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Abstrat

Let (X0,F0) be a ompat manifold with boundary endowed with a foliation F0 whih

is assumed to be measured and transverse to the boundary. We denote by Λ a holonomy

invariant transverse measure on (X0,F0) and by R0 the equivalene relation of the

foliation. Let (X,F) be the orresponding manifold with ylindrial end and extended

foliation with equivalene relation R.

In the paper [1℄ we proved a formula for the L2
-Λ index of a longitudinal Dira-type

operator DF
on X in the spirit of Alain Connes' non ommutative geometry [8℄.

Here we speialize ourselves to the signature operator. We de�ne three types of signature

for the pair (foliation, boundary foliation): the analyti signature, denoted σΛ,an(X, ∂X0)
is the L2

-Λ-index of the signature operator on the ylinder; the Hodge signature

σΛ,Hodge(X, ∂X0), de�ned using the natural representation of R on the �eld of square

integrable harmoni forms on the leaves and the de Rham signature, σΛ,dR(X, ∂X0),
de�ned using the natural representation of R0 on the �eld of relative de Rham spaes of

the leaves. We prove that these three signatures oinide

σΛ,an(X0, ∂X0) = σΛ,Hodge(X, ∂X0) = σΛ,dR(X, ∂X0).

As a onsequene of these equalities and of the index formula we �nally obtain the main

result of this work, the Atiyah-Patodi-Singer signature formula for measured foliations:

σΛ,dR(X, ∂X0) = 〈L(TF0), CΛ〉 + 1/2[ηΛ(DF∂ )]
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1 Introdution

Let X0 be a 4k�dimensional oriented manifold without boundary. One an give four di�erent

de�nitions of the signature.

• The topologial signature σ(X0) is de�ned as the signature of the intersetion form in

the middle degree ohomology; (x, y) := 〈x ∪ y, [X0]〉, x, y ∈ H2k(X0,R).

• The de Rham signature σdR(X0) is the signature of the Poinaré intersetion form in

the middle de Rham ohomology; ([ω], [φ]) :=
∫

X0
ω ∧ φ; ω, φ ∈ H2k

dR(X0).

• The Hodge signature, σHodge(X0) is the signature of the Poinaré intersetion form

de�ned in the spae of 2k Harmoni forms with respet to some hoosen Riemannian

struture; (ω, φ) :=
∫

X0
ω ∧ φ; ω, φ ∈ H2k(X0).

• The analytial signature is the index of the hiral signature operator

1

σan(X0) := ind(Dsign,+).

One an prove that all these numbers oinide,

σ(X0) = σdR(X0) = σHodge(X0) = σan(X0). (1)

The Hirzebruh formula

σ(X0) =

∫

X0

L(X0)

an be proven using obordism arguments as in the original treatment of Hirzebruh or an

be seen as s onsequene of the Atiyah�Singer index formula together with Hodge theory [5℄.

If X̃0 −→ X0 is a Galois overing with dek group Γ with X0 as above Atiyah [3℄ used the

Von Neumann algebra assoiated to the regular right representation of Γ to normalize the

signature on the L2
�middle degree harmoni forms on the total spae. This signature σΓ(X0)

again enters in a Hirzebruh type formula

σΓ(X0) =

∫

X0

L(X0).

1

this is the di�erential operator d + d∗ ating on the omplex of di�erential forms, odd w.r.t. the natural

hiral grading τ := (−1)k ∗ (−1)
|·|(|·|−1)

2
, Dsign =

„

0 Dsign,−

Dsign,+ 0

«



This is the elebrated Atiyah L2
�signature theorem.

The Atiyah L2
�signature theorem was extended by Alain Connes [8℄ to the situation in whih

the total spae X0 is foliated by an even dimensional foliation. This is the realm of the

non�ommutative geometry.

What an one say if X0 has non empty boundary ?

