ρ,σ} G ⊗ C^∗_r (G),

a −→ a ⊗ 1 j_G : G −→ U(A ⋊^{ρ,σ} G ⊗ C^∗_r (G)), g −→ δ_g ⊗ δ_g.

Indeed we have presented the universal property of the twisted crossed product with respect to covariant representations on Hilbert spaces but we may also use covariant couples with values in the multipliers of any C^∗-algebra using Hilbert modules^2. To see that ϕ^{max}_A descends to the reduced crossed product, we adapt the argument in [3]. Fix a faithful representation μ : A ⋊^{ρ,σ} G → B (H_μ ) and combine it with the left regular representation λ to obtain a faithful representation μ ⊗ λ of A ⋊^{ρ,σ} G ⊗ C^∗_r (G) on H_μ ⊗ ℓ^2(G). Then μ corresponds to a covariant representation (π^μ, U^μ) on H_μ and (μ ⊗ λ) ∘ ϕ^{max}_A corresponds to the covariant representation (π^μ ⊗ Id_ℓ2_{(G)} , U^μ ⊗ λ_g). On the other hand, we consider the reduced crossed product as being defined by the covariant representation induced by π^μ and we call this couple (π^μ, L^μ). By (2.3) we have

π^μ(a)(ξ ⊗ δ_x) = π^μ(ρ_x−1 (a))ξ ⊗ δ_x, L^μ_x(ξ ⊗ δ_y) = π^μ(σ_y−1_x−1_{,x})ξ ⊗ δ_{xy}.

We are precisely in the context of proposition 3.8. The unitary

Θ : H_μ ⊗ ℓ^2(G) −→ H_μ ⊗ ℓ^2(G) ξ ⊗ δ_g −→ π^μ(σ^∗_{g,g}−1 )U^μ_g ξ ⊗ δ_g

satisfies Θ π^μ Θ^∗ = π^μ ⊗ Id_ℓ2_{(G)} and Θ L^μ_g Θ^∗ = U^μ_g ⊗ λ_g, so that Θ (π^μ × L^μ) Θ^∗ = (μ ⊗ λ) ∘ ϕ^{max}_A . This means that the representation (μ ⊗ λ) ∘ ϕ^{max}_A is unitarily equivalent to the left regular one. It follows that ϕ^{max}_A descends to an injection ϕ^r_A : A ⋊^{ρ,σ}_r G → A ⋊^{ρ,σ} G ⊗ C^∗_r (G) defined on the reduced crossed product. Note that the operator D on H is a Dirac operator for a spectral triple (B, H, D) thanks to the equivariance property of the starting triple making all the commutators [a_gU_g, D] bounded. To conclude the proof, consider the exterior product (see Appendix B) of the spectral triples (B, H, D) and (C_c(G), ℓ^2(G) ⊗ V, M_ℓ, λ). By construction this is the spectral triple on the algebra B⊗C_c(G) ⊂ B⊗C^∗_r G represented on the Hilbert space ~H = (H⊗ℓ^2(G)⊗V )⊕(H⊗ℓ^2(G)⊗V ) via ~Π : B ⊗ C^∗_r (G) −→ B (~H ) such that

~Π((π × U)(a_hδ_h) ⊗ δ_h) = (π(a_h)U_h ⊗ λ_h ⊗ 1_V ) ⊕ (π(a_h)U_h ⊗ λ_h ⊗ 1_V ) (3.12)

2In practice we can just represent faithfully A ⋊^{ρ,σ} G ⊗ C^∗_r (G) on a Hilbert space to make the construction rest on the Hilbert space based definition

on B⊗C_c(G), and Dirac operator which is exactly the Dirac operator (3.10) in the equivariant construction. Formula (3.12) implies that the diagram

A ⋊^{ρ,σ}_r G^{ψA} //

^π×^L &&MM MMM MMM MM B ⊗ C^∗_r G

~_Π fflffl B (~H )

commutes so that the representation in the exterior product restricts under ψ_A to the representation in the equivariant construction. Having already observed that the formulas for the Dirac operator in the equivariant construction and the one in the exterior product coincide, the result follows. □

4. Regularity of the Equivariant Construction

In the equivariant case, by proposition 3.11 the spectral triple is a restriction of an exterior product. This fact can be useful to prove additional properties such as the regularity. Basic definitions and informations about regularity of spectral triples are contained in the Appendix B. Here, before proving the regularity of the equivariant triple, we discuss in which sense the regularity property is well behaved with respect to pullback (then also with respect to restrictions), together with some facts about the regularity of spectral triples associated to group algebras. We begin with the following obvious observation.

Proposition 4.1. The pullback of a regular spectral triple, in the sense of definition 3.10 is regular.

Proof. In the context of definition 3.10, let (B, H, D) be the pullback of a regular spectral triple (A, H, D). Then (B, H, D) is regular if and only if both (π ∘ g)(B) and [|D|, (π ∘ g)(B)] are contained in the domain Dom^∞(δ) (see B). But this is clear because g(B) ⊂ A. □

Let us pass now to discuss the regularity property of the spectral triples on group algebras constructed with matrix valued length functions.

Example 4.2. Consider the spectral triple (C G, ℓ^2 (G) ⊗ V, M_ℓ). In this case the operator |M_ℓ| is the (self-adjoint extension of the) multiplication operator by h → |ℓ(h)|. Given δ_h ⊗ v ∈ ℓ^2(G) ⊗ V we have

[|M_ℓ| , λ_g](δ_h ⊗ v) = |M_ℓ| (δ_{gh} ⊗ v) − λ_gδ_h ⊗ |ℓ(h)| v = δ_{gh} ⊗ (|ℓ(gh)| − |ℓ(h)|) v.

(4.1)

It is known that for any couple of square matrices S, T we have

‖|S| − |T |‖ ≤ C ‖S − T ‖ (4.2)

for a suitable constant C which does not depend on S, T but depends on the dimension of the vector space V (see [31, Corollary 14]) and this is C = 1 for dim V = 1 and proportional to log(dim V ) for dim V ≥ 2. This proves that the commutator [|M_ℓ| , λ_g] is bounded for any g ∈ G. This property, weaker than the regularity, is called Lipschitz regularity. The triple (C G, ℓ^2 (G) ⊗ V, M_ℓ) is Lipschitz regular for every translation bounded length function ℓ: G → B_h (V ).

In general, the left regular representation λ_g does not lie in the domain of the derivation δ^k for k ≥ 2 as the elements |ℓ(h)| do not commute with each other. If this is the case, then

δ^k(λ_g)(δ_h ⊗ v) = δ_{gh} ⊗ (|ℓ(gh)| − |ℓ(h)|)^k v and this is bounded by (4.2). Understanding when the commutator [M_ℓ, λ_g] lies in the domain of δ^k for any k ≥ 1 leads to a similar problem: for δ_h ⊗ v ∈ ℓ^2(G) ⊗ V we have δ([M_ℓ, λ_g])(δ_h ⊗ v) = |M_ℓ| δ_{gh} ⊗ (ℓ(gh) − ℓ(h)) v − [M_ℓ, λ_g] |M_ℓ| (δ_h ⊗ v) = δ_{gh} ⊗ [|ℓ(gh)| (ℓ(gh) − ℓ(h)) − (ℓ(gh) − ℓ(h)) |ℓ(h)|] v which is in general not bounded. However if we make the technical assumptions [ℓ(g), |ℓ(h)|] = 0, ∀g, h ∈ G (4.3) then δ^k([M_ℓ, λ_g]) = δ_{gh} ⊗ (|ℓ(gh)| − |ℓ(h)|)^k (ℓ(gh) − ℓ(h))v which is bounded by (4.2). This discussion can be summarized in the following result: Proposition 4.3. If the length function ℓ satisfies (4.3) the spectral triple (C G, ℓ^2 (G) ⊗ V, M_ℓ) is regular.

Remark 4.4. (a) Note that the hypothesis in proposition 4.3 is satisfied whenever ℓ is a Clifford length function.

(b) Estimate (4.2) is true only for operators on finite dimensional vector spaces (see [30]); this constitutes a serious obstruction to the generalization of the previous result to length functions with values in B_h (H) for H infinite-dimensional Hilbert space. 4.1. Regularity for the Equivariant Triple. In this subsection we discuss the regularity of the triple (C_c(G, A), ~H, ~D, π̂ × L̂) on A ⋊^{ρ,σ}_r G defined in 3.3. We adopt the notations of section 3.3. Recall in particular the spectral triples (B, H, D) and (C_c(G), ℓ^2(G) ⊗ V, M_{ℓ,}λ) (4.4) where B is the algebra of finite sums � g∈G a_gU_g with a_g ∈ A. The completion of B is the algebra B ⊂ B (H) image of the full crossed product by the integrated form of the covariant representation (π, U). By proposition 3.11 the equivariant triple is the restriction of the product of the triples (4.4). Since the notion of regularity is well behaved with respect to the operation of restriction, identifying sufficient conditions for the regularity of the two factor triples will give sufficient conditions for the regularity of our triple.

Theorem 4.5. Let (A, H, D, π, U) be a G-equivariant odd spectral triple over a unital C^∗- algebra A and ℓ : G → B_h (V ) a proper translation bounded length function.

(1). If the spectral triples (B, H, D) and (C_c(G), ℓ^2(G) ⊗ V, M_ℓ) are regular, then the triple (C_c(G, A), ~H, ~D, π̂ ⋊ L̂) on A ⋊^{ρ,σ}_r G of the equivariant construction is regular.

(2). Let (A, H, D) be regular and let the group act by order zero operators, i.e. U_g ∈ Op^0(Δ) for every g ∈ G (the Laplacian being relative to D on H). Assume further that • [D, U_g] ∈ Op^0(Δ) for every g ∈ G,

• for every integer k and g ∈ G:

[Δ, [Δ, [Δ, . . . [Δ

� � �

k times

, U_g] ] ] ∈ Op^k(Δ) and [Δ, [Δ, [Δ . . .

� � �

k times

, [D, U_g] ] ] ∈ Op^k(Δ). (4.5)

Then the triple (B, H, D) is regular.

(3) the converse of point (2) holds. If (B, H, D) is regular then (A, H, D) is regular and the group action satisfies: U_g ∈ Op^0(Δ), [D, U_g] ∈ Op^0(Δ) and (4.5) for every integer k.

Proof. The first statement is clear by proposition 4.1. Concerning the second one, assume that the triple on A is regular and denote with E_A its canonical algebra of GDO. Assuming U_g of order zero implies that BW^∞ ⊂ W^∞ and we can construct the canonical algebra of operators relative to B as explained right before theorem B.10. We call it E_B. Now the remaining assumptions imply that E_B ⊃ E_A is the canonical algebra of GDO that, according to Higson’s theorem B.10 witnesses that the triple over B is regular.

Let’s discuss point (3). For every covariant representation U_e = Id so that we have an inclusion A ⊂ B and the triple on A is the restriction of the one on B. It follows that (A, H, D) is regular. Moreover since A is unital we get all the stated conditions on the U_g’s just by direct examination of its canonical GDO algebra. □

Example 4.6. Let Γ be a discrete group of diffeomorphisms of a smooth (compact) manifold preserving a triangular structure in the sense of [14, Section 2]. Then the spectral triple constructed by Connes and Moscovici satisfies the assumptions in (2) of the above theorem because in their case any U_g and any [D, U_g] belong to Dom^∞(δ) (see [14, Theorem 1.1]).

Let us now briefly discuss the nature of the condition [D, U_g] ∈ Op^0(Δ) of point (2) in theorem 4.5 in the manifold case. Intuitively, it says that the group is acting in an isometric fashion. Indeed, if we consider the case of an odd Spin manifold, we can show the following fact, which is certainly well known, but it is proved here for completeness.

Proposition 4.7. Let M be a spin (Riemannian) compact odd dimensional manifold with spinor bundle S and let U : M → M be a diffeomorphism that is covered by a fibrewise linear map ~U : S → S which is unitary on the fibers. This means that we have a commutative diagram S ~_U //

fflffl S fflffl M^U // M.

Let U : Γ(M, S) −→ Γ(M, S) be the induced operator on sections:

(Us)(x) := ( ~U_x)^∗s(U(x))

for s ∈ Γ(M, S) and x ∈ M. Denote with D the Dirac operator associated to M. We have U ∈ Op^0(Δ) and it follows that [D, U] ∈ Op^0(Δ) if and only if U is an isometry.

Proof. Since M is compact, U is order zero (it does not involve derivatives) and invertible. It follows that [D, U] is order zero if and only if the operator A := U^∗[D, U] = U^∗DU − D is order zero. Though U is not a differential operator (it is non local), the operator A is a differential operator of order no more than one so it will be order zero if and only if its principal symbol (of order one) vanishes. More precisely let’s check that U^∗DU is differential of order one. Following [18], we show that for every fixed section s ∈ Γ(M, S) and φ ∈ Γ(M, S^∗) the operator

C^∞(M) ∋ f −→ φ(U^∗DU(fs)) ∈ C^∞(M)

is a differential operator. Since U(fs) = (f ∘ U)Us, we can compute

φ(U^∗DU(fs)) = φ(U^∗c(d(f ∘ U))Us) + φ(fU^∗DUs). (4.6)

Here for a function f we denote with c(df) the corresponding Clifford multiplication; indeed we have used the property of the Dirac operator: D(fs) = c(df)s + fDs.

From Equation (4.6) we have that [A, f] is C^∞(M)-linear and so A is a differential operator. The same equation can be used to compute the principal symbol of A: let s be a section of the spinor bundle and fix a point x = U(y) ∈ M. Then

σ^1(A)(d_xf)s_x = i[A, f]s � � �_x = iU^∗c(d(f ∘ U))Us − ic(df)s � � �_x

= i ~U_y c(d_yU^t(d_xf)) ( ~U_y)^∗s_x − ic(d_xf)s_x.

The thesis follows quickly because this is zero if and only if we have a commutative diagram

S_y

c_y(d_y U^t (d_xf)) fflffl

~_{Uy}

// S_{U(y)}

c(d_xf) fflffl S_y

~_{Uy}

// S_{U(y)}

(4.7)

for d_yU^t the transpose of dU. Let us now show that this means that dU^t is unitary: given a function f such that ‖df‖ = 1, we have that the linear map c(df) is unitary. Since ~U is an isometry, we deduce that c_y(d_yU^t (d_xf)) is an isometry so that ‖d_yU^t (d_xf)‖ = 1. Then dU^t preserves the norms. □

5. Finite Group Actions and Noncommutative Coverings

In this section we introduce regular noncommutative finite coverings with abelian structure group and we show that they are isomorphic to twisted crossed products with respect to the dual group, a result that apparently appeared in [44] for the first time. We also discuss in detail the meaning of the notion that was called regularity in [1] by comparing it with the familiar one of a free action. We refer to [37] and [39] for further properties of group actions on C^∗-algebras.

In this section we shall always consider the action of a finite abelian group G on the C^∗-algebra B with fixed point algebra B^G.

Definition 5.1. A finite (noncommutative) covering with abelian group is an inclusion of unital C^∗-algebras A ⊂ B together with an action of a finite abelian group G on B such that A = B^G. We say that B is a covering of A with deck transformation group given by G and denote this structure by G ↷ B ⊃ A.

For a finite noncommutative covering, the G-action (denoted by g · b = γ_g(b)) decomposes B in its closed spectral subspaces B_k := {b ∈ B s.t. γ_g(b) = ⟨k, g⟩b ∀g ∈ G}, k ∈ ^G

where ^G is the Pontryagin dual group of G. Every B_k is a Hilbert bimodule over A with scalar right product ⟨b_1, b_2⟩ := b^∗_1b_2. and left product ⟨b_1, b_2⟩ := b_1b^∗_2. Notice that the induced norm on every B_k coincides with the norm of B so that every spectral subspace is complete from the beginning. The following relations hold (cf. e.g. [1]).

Proposition 5.2. With the above notation we have that:

(1) B_hB_k ⊂ B_{h+k}.

(2) if b_k ∈ B_k is invertible, then b^{−1}_k ∈ B_{−k}. Moreover b^∗_k ∈ B_{−k} for every b_k ∈ B_k. (3) Each b ∈ B may be written as � k∈ ^_G b^k with b^k ∈ B^k.

Let us now consider the ordinary crossed product B ⋊ G. We can construct a canonical B ⋊ G − A - Hilbert bimodule_{B⋊G} E_A in the following way: consider B endowed with • left action b_gδ_g · x := b_gγ_g(x) and left inner product

B⋊G⟨b_1, b_2⟩ := � g∈G b_1γ_g(b^∗_2)δ_g,

• right action b · a := ba and right inner product

⟨b_1, b_2⟩_A := 1 |G| � g∈G γ_g(b^∗_1b_2).