So let now X0 be an oriented ompat manifold with boundary and suppose the metri is

produt type near the boundary. Attah an in�nite ylinder aross the boundary to form the

manifold with ylindrial ends,

X = X0

⋃

∂X0

[
∂X0 × [0,∞)

]

In the seminal paper by Atiyah Patodi and Singer [4℄ is showen that the Fredholm index of the

generalized boundary value problem with the pseudodi�erential APS boundary ondition on

X0 for the signature operator (or a hiral Dira type operator) is onneted to the L2
�index of

the extended operator on X . Indeed this Fredholm index is the L2
�index on X plus a defet

depending on the spae of extended solutions on the ylinder. More preisely the operator on

the ylinder ating on the natural spae of L2
�setions is no more Fredholm (in the general

ase in whih the boundary operator is not invertible) but its kernel and the kernel of its

formal adjoint are �nite dimensional and this di�erene is given by the formula

2

indL2(D+) =

∫

X0

Â(X,∇)Ch(E) +
η(0)

2
+
h∞(D−) − h∞(D+)

2
;

where h∞(D±) are the dimensions of the limiting values of the extended L2
�solutions and

η(0) is the eta invariant of the boundary operator.

Then, in the ase of the signature operator, in dimension 4k the authors investigate the

relationship between the APS index of the operator onX0, the signature of the pair (X0, ∂X0),
the L2

�index on X and the spae of square integrable harmoni forms on X . The onlusion

is that the signature σ(X0) is exatly the L2
�index on the ylinder i.e. the di�erene of the

dimensions h± of positive/negative square integrable harmoni forms

3

on X ,

σ(X0) = h+ − h− = indL2(Dsign,+)

while h∞(Dsign,−) = h∞(Dsign,+) by spei� simmetries of the signature operator. In parti-

ular the APS signature formula beomes

σ(X0) =

∫

X0

L(X0,∇) + η
(
Dsign

|∂X0

)
.

In the ase of Γ�Galois overings of a manifold with boundary with a ylinder attahed,

X̃ −→ X this program is partially arried on by Vaillant [25℄ in his Master thesis. More

spei�ally he estabilishes a Von Neumann index formula in the sense of Atiyah [3℄ for a

Dira type operator and relates this index with the Γ�dimensions of the harmoni forms on

the total spae. The remaining part of the story i.e. the relation with the topologially de�ned

L2
�signature is arried out by Lük and Shik [13℄. Call the index of Vaillant the analytial

L2
�signature of the ompat piee X0, in symbols σan,(2)(X0) while σHodge(X0) is the L2

signature de�ned using harmoni forms on X̃ . Then Vaillant proves that

σ
an,(2)(X0) =

∫

X0

L(X0,∇) + ηΓ
(
Dsign

|∂X̃

)
= σHodge(X0).

2

opposite orientation w.r.t. APS

3

indeed the intersetion form is passes to be non�degenerate to the image of the relative ohomology into

the absolute one. This vetor spae is naturally isomorphi to the spae of L2
�harmoni forms on X.



Luk and Shik de�ne other di�erent types of L2
�signatures; de Rham σdR,(2)(X0) and

simpliial σtop,(2)(X0) and prove that they are all the same and oinide with the signatures

of Vaillant. To be more preise they prove

σHodge(X0) = σdR,(2)(X0) = σtop,(2)(X0).

None of these steps are easy adaptations of the losed ase sine in the lassial proof a

fundamental role is played by the existene of a gap around the zero in the spetrum of the

boundary operator. This situation fails to be true in non ompat (also oompat) ambients.

I this paper we arry out this program for a foliated manifold with ylindrial ends endowed

with a holonomy invariant measure Λ [8℄. The framework is that explained by Connes in his

seminal paper on non ommutative integration theory [8℄. Making use in a ruial way of the

various semi�nite Von Neumann algebras assoiated to square integrable representations of

the Borel groupoid de�ned by the equivalene relation R we extended in [1℄ the index formula

of Vaillant.