Then_{B⋊G} E_A is the bimodule obtained by completing B in the usual way. It turns out that_{B⋊G} E_A is almost a Morita equivalence bimodule for it may lack the fullness of the left product_{B⋊G} ⟨·, ·⟩.

Definition 5.3. The group action is free or equivalently saturated, as called by Rieffel (see [38, theorem 1.5 and definition 1.6] and [36]), when_{B⋊G} E_A is a Morita equivalence bimodule.

When B = C(X) with X Hausdorff and compact a theorem of Rieffel (see [36] proposition 7.1.12 and theorem 7.2.6) shows that the action γ : G → Aut(C(X)) is free if and only if the corresponding action X ↶ G is free in the familiar sense.

Definition 5.4. The canonical map can : B ⊙ B → B ⊗ C(G) defined on the algebraic tensor product is the B − A-module map given by can(x ⊙ y) := � g∈G xγ_g(y) ⊗ δ_g. (5.1)

We say that the G-action satisfies the Elwood condition if the map can has dense range in B ⊗ C(G) with respect to the tensor product C^∗-norm.

Theorem 5.5 (see [37, 39]). Let G ↷ B ⊃ A be a finite covering with abelian group. The following conditions are equivalent

(1) The action is free.

(2) The action satisfies the Elwood condition.

(3) Every spectral subspace B_k for k ∈ ^G is a A − A Morita equivalence bimodule.

(4) The multiplication map induces an isomorphism B_{−k} ⊗_A B_k ∼= A of Hilbert A − Amodules for every k ∈ ^G. Here B_{−k} ⊗_A B_k is the balanced tensor product and the image of the multiplication map from B_{−k} ⊗_A B_k coincides with B_{−k}B_k, the closure in B of the linear span of all the products b_1b_2 with b_1 ∈ B_{−k} and b_2 ∈ B_k.

Moreover if the action is free any B_k is finitely generated and projective as a right A-module.

We say that an element x in a right A-module X is a generator if X = {xa, a ∈ A}. Analogously, an element x in a left A-module X is a generator if X = {ax, a ∈ A}.

Lemma 5.6. Let A, B and G as above. Then

(1) If the action is free and, for any k ∈ ^G, B_k has a generator μ_k as a right A-module, then any μ_k has a right-inverse in B_{−k}.

(2) If the action is free and, for any k ∈ ^G, B_k has a generator μ_k as a left A-module, then any μ_k has a left-inverse in B_{−k}.

Proof. (1): Since μ_k is a generator for B_k as a right A-module, any element in B_{−k} ⊗_A B_k has a representative in B_{−k} ⊗ B_k of the form μ_{−k} ⊗ μ_kc, c ∈ A, even though c is not unique in principle. Since p : μ_{−k} ⊗ μ_kc → μ_{−k}μ_kc is surjective, there exists c ∈ A such that μ_{−k}μ_kc = 1, namely μ_kc ∈ B_k is a right inverse of μ_{−k}. This shows that each μ_k has a right-inverse in B_{−k}. (2): This is similar to (1). □

The following Lemma is probably well-known, we include the proof for the sake of completeness.

Lemma 5.7. Let C be a C^∗-algebra, c ∈ C a left-invertible element. Then c has a polar decomposition c = vh with v, h ∈ C, h an invertible positive element and v isometric.

Proof. Let us identify C with an algebra of operators acting on a Hilbert space H, and let c = vh be the polar decomposition in B(H). Since c has a left inverse, it is injective, hence v is an isometry. If b ∈ C is a left inverse, then bvh = I, hence h has a left inverse. Being self-adjoint, it is indeed invertible, therefore v = ch^{−1} is in C □

Theorem 5.8. The following are equivalent:

(1) For any k ∈ ^G, B_k contains an element which is unitary in B. (2) For any k ∈ ^G, B_k contains an element which is invertible in B. (3) For any k ∈ ^G, B_k is a free, rank-1, right A-module. (4) For any k ∈ ^G, B_k is a free, rank-1, left A-module.

(5) For any k ∈ ^G, B_k contains an element which is a generator both as a right and left A-module, and the action is free.

Proof. (1) ⇒ (2) is obvious.

(2) ⇒ (3): the map a ∈ A → μ_ka ∈ B_k is a right A-module isomorphism. As for the freeness, we have to show that, for any k ∈ ^G, the A-bimodule map p : B_{−k} ⊗_A B_k → A b_{−k} ⊗ b_k → b_{−k}b_k is a bijection. Such a map is always injective so we just have to prove surjectivity. Setting a = μ^{−1}_k μ^{−1}_{−k}, we have a ∈ A and p(μ_{−k} ⊗ μ_ka) = 1, which implies that p is surjective. (3) ⇒ (1): if Φ : A → B_k is a right A-module isomorphism, namely Φ(a_1)a_2 = Φ(a_1a_2), μ_k := Φ(1) is clearly a generator of B_k as a right A-module. Then, according to Lemma 5.6, μ_k has a right-inverse, hence μ^∗_k has a left inverse in B_k and, by Lemma 5.7, μ_k = hv^∗ with v, h ∈ B, v isometric and h invertible. Indeed, h ∈ A and v^∗_k ∈ B_k. We observe that I − vv^∗ is in A, and Φ(I − vv^∗) = μ_k(I − vv^∗) = hv^∗(I − vv^∗) = 0. Since Φ is an A-module isomorphism, we get I − vv^∗ = 0, namely v and v^∗ are unitary. By the arguments above, (3) ⇔ (4) and (2) ⇒ (5) are obvious.

(5) ⇒ (2): Let μ_k ∈ B_k be a generator of B_k both as a right and left A-module. By Lemma 5.6, μ_k has a right-inverse and a left-inverse, namely it is invertible. □

Definition 5.9. We say that the finite covering G ↷ B ⊃ A is rank-1 regular if one of the equivalent conditions of theorem 5.8 is satisfied. In this case, the action is said to be rank-1 free. Any map μ : ^G −→ U(B) with μ_j ∈ B_j and μ_e = I is called a frame.

Remark 5.10.

(i) Condition (1) in theorem 5.8 has been called regularity in [1] and it has been proved to imply freeness by making use of the Elwood condition.

(ii) Rank-1 freeness also implies that the action is faithful. Indeed, if there exists a nontrivial g ∈ G acting trivially, we may find k ∈ ^G such that ⟨k, g⟩ ≠ 1. Therefore the equation γ_g(b) = ⟨k, g⟩b is satisfied only for b = 0 and B_k does not contain any invertible element. (iii) As μ_k ∈ B_k, we have that μ_kAμ^∗_k = A for any k ∈ ^G.

Example 5.11. Let G be a finite abelian group and A a unital C^∗-algebra. Suppose that ^G has a twisted action (ρ, σ) on A. Then the twisted crossed product B := A ⋊^{ρ,σ} ^G, which contains A in the obvious way, is a rank-1 free noncommutative covering with deck transformation group G. It is clear in fact that the fixed point algebra of B under the (bi)dual action U_x(a_j δ_j) = ⟨j, x⟩a_j δ_j of G for x ∈ G and j ∈ ^G is precisely A. Moreover the spectral subspaces are B_k = Aδ_{−k} = δ_kA for every k ∈ ^G (of course every δ_k is unitary). �

In general, the rank-1 regularity assumption is not always satisfied as shown by [1, Example 1.7]. We give below another counterexample, showing in particular that the properties in Lemma 5.6 do not imply rank-1 regularity. This is, of course, a purely noncommutative phenomenon. Later we shall give also an example of a commutative covering with free action which is not rank-1 regular.

Example 5.12. We consider here a free Z_2-action on the Toeplitz algebra T such that the spectral subspace B_− has a generator as a right A-module, but contains no invertible elements. Standard references for the basic properties of the Toeplitz algebra are [17] and [4]. Let us define the self-adjont unitary operator u on the Hardy space H^2 that, on the orthonormal basis z^n, n ≥ 0, acts as uz^n = (−1)^nz^n, and denote by σ the action on T given by σ(b) = ubu. This defines a Z_2-action on T. Denoting by T_f the Toeplitz operator associated with the function f ∈ C(T, C ), we get σ(T_z) = −T_z therefore, by known properties of Toeplitz operators, σ(T_zn ) = (−1)^nT_zn for any n ∈ Z. Setting (s(f))(z) = f(−z) for any function in C(T, C ), we deduce σ(T_f ) = T_{s(f)}. Now if b ∈ B_+, b = T_f + K with K a compact operator, we have b = σ(b) = σ(T_f ) + uKu = T_{s(f)} + uKu. By the uniqueness of the decomposition, we obtain σ(T_f ) = T_f . An analogous result holds for b ∈ B_−. Moreover, since T_z is an isometry, any element in b ∈ B_− can be written as (bT^∗_z )T_z with bT^∗_z ∈ B_+, namely T_z generates B_− as a left A-module. Analogously, T^∗_z generates B_− as a right A-module.