Theorem 1.0 � The Dira operator has �nite dimensional L2 − Λ�index and the following

formula holds

indL2,Λ(D+) = 〈Â(X)Ch(E/S), CΛ〉 + 1/2[ηΛ(DF∂ ) − h+
Λ + h−Λ ]. (2)

The dimensions of the spaes of extended solutions, h±Λ are suitably de�ned using the �elds of

extended solutions along the leaves. The foliation eta invariant is de�ned by Ramahandran

[17℄ and the usual integral in the APS formula is hanged into the distributional pairing of

a tangential distributional form with the Ruelle�Sullivan urrent [14℄. Some work is needed

to show that for the signature operator h+
Λ = h−Λ . Inspired by the de�nitions of Lük and

Shik [13℄ we pass study three di�erent representations of R0 (the equivalene relation of the

foliation on the ompat piee X0) in order to de�ne the Analytial Signature, σΛ,an(X0, ∂X0)
(i.e. the measured index of the signature operator on the ylinder), the de Rham signature

σΛ,dR(X0, ∂X0) (i.e the one indued by the representation whih is valued in the relative de

Rham spaes of the leaves) and the Hodge signature, σΛ,Hodge(X0, ∂X0) (de�ned in terms of

the representation of R0 in the harmoni forms on the leaves of the foliation on X).

Combining a generalization of the notion of the L2
long exat sequene of the pair (folia-

tion,boundary foliation), in the sense of sequenes of Random Hilbert omplexes (the analog

of the homology L2
long sequene of Hilbert Γ�modules in Cheeger and Gromov [7℄) together

with the analysis of boundary value problems of [23℄, we show that the methods in [13℄ an

be generalized to give the following

Theorem 1.0 � The above three notions of the Λ�signature for the foliation on X0 oinide,

σΛ,dR(X,X0) = σΛ,Hodge(X,X0) = σΛ,an(X,X0)

and the following APS signature formula holds true

σΛ,an(X0, ∂X0) = 〈L(X), CΛ〉 + 1/2[ηΛ(DF∂ )]



2 Geometri Setting

A p�dimensional foliation F on a manifold with boundary X0 is transverse to the boundary

if it is given by a foliated atlas {Uα} with homeomorphisms φα : Uα −→ Vα ×Wα with Vα

open in Hp := {(x1, ..., xp) ∈ Rp : x1 ≥ 0} and W q
open in Rq

with hange of oordinated

φα(u, v) of the form

v′ = φ(v, w), w′ = ψ(w) (3)

(ψ is a loal di�eomorphism). Suh an atlas is assumed to be maximal among all olletions

of this type. The integer p is the dimension of the foliation, q its odimension and p + q =
dim(X0). In eah foliated hart, the onneted omponents of subsets as φ−1

α (Vα × {w}) are
alled plaques. The plaques oalese (thanks to the hange of oordinate ondition (3)) to give

maximal onneted injetively immersed (not embedded !) submanifolds alled leaves. One

uses the notation F for the set of leaves. Note that in general eah leaf passes in�nitely times

trough a foliated hart so a foliation is only loally a �bration. Taking the tangent spaes to

the leaves one gets an integrable subbundle TF ⊂ TX0 that's transverse to the boundary i.e

T∂X0 + TF = TX0 in other words the boundary is a submanifold that's transverse to the

foliation. Let given on X a smooth oriented foliation F with leaves of dimension 2p respeting
the ylindrial struture i.e.

1. The submanifold ∂X0 is transversal to the foliation and inherits a (2p − 1, q) foliation
F∂ = F|∂X0

with foliated atlas given by φα : Uα ∩ ∂X0 −→ ∂Vα ×Wα. Note that the

odimension is the same.

2. The restrition of the foliation on the ylinder is produt type F|Z = F∂ × [0,∞).

Note that these onditions imply that the foliation is normal to the boundary. We are going

to introdue the notation for general Dira type operators, we will speialize to the signature

operator in the next setion. The orientation we hoose is the one given by (e1, .., e2p−1, ∂r)
where (e1, .., e2p−1) is a positive leafwise frame for the indued boundary foliation. As ex-

plained in [4℄ this is a way to �x the boundary Dira type operator. Let E −→ X be a leafwise

Cli�ord bundle with leafwise Cli�ord onnetion ∇E
and Hermitian metri hE

. Suppose eah

geometri struture is of produt type on the ylinder meaning that if ρ : ∂X0×[0,∞) −→ ∂X0

is the base projetion

E|Z ≃ ρ∗(E|∂X0
), hE

|∂X0
= ρ∗(hE

|∂X0
), ∇E

|Z = ρ∗(∇E
|∂X0

).

Eah geometri objet restrits to the leaves to give a longitudinal Cli�ord module that's

anonially Z2 graded by the leafwise hirality element. One an hek immediately that

the positive and negative boundary eigenbundles E+
∂X0

and E−
∂X0

are both modules for the

Cli�ord struture of the boundary foliation. Leafwise Cli�ord multipliation by ∂r indues

an isomorphism of leafwise Cli�ord modules between the positive and negative eigenbundles

c(∂r) : E+
∂X0

−→ E−
∂X0

. Put F = E+
|∂X0

the whole Cli�ord module on the ylinder E|Z

an be identi�ed with the pullbak ρ∗(F ⊕ F ) with the following ation: tangent vetors to

the boundary foliation v ∈ TF∂ ats as cE(v) ≃ cF (v)Ω with Ω =

(
0 1
1 0

)
while in the

ylindrial diretion cF (∂r) ≃
(

0 −1
1 0

)
. In partiular one an form the longitudinal Dira

operator assuming under the above identi�ation the shape

4

D = c(∂r)∂r + c|F0
∇E|F∂ = c(∂r)∂r + ΩDF∂ = c(−∂r)[−∂r − c(−∂r)ΩD

F∂ ]. (4)

4

we hoose to insert −∂r the inward pointing normal to help the omparison with the orientation of A.P.S



Here DF∂
is the leafwise Dira operator on the boundary foliation. In the following, these

identi�ations will be omitted letting D at diretly on F ⊕ F aording to

(
0 D−

D+ 0

)
=

(
0 −∂r +DF∂

∂r +DF∂ 0

)
=

(
0 ∂u +DF∂

−∂u +DF∂ 0

)

where u = −r, ∂u = −∂r (interior unit normal) note this is the opposite of A.P.S. notation.

Remember that the signature operator is the Dira operator orresponding to the natural

Cli�ord module struture on the bundle of exterior algebras. We shall enter in details in the

next setion.

Suppose also the manifold is endowen with a holonomy invariant transverse measure Λ. Call
R0 and R the equivalene relations of the foliations on X0 and X respetively both seen as

measured groupoids with their natural Borel struture.

3 The Hirzebruh formula

The referene for the notation about the signature operator is the book by Berline Getzler

and Vergne [5℄. Let X be an oriented Riemannian manifold and |dvol| the unique volume

form ompatible with the metri i.e. the one assuming the value 1 on eah positive oriented

orthonormal frame. In other words | dvol | = |√gdx|. De�ne the Hodge ∗ operator in the usual

way, ∗ei1 ∧ · · · ∧ eik = sign(σ)ej1 ∧ · · · ∧ ein−k
where (e1, ..., en) is an oriented orthonormal

basis, (i1, ..., ik) and (ji, ..., jk) are omplementary multindies and σ is the permutation

σ :=

(
1 . . . . n
i1 . ik j1 . jn−k

)
. Sine ∗2 = (−1)|·|(n−|·|)

this is an involution on even

dimensional manifolds.