We now prove that, for any Fredholm, Toeplitz operator T_f ∈ B_+, Ind(T_f ) is even, and, for any Fredholm, Toeplitz operator T_f ∈ B_−, Ind(T_f ) is odd. Indeed, σ(T_f ) = T_f implies s(f) = f. As a consequence, setting φ(t) = f(e^{it}), we have φ(t+π) = φ(t), namely φ follows the same path twice, hence f has an even winding number and T_f has an even index. If σ(T_f ) = −T_f then T_f = T^∗_z T_{zf} with s(zf) = zf, hence Ind(T_f ) = Ind(T^∗_z ) + Ind(T_{zf} ) is odd. Finally, if b = T_f + K is invertible, it is Fredholm with index 0, hence T_f has index zero, which imply that b ∉ B_−.

As for the freeness of the action, we observe that, for any b ∈ B_+, a = T^2_z b is in B_+, hence p(T^∗_z ⊗ T^∗_z a) = b, that is p is surjective �

Let’s examine the commutative case. We consider a compact space X with right action X ↶ G and quotient Y = X/G. The induced action on the functions corresponds to

(γ_gf)(x) = f(x · g),

for g ∈ G and f ∈ C(X), and the spectral subspaces read as

C(X)_j = {f ∈ C(X) : γ_g(f) = ⟨j, g⟩f}, j ∈ ^G.

Recall that a covering of topological space is regular when its group of automorphisms acts transitively on every fiber. To help the comparison with the algebraic case, we shall call it topologically regular. Assume that X is Hausdorff, connected and locally path connected, then the G action is free if and only if X → Y is topologically regular with G being its group of automorphisms. Indeed if the action is free, the Hausdorff assumption combined with the finiteness of G implies that the action is a covering space action and we may apply a standard result in basic topology (see for instance the Covering Space Quotient Theorem 12.14 in [32]).

In this case, i.e when X → Y is topologically regular we can identify C(X)_j with the C(Y )-module of sections of a unitary complex line bundle V_j → Y associated to the character j : G → U(1). The total space of V_j is the quotient space (X × C )/G with respect the the right diagonal action (x, z) · g := (x · g, ⟨j, g⟩ z) and the canonical identification

C(X)_j ∼= Γ(Y, V_j),

associates to the equivariant function f : X → C the section F : Y → V_j defined by F ([x]) = [x, f(x)] for every [x] ∈ Y . The following facts are well known but it is interesting to specialize them to the rank-1 case.

Proposition 5.13. Let X be compact Hausdorff, connected and locally path connected. Then the covering C(Y ) ⊂ C(X) ↶ G is rank-1 regular if and only if it is topologically regular and all the associated bundles V_j are trivial: V_j ≃ Y × C (the isomorphism is not required to preserve the flat structure).

If all the spaces are reasonably good (say CW -complexes) then the triviality of the associated bundles is equivalent to the vanishing of the first Chern class [c_1(V_j )] ∈ H^2(Y ; Z).

Proof. Assume first that we have a rank-1 regular covering with invertibles μ_j , j = 1, ..., n. To prove that the covering is topologically regular we just have to prove that the action is free in the topological sense. This is immediate because x · g = x implies

⟨j, g⟩μ_j(x) = (γ_gμ_j)(x) = μ_j(x · g) = μ_j(x) for every j. This is impossible unless g = e. The viceversa is clear once we observe that the topologically regular assumption makes the construction of the vector bundles V_j possible. Any invertible μ_j corresponds to a trivialization. About Chern classes we refer to [27]. □

Notice that if X and Y are manifolds, by Chern-Weil theory since our bundles are flat, the real Chern classes [c_1(V_j)] ∈ H^2(Y ; R) vanish for every j ∈ ^G. In particular the integer classes [c_1(V_j )] ∈ H^2(Y ; Z) are torsion classes. It follows that if H^2(Y ; Z) is torsion free then the regularity assumption (5.9) is satisfied. In general this is not the case as shown by the following example from [29].

Example 5.14. Let Z_2 act on the 2-sphere as the universal covering of the projective space P^2(R). Then the character j : Z_2 → SO(2) mapping the generator to the antipodal produces a flat SO(2)-bundle V_j which is non trivial because its Euler class generates H^∗(P^2(R); Z). Notice that under the isomorphism SO(2) ∼= U(1) we see that V_j has a natural complex structure. In this way the first Chern class corresponds to the Euler class. �

In example 5.11 we have shown that A ⊆ A ⋊^{ρ,σ} ^G is a rank-1 regular finite noncommutative covering. The converse holds true: any finite rank-1 regular covering is a twisted crossed product. This was proved by Wagner in [44], Appendix A, with a slightly different terminology.

Theorem 5.15. Let G ↷ B ⊃ A be a finite rank-1 regular noncommutative covering with G abelian. Any frame μ : ^G −→ U(B) determines a twisting pair (ρ, σ) by

ρ_j (a) = μ_jaμ^∗_j , and σ_{j,k} = μ_jμ_k μ^∗_{j+k}, j, k ∈ ^G

together with an isomorphism Φ : A ⋊^{ρ,σ} ^G → B which on the generators is given by Φ(a_j δ_j) = a_j μ_j.

This isomorphism is equivariant with respect to the natural (dual) action of G on A ⋊^{ρ,σ} ^G.

Proof. It is straightforward to check that (ρ, σ) is a twisting pair. Moreover since the group is finite we don’t have to worry about completions and the maximal reduced crossed product coincides with the reduced one. Let’s check that Φ is a morphism of C^∗-algebras. Then it will be invertible thanks to the rank-1 regular property with Φ^{−1}(b) given by writing b = � k∈ ^_G b^kμ^k. We have

Φ(a_j δ_j ⋆ b_kδ_k) = Φ(a_j ρ_j(b_k)σ_{j,k}δ_{j+k}) = a_j (μ_jb_kμ^∗_j )(μ_jμ_k μ^∗_{j+k})μ_{j+k} = Φ(a_j μ_j)Φ(b_kμ_k) and Φ((a_j δ_j )^∗) = Φ(σ^∗_{−j,j} ρ_{−j}(a^∗_j )δ_{−j} ) = μ_eμ^∗_j μ^∗_{−j} (μ_{−j}a^∗_j μ^∗_{−j})μ_{−j} = μ^∗_j a^∗_j = Φ(a_j δ_j)^∗.

Concerning the statement about the equivariance, this follows from Φ(γ_g(a_jδ_j )) = Φ(⟨j, g⟩a_jδ_j ) = ⟨j, g⟩a_jμ_j = γ_g(a_j μ_j) = γ_g(Φ(a_j δ_j)).

Here we denote with γ_g both the actions. □

Remark 5.16. Following [8], let B( ^G, A) be the group of all the maps p : ^G → U(A) satisfying p(e) = 1. There is a natural action of B( ^G, A) on the set of twisting pairs, where p ∈ B( ^G, A) acts on (ρ, σ) by p · (ρ, σ) := (ρ^p, σ^p), with ρ^p_j = Ad_{p(j)} ∘ρ_j , and σ^p_{j,k} = p(j)ρ_x(p(k))σ_{j,k}p(j + k)^∗, for j, k ∈ G. The isomorphism class of A ⋊^{ρ,σ} ^G only depends on the orbit of the twisting pair under the above B( ^G, A)-action. We see that any two frames give rise to twisting pairs in the same cohomology class i.e. in the same orbit. Indeed, if μ, μ^′ : ^G → B are frames with corresponding twisting pairs (ρ, σ) and (ρ^′, σ^′), then putting p(j) := μ^{′∗}_j μ_j for j ∈ ^G, we find (ρ^′, σ^′) = p · (ρ, σ).

6. A covering of the quantum 2-torus

Let θ be an irrational number so that the (skew adjoint) matrix Θ := � 0 θ −θ 0 � defines

the skew bicharacter

σ_Θ : (x, y) ∈ Z^2 × Z^2 −→ exp(−πi⟨x, Θy⟩) = e^{iπθ(x2y1−x1y2)} ∈ U(1).

This is a cocycle for a twisted action (Id, σ) on C giving rise to the quantum 2 torus

A^2_θ = C ⋊^σ Z^2.

In particular this is the universal C^∗ algebra generated by unitaries U and V satisfying the commutation relation V U = e^{2πiθ}UV . We set W_x := e^{πiθx1x2} U^{x1} V^{x2} , for any x ∈ Z^2, so that, for any y ∈ Z^2, we get W^∗_x = W_{−x}, W_xW_y = σ_Θ(x, y)W_{x+y}.

We denote by B the C^∗-algebra generated by {W_x : x ∈ Z^2}, and recall the construction of its unique trace. Let S(Z^2) := {α ∈ ℓ^∞(Z^2) : sup_{r∈Z}2(1 + r^2_1 + r^2 )^k|α_r|^2 < ∞, ∀k ∈ N}, and T_B := { � r∈Z^2 αrWr : {αr}r∈Z^2 ∈ S(Z

2)}, which is a dense ∗-subalgebra of B (called the smooth noncommutative torus), and set, for any � r∈Z^2 αrWr ∈ TB , τB ( � r∈Z^2 αrWr) := α00.

This extends to a tracial state on B.

We denote with L^2(B, τ_B ) the Hilbert space of the GNS representation of τ_B , and with ι_B : B → L^2(B, τ_B ) the canonical immersion.

Then {ι_B (W_x) : x ∈ Z^2} is an orthonormal basis of L^2(B, τ_B ), and, for any α ∈ S(Z^2), we get ‖ � r∈Z^2 αrιB (Wr)‖ 2 L^2(B,τ_B ) = � r∈Z^2 |αr| 2. Let us introduce a finite abelian group of automorphisms of B. Let M ∈ M_2(Z), det M > 1, and set ^M := (M^{−1})^T . For any t, x ∈ Z^2, set ~γ_t(W_x) := e^{2πi⟨M −1t,x⟩}W_x = e^{2πi⟨t,} ^^{M x⟩}W_x, which extends to an automorphism of B. If t = Mt^′, t^′ ∈ Z^2, then ~γ_{Mt}′ (W_x) = e^{2πi⟨t′,x⟩}W_x = W_x, so that ~γ descends to an action of G := Z^2/MZ^2, given by γ_g := ~γ_t, ∀t ∈ Z^2 such that t + MZ^2 = g.

Since the dual group is ^G ∼= ^MZ^2/Z^2, with duality given by ⟨^g, g⟩ := exp(2πi⟨t, ^Ms⟩), ∀s, t ∈ Z^2 such that t + MZ^2 = g, and ^Ms + Z^2 = ^g, we obtain the spectral subspaces of γ, which are

B^_g := {b ∈ B : γ_g(b) = ⟨^g, g⟩b, ∀g ∈ G} = span{W_{s+M} T_n : n ∈ Z^2}.

In particular, A := B^γ is the C^∗-algebra generated by {W_M T_n : n ∈ Z^2}. We now choose, once and for all, a set ^Γ in Z^2, “representing” the elements of ^G. Let us consider the short exact sequence of groups

0 −→ Z^2 −→ ^MZ^2 −→ ^G −→ 0. (6.1)

Such central extension ^MZ^2 of ^G via Z^2 can be described either with a section ζ : ^G → ^MZ^2 or via a Z^2-valued 2-cocycle ω(^g, ^h) = ζ(^g)+ζ(^h)−ζ(^g+^h). We choose the unique section such that, for any ^g ∈ ^G, ζ(^g) ∈ [0, 1)^2, and set s(^g) := M^T ζ(^g) ∈ Z^2, and ^Γ := {s(^g) : ^g ∈ ^G}. Then u(^g, ^h) := s(^g) + s(^h) − s(^g + ^h) ∈ M^T Z^2. We set μ^_g := W_{s(}^_{g)}, for all ^g ∈ ^G, so that μ^_g ∈ B^_g. That is, μ is a frame for G ↷ B ⊃ A. There results a twisting pair (ρ, σ) and an isomorphism A ⋊^{ρ,σ}_r ^G ∼= B.

6.1. A triple on the twisted crossed product. Recall the canonical spectral triples on A and B, Definition 6.1. We consider the closable derivations δ^B_j on ι_B (T_B ) ⊂ L^2(B, τ_B ), j = 1, 2 verifying δ^B_j � ι_B (W_r) � = 2πir_j ι_B (W_r), and denote by δ^A_j the restrictions to ι_A(T_A) ⊂ L^2(A, τ_A).

Introduce the Hilbert spaces H_B := L^2(B, τ_B ) ⊕ L^2(B, τ_B ), H_A := L^2(A, τ_A) ⊕ L^2(A, τ_A), the representations

π_B : b ∈ B → � π_{τB} (b) 0 0 π_{τB} (b) � ∈ B(H_B ), π_A : a ∈ A → � π_{τA} (a) 0 0 π_{τA} (a) � ∈ B(H_A),

and the closed selfadjoint operators D_A, resp. D_B which, on ι_A(T_A) ⊕ ι_A(T_A) ⊂ H_A, resp. ι_B (T_B ) ⊕ ι_B (T_B ) ⊂ H_B , are given by

D_A = −i � 0 δ^A_1 − iδ^A_2 δ^A_1 + iδ^A_2 0 � , D_B = −i � 0 δ^B_1 − iδ^B_2 δ^B_1 + iδ^B_2 0 � , which are the Dirac operators on A and B, respectively, and the gradings

Γ_B := � I_L2_{(B,τB )} 0 0 −I_L2_{(B,τB )} � ∈ B(H_B ), Γ_A := � I_L2_{(A,τA)} 0 0 −I_L2_{(A,τA)} � ∈ B(H_A).

Then (T_B , π_B , H_B, D_B , Γ_B) and (T_A, π_A, H_A, D_A, Γ_A) are even spectral triples on B and A, respectively.

We take a matrix-valued length function on ^G as follows. Consider the map

ε : (x_1, x_2) ∈ R^2 → � 0 x_1 − ix_2 x_1 + ix_2 0 � ∈ M_2(C ),

which satisfies ε(x_1, x_2)^2 = (x^2_1 + x^2)I_2. Then a Clifford length function is defined as ℓ : ^g ∈ ^G → ε(σ(^g)) ∈ M_2(R), and we get a multiplication operator M_ℓ : δ^_g ⊗ v ∈ ℓ^2( ^G) ⊗ C^2 → δ^_g ⊗ ℓ(^g)v ∈ ℓ^2( ^G) ⊗ C^2 . Therefore we have a spectral triple (C ( ^G), ℓ^2( ^G) ⊗ C^2 , M_ℓ) on C^∗_r ( ^G). In the description of the associated spectral triple on the twisted crossed product is useful to introduce the functions: ν : ^G × ^G × Z^2 −→ R defined by

ν(^j, ^g, x) = � s(−^j−^g), Θ � M^T x+s(^j)−s(−^g) � + � M^T x, Θ � s(^j)−s(−^g) � − � s(^j), Θs(−^g) � , and Y : ^G × ^G −→ Z^2 with Y(^j, ^g) = ^M � s(−^j − ^g) + s(^j) − s(−^g) � . Proposition 6.2. The odd spectral triple on A ⋊^{ρ,σ}_r ^G ∼= B, coming, as in Theorem 3.7, from the spectral triples (T_A, π_A, H_A, D_A, Γ_A) on A, and (C ( ^G), ℓ^2( ^G) ⊗ C^2 , M_ℓ) on C^∗_r ( ^G), is (C( ^G, T_A), Π, H, ~D), where:

• C( ^G, T_A) ∼= T_B is the smooth subalgebra, • H := � L^2(A, τ_A) ⊗ ℓ^2( ^G) ⊗ C^2 � ⊕ � L^2(A, τ_A) ⊗ ℓ^2( ^G) ⊗ C^2 � is the Hilbert space with the representation given by

Π(W_M T_x ⊗ δ^_j) � ι_A(W_m) ⊗ δ^_g ⊗ v ι_A(W_n) ⊗ δ^_h ⊗ w �

= � �e^{−πiν(}^^{j,}^^{g,x)}σ_Θ � M^T (x + Y(^j, ^g)), m � ι_A � W_{m+M T (x+Y(^j,^g))}^� ⊗ δ_{^j+^g} ⊗ v e^{−πiν(}^^{j,}^^{h,x)}σ_Θ � M^T (x + Y(^j, ^h)), n � ι_A � W_{n+M T (x+Y(^j,^h))}^� ⊗ δ_{^j+^h} ⊗ w � � , where m, n ∈ M^T Z^2, ^j, ^g, ^h ∈ ^G and x ∈ Z^2.