The bundle ΛT ∗X of exterior algebras of X is a natural Cli�ord module under the ation

de�ned by c(ei) := ǫ(ei) − ι(ei) where ǫ(ei)ω = ei ∧ ω is the exterior multipliation by ei
and

ι(ei) is the ontration by the tangent vetor ei. Contration and exterior multipliation are

related one to eah other by the metri adjuntion, ǫ(ei)∗ = ι(ei). The hirality involution is

τ := i[(n+1)/2]c(e1) · · · c(en) and is related to the Hodge duality operator by τ = i[(n+1)/2] ∗
(−1)n|·|+ |·|(|·|−1)

2 , following from the identity (same deegree forms)

∫

X

α ∧ τβ = (−1)n|·|+|·|(|·|−1)/2i[2n+1]/2

∫

X

(α, β)|dx|

while

∫
X
α ∧ ∗β =

∫
X

(α, β)|dx|. As a onsequene one an write the adjoint of d in two

di�erent ways,

d∗ = − ∗ d ∗ (−1)n|·|+n = −(−1)nτdτ.

Setions of the positive and negative eigenbundles of τ are alled the self�dual and anti self�dual
di�erential forms respetively and denoted by Ω±(X).
Now suppose n is even, and X is ompat. The bilinear form on the middle ohomolgy

Hn/2(X ; R) de�ned by (α, β) 7−→
∫

X α ∧ β satis�es the identity (α, β) = (−1)n/2(β, α). In
partiular if n is divisible by four this is symmetri and has a signature σ(X) i.e. the number

p− q related to the representation Q(x) = x2
1 + · · · + x2

p − x2
p+1 − · · · − x2

q of the assoiated

quadrati form (this is independent by the hoosen basis). In this situation the hiral Dira

operator d+ d∗ ating on the spae of di�erential forms is alled the Signature operator

5

(d+ d∗) = Dsign =

(
0 Dsign,−

Dsign,+ 0

)
: Ω+(X) ⊕ Ω−(X) −→ Ω+(X) ⊕ Ω−(X)

5

it di�ers from the Gauss�Bonnet operator d + d∗ only for the hoie of the involution



The Atiyah�Singer index theorem speializes, for the signature, to the Hirzebruh theorem

ind(Dsign,+) = σ(X) =

∫

X

L(X)

where L(X) is the L�genus, L(X) = (πi)−n/2 det1/2
( R

tanh(R/2)

)
for the Riemannian urva-

ture R. The relationship between the Hirzebruh formula that admits a purely topologial

proof (based on obordism) and the Atiyah Singer formula is given by the Hodge theorem

stating a natural isomorphism between the spae of harmoni forms Hq(X) i.e. the kernel of
the forms laplaian ∆ = (d+d∗)2 and the ohomology Hq(X) together with Poinaré duality.

Now on a 4k�dimensional manifold with boundary with produt struture the situation is

muh more ompliated. The signature formula is the most important appliation of the

index theorem in the A.P.S. paper. The operator an be written on a ollar around the

boundary as Dsign,+ = σ(∂u +B) with the isomorphism σ : Ω(∂X) −→ Ω+(X) and B is the

self�adjoint operator on Ω(∂X) de�ned by Bα = (−1)k+p+1(∗∂d − d∗∂)α with ǫ(α) = ±1
aording to α even or odd degree while ∗∂ is the Hodge duality operator on ∂X . Sine B
ommutes with α 7→ (−1)|α| ∗∂ α and preserves the parity of forms we have the splitting

B = Bev⊕Bodd

and the dimension of the kernel at the boundary as the η invariant are twie

that of Bev

. The A.P.S index theorem says

ind(Dsign,+) = h+ − h−︸ ︷︷ ︸
indL2 (Dsign,+)

−h−∞ =

∫

X

L− h(Bev) − η(Bev)

where h± are the dimensions of the L2
�harmoni forms on the manifold X̂ with a ylinder

attahed and h−∞ is the dimension of the limiting values of the extended L2
�harmoni forms

in Ω−(X).
The identi�ations of all these numbers with topologial quantities require some work.

1. The spae H(X̂) of L2
�harmoni forms on the elonged manifold X̂ is naturally isomor-

phi to the image Ĥ(X) of the natural map

6 H∗
0 (X̂) −→ H∗(X̂). Equivalently one an

use the relative de Rham ohomology H∗(X, ∂X) −→ H∗(X) de�ned with boundary

onditions ω|∂X = 0 on the de Rham omplex. This is the role played by Hodge theory

in the boundary ase.