• Finally the Dirac operator is uniquely defined by the formula: ~D � ι_A(W_m) ⊗ δ^_g ⊗ v ι_A(W_n) ⊗ δ^_h ⊗ w � = � ι_A(W_m) ⊗ δ^_g ⊗ ℓ(^g)v + ι_A((−in_1 − n_2)W_n) ⊗ δ^_h ⊗ w ι_A((−im_1 + m_2)W_m) ⊗ δ^_g ⊗ v − ι_A(W_n) ⊗ δ^_h ⊗ ℓ(^h)w � . Proof. It follows from Theorem 3.7 (1b), and computations with the commutation relations. □ 6.2. A triple on the twisted crossed product. ^G-equivariant case. Proposition 6.3. Let H := H_B, π := π_B |_A, and U(^g) := π_B (μ^_g) = π_B (W_{s(}^_{g)}) ∈ U(H_B ). Then (T_A, π, H, D_B) is a ^G-equivariant spectral triple on A.

Proof. Computations with the commutation relations. □

In this case the equivariant construction (starting with an even triple) produces an odd spectral triple described in the following.

Proposition 6.4. Introducing the Hilbert space ~H := (L^2(B, τ_B)⊗ℓ^2( ^G)⊗V )⊕(L^2(B, τ_B)⊗ ℓ^2( ^G) ⊗ V ), the representation π̂ × L̂ : A ⋊^{ρ,σ}_r ^G → B (~H ) determined by

π̂ × L̂(W_M T_xδ^_j ) � ι_B (W_m) ⊗ δ^_g ⊗ v ι_B (W_n) ⊗ δ^_h ⊗ w �

= � �e^{−πi[⟨M T x,Θs(}^^{j)⟩+⟨M T x+s(}^^{j),Θm⟩]}ι_B � W_{m+M T x+s(^j)}^� ⊗ δ_{^j+^g} ⊗ v e^{−πi[⟨M T x,Θs(}^^{j)⟩+⟨M T x+s(}^^{j),Θn⟩]}ι_B � W_{n+M T x+s(^j)}^� ⊗ δ_{^j+^h} ⊗ w � � , for n, m ∈ Z^2, and the self-adjoint operator

~D = � I_L2_{(B,τB )} ⊗ M_ℓ (−iδ^B_1 − δ^B_2 ) ⊗ I_ℓ2_{(G)} ⊗ I_V (−iδ^B_1 + δ^B_2 ) ⊗ I_ℓ2_{(G)} ⊗ I_V −I_L2_{(B,τB )} ⊗ M_ℓ � , so that, for n, m ∈ Z^2, ~D � ι_B (W_m) ⊗ δ^_g ⊗ v ι_B (W_n) ⊗ δ^_h ⊗ w � = � ι_B (W_m) ⊗ δ^_g ⊗ ℓ(^g)v + (−in_1 − n_2)ι_B (W_n) ⊗ δ^_h ⊗ w (−im_1 + m_2)ι_B (W_m) ⊗ δ^_g ⊗ v − ι_B (W_n) ⊗ δ^_h ⊗ ℓ(^h)w � , we get that (C( ^G, T_A), π̂ × L̂, ~H, ~D) is a regular spectral triple on the twisted crossed product A ⋊^{ρ,σ}_r G.

Proof. Setting C := π ×U(A⋊^{ρ,σ}_r ^G) ≡ π_B (B), and C := { � ^g∈ ^G a^^gU(^g) : a^^g ∈ T^A} ≡ π^B (T^B ).

The spectral triple (C, H_B, D_B ) on the C^∗-algebra C is regular, being the pullback with π^{−1}_B of the spectral triple (T_B , π_B , H_B, D_B ), which is regular (see [20], pag. 543). Moreover, (C ( ^G), ℓ^2( ^G) ⊗ V, M_ℓ) is a regular spectral triple on C^∗_r ( ^G), because of Proposition 4.3. Therefore, by Theorem 4.5, (C( ^G, T_A), π̂ ×L̂, ~H, ~D) is a regular spectral triple on the twisted crossed product A ⋊^{ρ,σ}_r G. □

Appendix A. Infinitesimal order of compact operators Let T be a positive compact operator acting on a separable Hilbert space H, denote by {μ_n(T )}_{n≥0} the non-increasing sequence (with multiplicity) of its eigenvalues and set λ_t(T ) := #{n ≥ 0 : μ_n(T ) > t} for t > 0, cf. e.g. [19]. The following holds:

Theorem A.1.

inf{s > 0 : tr T^s < ∞} = � lim inf n→∞ log(μ_n(T )) log(1/n)

�_{−1}

= lim sup_{t→0} log(λ_t(T )) log(1/t)

= lim sup n→∞ log(λ_{1/n}(T )) log n . The first equality in the statement has been proved in [22] theorem 1.4. The second equality has been proved in [21] proposition 1.13 for general semifinite von Neumann algebras, we give a Hilbert space proof here for the sake of simplicity. We first need a lemma.

Lemma A.2. Let f : (0, ∞) → (0, ∞) be a right-continuous, non-increasing, piecewiseconstant function.

(1) If lim_{t→∞} f(t) = 0 and the set of discontinuity points consists of an unbounded increasing sequence x_n, then

lim sup t→∞ log(1/f(t)) log t

= lim sup_n log(1/f(x_n))

log x_n

, lim inf_{t→∞} log(1/f(t)) log t

= lim inf_n log(1/f(x_n)) log x_{n+1} . (2) If lim_{t→0} f(t) = +∞ and the set of discontinuity points consists of an infinitesimal decreasing sequence x_n, then

lim sup t→0 log f(t) log 1/t

= lim sup_n log f(x_n) log 1/x_{n−1}

, lim inf_{t→0} log f(t) log 1/t

= lim inf_n log f(x_n) log 1/x_n . Proof. (1) Let t_k be an increasing sequence such that ∃ lim_k^{log(1/f(tk ))}_{log tk} . Possibly passing to a subsequence, we may assume that, for any n ∈ N, there is at most one k such that x_n ≤ t_k < x_{n+1}, denote by n_k the indices for which x_{nk} ≤ t_k < x_{nk+1}. Since f(t) is constant in [x_{nk} , x_{nk+1}) and 1/ log t is decreasing, we have, for any y_n ∈ [x_n, x_{n+1}) such that y_{nk} ≥ t_k, the inequalities log(1/f(y_{nk} )) log y_{nk} ≤ log(1/f(t_k)) log t_k ≤ log(1/f(x_{nk} )) log x_{nk} . On the one hand we get

lim_k log(1/f(t_k)) log t_k

≤ lim sup_n log(1/f(x_{nk} )) log x_{nk}

≤ lim sup_n log(1/f(x_n)) log x_n

≤ lim sup t→∞ log(1/f(t)) log t .

On the other hand,

lim inf t→∞ log(1/f(t)) log t

≤ lim inf_n log(1/f(y_n)) log y_n

≤ lim inf_k log(1/f(y_{nk} )) log y_{nk}

≤ lim_k log(1/f(t_k)) log t_k . Finally, by choosing y_n close enough to x_{n+1} so that^{log xn+1}_{log yn} → 1, we get

lim inf_n log(1/f(y_n)) log y_n

= lim inf_n log(1/f(x_n)) log x_{n+1} . Since t_k may be chosen as to reach the lim inf or the lim sup, part (1) follows.

As for part (2), let t_k be a decreasing sequence such that ∃ lim_k^{log(f(tk ))}_{log 1/tk} . As above, we may assume that, for a suitable subsequence x_{nk} , x_{nk} ≤ t_k < x_{nk −1}, and consider a sequence y_n ∈ [x_n, x_{n−1}) such that y_{nk} > t_k. Again, log f(x_{nk} ) log 1/x_{nk} ≤ log f(t_k) log 1/t_k ≤ log f(y_{nk} ) log 1/y_{nk} . The rest of the proof follows as in part (1). □ Proof of theorem A.1. During this proof, we suppress the dependence on T . We first extend the sequence n ≥ 0 → μ_n to a right-continuous non increasing function t ∈ [0, ∞) → μ(t) by posing μ(t) = μ_n for n ≤ t < n + 1. We also write λ(t) instead of λ_t.