2. The signature σ(X) of a manifold with boundary is de�ned to be the signature of the

non�degenerate quadrati form on the middle�ohomology Ĥ2k(X). This is indued

by the degenerate quadrati form given by the up�produt on the relative ohomology

H2k(X, ∂X). By Lefshetz duality the radial of this quadrati form is exatly the kernel

of the mapping H2k(X, ∂X) −→ H2k(X) then σ(X) = h+ − h− = indL2(A).

3. Finally A.P.S get rid of the third number h−∞ proving that h−∞ = h+
∞ = h(Bev) that

together with h+
∞ + h−∞ = 2h(Bev) gives the �nal signature formula

σ(X) =
∫

X
L− η(Bev).

4 Computations with the leafwise signature operator

Let start with a ompat manifold with boundaryX0 equipped with an oriented 4k�dimensional

foliation transverse to the boundary. Suppose every geometri struture to be of produt type

6

the inlusion of the ompat support ohomology into the ordinary one



near the boundary. As usual attah an in�nite ylinder Z0 = ∂X0 × [0,∞)r and extend ev-

erything. The leafwise signature operator orresponds to the leafwise Cli�ord ation de�ned

above on the leafwise exterior bundle ΛT ∗F . If (e1, ..., e4k−1, ∂r) is a leafwise positive or-

thonormal frame near the boundary, the leafwise hirality element

7

satis�es

τ := i2kc(e1) · · · c(e4k−1)c(dr) = i2k ∗ (−1)|·|(|·|−1)/2

= −i2kc(dr)c∂ = −i2kc(dr) ∗∂ (−1)|·|+|·|(|·|−1)/2

where ∗ is leafwise Hodge duality operator, c∂ = c(e1) · · · c(e4k−1) is, a part for the i2k
fator

the leafwise boundary hirality operator and ∗∂ is the leafwise boundary Hodge operator. On

the ylinder the leafwise bundle ΛT ∗F is isomorphi to the pulled bak bundle ρ∗(ΛT ∗F∂X0)
(the projetion on the base ρ will be omitted throughout) while separating the dr omponent

on leafwise forms α = ω + β ∧ dr yields an isomorphism

(ΛT ∗F)∂X0 −→ (ΛT ∗∂F) ⊕ (ΛT ∗∂F), (5)

sometimes we shall write (ΛT ∗∂F) ∧ dr for the seond addendum in (5) to remember this

isomorphism. An easy omputation involving rules as dω = d∂ω + (−1)|ω|∂rω ∧ dr for ω ∈
C∞([0,∞); ΛT ∗∂F) and c(dr)(ω+α∧dr) = (−1)|ω|ω∧dr− (−1)|α|α shows that the operator

an be written on the diret sum (ΛT ∗∂F) ⊕ (ΛT ∗∂F) as the matrix

Dsign =

(
d∂ + c∂d∂c∂ −(−1)|·|∂r

(−1)|·|∂r c∂d∂c∂

)
= c(dr)∂r + (d∂ + c∂d∂c∂) ⊕ (d∂ + c∂d∂c∂) (6)

and

τ = i2k

(
0 c∂(−1)|·|

−c∂(−1)|·| 0

)
. (7)

Sine d∗∂ = τ∂d∂τ∂ = c∂d∂c∂ formula (6) is equivalent to

Dsign = c(dr)∂r + (d∂ + d∗∂) ⊕ (d∂ + d∗∂).