The first equality in the statement is proved in [22] theorem 1.4. We prove the second equality. Let us note that μ(t) satisfies the hypotheses of part (1) of lemma A.2, where the set of discontinuity points consists of a sequence {p_n, n ∈ N} ⊆ N, while λ(t) satisfies the hypotheses of part (2), where the set of discontinuity points consists of the sequence {μ(p_n), n ∈ N}. We also note that λ ∘ μ(p_n) = p_n. By lemma above,

lim inf t→∞ log(1/μ(t)) log t

= lim inf_n log(1/μ(p_n)) log p_{n+1}

, lim sup_{t→0} log(λ(t)) log 1/t

= lim sup_n log(λ(μ_{pn} )) log 1/μ_{pn−1} . Finally,

lim sup_n log(λ(μ_{pn} )) log 1/μ_{pn−1}

= lim sup_n log p_n log 1/μ_{pn−1} = � lim inf_n log 1/μ_{pn−1} log p_n

�_{−1} . The third equality comes from lemma A.2. □

Appendix B. Regularity of spectral triples Let (A, H, D) be a spectral triple over a unital C^∗-algebra A and δ(T ) := [|D| , T ] (B.1) be the unbounded derivation on the domain Dom(δ) of elements T ∈ B (H) which preserve Dom(|D|) and for which [|D| , T ] extends to a bounded operator on H. For k ≥ 2 we define δ^k inductively on the domain Dom(δ^k) = � T ∈ Dom(δ) | δ(T ) ∈ Dom(δ^{k−1}) � and we set

Dom^∞(δ) = ∞� k=1 Dom(δ^k).

Definition B.1. We say that (A, H, D) is regular if both π(A) and [D, π(A)] belong to Dom^∞(δ).

In general the operator |D| is not invertible, a property that would certainly make life easier when dealing with regularity . The following result shows that it is possible to replace |D| with the invertible bounded perturbation Δ^12 := (1 + D^2)^12 .

Theorem B.2 (cf. [24,43]). A spectral triple (A, H, D) over a unital C^∗-algebra A is regular if and only if π(A) and [D, π(A)]) belong to Dom^∞([Δ^12 , · ]).

The regularity of a spectral triple is closely related to the existence of a so-called algebra of generalized differential operators [14,24,25]. We recall some basic facts (mainly following the exposition of [43]). In the next pages Δ will be a self-adjoint positive and invertible operator on a Hilbert space H (then strictly positive). When dealing with a spectral triple we take Δ = 1 + D^2, so that Δ is thought to be of order two.

Definition B.3. The Δ-Sobolev space of order s ∈ R, denoted W^s = W^s(Δ), is the Hilbert space completion of Dom(Δ^s2 ) with respect to the inner product ⟨ξ, η⟩_W s := ⟨Δ^{s2} ξ, Δ^{s2} η⟩_H (B.2) for every ξ, η ∈ H.

For any t ≤ s there exists a constant C such that ‖ξ‖_W t ≤ C ‖ξ‖_W s for ξ ∈ W^t(Δ). In particular, there is a continuous inclusion W^s ⊆ W^t. Moreover, Dom(Δ^s2 ) is complete in the norm (B.2) for any s ≥ 0. (see [43] for a proof). Definition B.4. The space of Δ-smooth vectors is

W^∞ := � s∈R W^s = ∞� n=0 W^{2n} = ∞� n=0 Dom(Δ^n).

As the notation suggests, the space W^∞ is dense in W^s for any s ∈ R (in particular, also in W^0 = H). We denote the space of linear maps P : W^∞ → W^∞ by End(W^∞). Definition B.5. We say that a linear map P : W^∞ → W^∞ has analytic order at most t ∈ R if it extends by continuity to a bounded linear operator P : W^{s+t} → W^s for any s ∈ R. The space of such operators is denoted with Op^t = Op^t(Δ). We further define Op = Op(Δ) := � t∈R Op^t(Δ).

Notice in particular that operators with analytic order at most 0 extend to bounded linear operators on H = W^0, allowing us to identify Op^0 with a subspace of B (H). We then have the following fact.

Lemma B.6 (cf. [43]). Operators with finite analytic order form a filtered algebra:

(1) Op^s ⊆ Op^t for any s ≤ t (2) Op^s · Op^t ⊆ Op^{s+t} In particular, Op^0 is a subalgebra of Op ⊆ B (H).

The algebra Op^0 plays a central role in the regularity of a spectral triple. Proposition B.7 (cf. [20], lemma 10.22). Let (A, H, D) be a regular spectral triple over a unital C^∗-algebra A and Δ := 1 + D^2. We have that both π(A) and [D, π(A)] are in Op^0(Δ).

A theorem of Higson relates the notion of regularity with the existence of an algebra of generalised differential operators.

Definition B.8 (cf. [24], definition 5.1). An N-filtered subalgebra D ⊆ Op(Δ) is called an algebra of generalized differential operators (GDO) if it is closed under the derivation [Δ, ·] and satisfies [Δ, D^k] ⊆ D^{k+1} for any k ∈ N.

Theorem B.9 (cf. [24]). A spectral triple (A, H, D) over a unital C^∗-algebra A is regular if and only if there exists an algebra of generalized differential operators (with respect to Δ = 1 + D^2) containing π(A) and [D, π(A)] in degree zero.

We maintain the notation Δ = 1 + D^2; then observe that D ∈ Op^1(Δ). Indeed for any ξ ∈ W^∞ and s ∈ R we have

‖Dξ‖^2_W s = ⟨D^2(1 + D^2)^sξ, ξ⟩ = ⟨b(D)^2(1 + D^2)^{s+1}ξ, ξ⟩ = � � �b(D)^2Δ^{s+12} ξ � � �^2 ≤ ‖b(D)‖^2 ‖ξ‖^2_{W s+1}

where b(D) = D(1+D^2)^{− 1}2 is the bounded transform of D. Now define the N-filtered algebra E ⊆ End(W^∞) inductively by:

(1) E^0 is the subalgebra generated by π(A) and [D, π(A)], (2) E^1 = E^0 + [Δ, E^0] + E^0[Δ, E^0], (3) E^k = E^{k−1} +

�_{k−1}

j=1 E^jE^{k−j} + [Δ, E^{k−1}] + E^0[Δ, E^{k−1}], for k ≥ 2.

The following result shows that the N-filtered algebra E is the minimal GDO algebra among those considered in theorem B.9.

Theorem B.10 (cf. [14, 24, 43]). Let (A, H, D) be a spectral triple over A.

(1) If (A, H, D) is regular, then E^k ⊆ Op^k for any k ≥ 0.

(2) If π(A)W^∞ ⊆ W^∞ and E^k ⊆ Op^k, for any k ≥ 0, then (A, H, D) is regular.

Thanks to Higson’s theorem one can prove that the exterior product of regular triples is regular. Let us recall the construction of the exterior product of odd spectral triples. This is the unique case we are concerned. For the general (graded) case the reader may consult [11, p. 434] and [42]. Let (A_1, H_1, D_1) and (A_2, H_2, D_2) be two spectral triples over the C^∗-algebras A_1 and A_2. The product spectral triple over A_1 ⊗ A_2 is the even spectral triple � A_1 ⊗_{alg} A_2, (H_1 ⊗ H_2) ⊕ (H_1 ⊗ H_2), D_1 × D_2 � constructed in the following way:

• the tensor product algebra is represented on the Hilbert space (H_1 ⊗ H_2) ⊕ (H_1 ⊗ H_2) with standard grading by two copies of the tensor product representation.

• To construct the Dirac operator one first proves that the operator � 0 D_1 ⊗ 1_{H2} − i1_{H1} ⊗ D_2 D_1 ⊗ 1_{H2} + i1_{H1} ⊗ D_2 0 �

on its natural initial domain is essentially selfadjoint. Then, its closure, denoted with D_1 × D_2 is the desired operator.

The following result is implicitly contained in [14, 24] and explicitly proven in [43].

Theorem B.11. The product of regular spectral triples is regular.

Proof. The algebra of generalised differential operators sufficing for the regularity of the product is obtained by forming the product of any of the two algebras of the corresponding factors. The product of these operators has to take into account the gradings. Indeed to treat the even and odd case at the same footing, graded tensor products and multigradings (see [26] and also [42,43]) are used. For the odd × odd case the identification of the product triple defined in terms of graded tensor products with the triple � A_1 ⊗_{alg} A_2, (H_1 ⊗ H_2) ⊕ (H_1 ⊗ H_2), D_1 × D_2 � described above is performed as follows: a regular odd spectral triple corresponds canonically to a regular 1-multigraded triple. The product of two of them is a regular 2-multigraded spectral triple which, by 2-periodicity of multigraded triples exactly corresponds to � A_1 ⊗_{alg} A_2, (H_1 ⊗ H_2) ⊕ (H_1 ⊗ H_2), D_1 × D_2 � (this involves a change of orientation in the Hilbert space C ⊕ C ). □

Acknowledgments. The authors would like to thank S. Azzali and N. Higson for some useful discussions. This work was partially supported by the ERC Advanced Grant 669240 QUEST “Quantum Algebraic Structures and Models” . D. G. and T. I. acknowledge the MIUR Excellence Department Project awarded to the Department of Mathematics, University of Rome Tor Vergata, CUP E83C18000100006 and the University of Rome Tor Vergata funding scheme “Beyond Borders”, CUP E84I19002200005.

References

[1] Valeriano Aiello, Daniele Guido, and Tommaso Isola. Spectral triples for noncommutative solenoidal spaces from self-coverings. Journal of Mathematical Analysis and Applications, 448(2):1378–1412, 2017.

[2] Helena Albuquerque and Shahn Majid. Clifford algebras obtained by twisting of group algebras. Journal of Pure and Applied Algebra, 171(2-3):133–148, 2002.

[3] Paolo Antonini, Sara Azzali, and Georges Skandalis. The Baum-Connes conjecture localised at the unit element of a discrete group. Compos. Math., 156(12):2536–2559, 2020.

[4] William Arveson. A short course on spectral theory, volume 209 of Graduate Texts in Mathematics.

Springer-Verlag, New York, 2002.

[5] Saad Baaj and Pierre Julg. Théorie bivariante de Kasparov et opérateurs non bornés dans les C*-modules hilbertiens. CR Acad. Sci. Paris Sér. I Math, 296(21):875–878, 1983.

[6] Erik Bedos and Roberto Conti. On discrete twisted C*-dynamical systems, Hilbert C*-modules and regularity. Münster J. Math., 5:183–208, 2012.

[7] Jean V Bellissard, Matilde Marcolli, and Kamran Reihani. Dynamical systems on spectral metric spaces.

Preprint arXiv:1008.4617, 2010.

[8] Robert C Busby and Harvey A Smith. Representations of twisted group algebras. Transactions of the American Mathematical Society, 149(2):503–537, 1970.

[9] Branimir Ćaćić and Bram Mesland. Gauge theory on noncommutative Riemannian principal bundles.

Comm. Math. Phys., 388(1):107–198, 2021.

[10] Alain Connes. Noncommutative Geometry. Academic Press, 1994.

[11] Alain Connes. Noncommutative geometry and reality. J. Math. Phys., 36(11):6194–6231, 1995. [12] Alain Connes. Gravity coupled with matter and the foundation of non-commutative geometry. Communications in Mathematical Physics, 182(1):155–176, 1996.

[13] Alain Connes. On the spectral characterization of manifolds. Journal of Noncommutative Geometry, 7(1):1–82, 2013.

[14] Alain Connes and Moscovici Henri. The local index formula in noncommutative geometry. Geometric and Functional Analysis, 5:174–243, 03 1995.

[15] Alain Connes and Matilde Marcolli. Noncommutative geometry, quantum fields and motives. AMS, 2008. [16] Joachim Cuntz. K-theoretic amenability for discrete groups. Journal für die reine und angewandte Mathematik, 344:180–195, 1983.

[17] Kenneth R. Davidson. C^∗-algebras by example, volume 6 of Fields Institute Monographs. American Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, 1996.

[18] Marius Crainic Erik van den Ban. Analysis on Manifolds. Lecture notes:

https://webspace.science.uu.nl/~ban00101/geoman2017/AS-2017rev.pdf, 2017.

[19] Thierry Fack and Hideki Kosaki. Generalized s-numbers of τ-measurable operators. Pacific Journal of Mathematics, 123(2):269–300, 1986.

[20] José M Gracia-Bondía, Joseph C Várilly, and Héctor Figueroa. Elements of Noncommutative Geometry.

Birkhäuser, Boston, 2001.

[21] Daniele Guido and Tommaso Isola. Singular traces, dimensions, and Novikov-Shubin invariants. Operator Theoretical Methods, Proceedings of the 17th Conference on Operator Theory Timisoara (Romania) June 23-26, 1998.

[22] Daniele Guido and Tommaso Isola. Dimensions and singular traces for spectral triples, with applications to fractals. Journal of Functional Analysis, 203(2):362–400, 2003.

[23] Andrew Hawkins, Adam Skalski, Stuart White, and Joachim Zacharias. On spectral triples on crossed products arising from equicontinuous actions. Mathematica Scandinavica, 113:262–291, 2 2013.

[24] Nigel Higson. The local index formula in noncommutative geometry. In Contemporary developments in algebraic K-theory, pages 443–536. ICTP Lecture Notes (15), 2003.

[25] Nigel Higson. The residue index theorem of Connes and Moscovici. Surveys in Noncommutative Geometry, Clay Math. Proc, 6:71–126, 2006.

[26] Nigel Higson and John Roe. Analytic K-Homology. Oxford University Press, 2000. [27] Dale Husemoller. Fibre bundles, volume 20 of Graduate Texts in Mathematics. Springer-Verlag, New York, third edition, 1994.

[28] Bruno Iochum and Thierry Masson. Crossed product extensions of spectral triples. Journal of Noncommutative Geometry, 10:65–133, 01 2016.

[29] F. Kamber and Ph. Tondeur. Flat bundles and characteristic classes of group-representations. American Journal of Mathematics, 89(4):857–886, 1967.

[30] Tosio Kato. Continuity of the map S → |S| for linear operators. Proceedings of the Japan Academy, 49(3):157–160, 1973.

[31] Hideki Kosaki. Unitarily invariant norms under which the map A → |A| is lipschitz continuous. Publications of the Research Institute for Mathematical Sciences, 28(2):299–313, 1992.

[32] John M. Lee. Introduction to topological manifolds, volume 202 of Graduate Texts in Mathematics.

Springer, New York, second edition, 2011.

[33] John Milnor. A note on curvature and fundamental group. Journal of Differential geometry, 2(1):1–7, 1968.

[34] Judith A Packer and Iain Raeburn. Twisted crossed products of C*-algebras. In Mathematical Proceedings of the Cambridge Philosophical Society, volume 106, pages 293–311. Cambridge University Press, 1989.

[35] Alan LT Paterson. Contractive spectral triples for crossed products. Mathematica Scandinavica, 114:275– 298, 02 2014.

[36] N. Christopher Phillips. Equivariant K-theory and freeness of group actions on C^∗-algebras, volume 1274 of Lecture Notes in Mathematics. Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1987.

[37] N Christopher Phillips. Freeness of actions of finite groups on C*-algebras. Operator structures and dynamical systems, 503:217–257, 2009.

[38] Marc A. Rieffel. Proper actions of groups on C^∗-algebras. In Mappings of operator algebras (Philadelphia, PA, 1988), volume 84 of Progr. Math., pages 141–182. Birkhäuser Boston, Boston, MA, 1990.

[39] Kay Schwieger and Stefan Wagner. Free actions of compact Abelian groups on C^∗-algebras, part I. Adv.

Math., 317:224–266, 2017.

[40] Kay Schwieger and Stefan Wagner. Lifting spectral triples to noncommutative principal bundles. Adv.

Math., 396:Paper No. 108160, 36, 2022.

[41] Guo Chuan Thiang. On the K-theoretic classification of topological phases of matter. In Annales Henri Poincaré, volume 17, pages 757–794. Springer, 2016.

[42] Otgonbayar Uuye. Local index theorem in noncommutative geometry. Ph.D Thesis:

https://etda.libraries.psu.edu/files/final_submissions/6381, 2009.

[43] Otgonbayar Uuye. Pseudo-differential operators and regularity of spectral triples. Perspectives on noncommutative geometry, 61:153–163, 2011.

[44] Stefan Wagner. On noncommutative principal bundles with finite abelian structure group. Journal of Noncommutative Geometry, 8(4):987–1022, 2014.

Università del Salento, I-73100 Lecce Email address: paolo.antonini@unisalento.it

Università degli Studi di Roma “Tor Vergata” I-00133 Roma Email address: guido@mat.uniroma2.it

Università degli Studi di Roma “Tor Vergata” I-00133 Roma Email address: isola@mat.uniroma2.it

Scuola Internazionale Superiore di Studi Avanzati (SISSA), I-34136 Trieste Email address: alrubin@sissa.it