There's also another important formula orresponding to the fat that d + d∗ antiommutes

with τ . Denote Ω±(F) the positive (negative) eigenbundles i.e. the bundles of leafwise auto�
dual (anti auto�dual) forms. We an write the operator on the ylinder as an operator on

setions of the diret sum ρ∗(Ω+(F)∂X0 ⊕ Ω+(F)∂X0 ) as the matrix

(
0 −(−1)|·|∂r + (∗∂d∂ − d∂∗∂)i2k(−1)|·|(|·|−1)/2

(−1)|·|∂r + (∗∂d∂ − d∂∗∂)i2k(−1)|·|(|·|−1)/2 0

)

= c(dr)∂r + (∗∂d∂ − d∂∗∂)i2k(−1)|·|(|·|−1)/2Ω. (8)

To pass from one representation to another we have to onsider the following ompositions

ΛT ∗∂F i1
// (ΛT ∗∂F)

⊕
(ΛT ∗∂F) ∧ dr 1+τ

// Ω+(F)
d+d∗

// Ω−(F)
Pr2

// ΛT ∗∂F .

ΛT ∗∂F i2
// Λ(T ∗∂F)

⊕
(ΛT ∗∂F) ∧ dr 1−τ

// Ω−(F)
d+d∗

// Ω+(F)
Pr1

// ΛT ∗∂F .

where ij is the inlusion on the j�th fator and Prj is the orresponding projetion.

7

we omit simbols denoting leafwise ation for ease of reading



5 The Analyti signature

The �rst de�nition we give is simple. It is merely the L2
measured (hiral) index of the

signature operator on the elonged spae. In the paper [1℄ we proved this is well de�ned and

�nite. In partiular the Λ�dimensions of the extended spaes of solutions is �nite.

Definition 5.1 � The Λ�analyti signature of the foliated manifold with boundary X0 is

the measured L2
�hiral index of the signature operator on the foliated manifold with a ylinder

attahed

σΛ,an(X0, ∂X0) := indL2,Λ(Dsign,+). (9)

From the A.P.S index formula proved in [1℄ and the standard identi�ation of the Atiyah�

Singer integrand for the signature operator [5℄, formula (9) beomes

σΛ,an(X0, ∂X0) = 〈L(X), CΛ〉 + 1/2[ηΛ(DF∂ ) − h+
Λ + h−Λ ]

where L(X) is the tangential L�harateristi lass and the numbers h±Λ and the foliation

eta�invariant are referred to the boundary signature operator.

As in [4℄ �rst we have to identify these numbers. Minor modi�ations of the proof of Vaillant

[25℄ (a omplete proof in [2℄) are needed in order to prove that for the signature operator

h+
Λ = h−Λ .

onsequently the signature formula drastially redues to

σΛ, an(X0, ∂X0) = 〈L(X), CΛ〉 + 1/2[ηΛ(DF∂ )].

6 Fields of sesquilinear forms

We shall make some de�nitions about borel �elds of sesquilinear forms in the setting of non

ommutative integration theory [8℄. Let G //
// G(0)

be a Borel groupoid with a square

integrable representation on a Borel �eld of Hilbert spaes (Hx)x∈G(0) . In the next it will

be G = R0 or G = R. Let q = (qx)x∈G(0) be a G equivariant �eld of sesquilinear symmetri

forms

8

, qx : Hx ×Hx −→ C. By the Riesz lemma there exist a family of bounded selfadjoint

intertwining operators B = (Bx)x∈G(0) suh that qx(ξ, η) = (ξ, Bxη)x for every x ∈ G(0).
Measurability properties of q are addressed, by de�nition to that of B. Now B determines

a �eld of hortonormal splittings Hx = V +
x ⊕ V 0

x ⊕ V −
x where V +

x (V −
x ) is the image of the

spetral projetion χ(0,τ)(Bx) (χ(−∞,0)(Bx)) and V 0
x is the kernel of Bx. If Λ is a transverse

measure on G one an measure the Random Hilbert spaes V +
x and V −

x . If one of these formal

dimension is �nite one an de�ne the Λ�signature of q as

signΛ(q) := dimΛ(V +) − dimΛ(V −).

7 The Hodge signature

Consider the �eld of Hilbert spaes of degree 2k square integrable harmoni forms

x 7−→ H2k
x := ker{∆q

x : L2(Λ2kT ∗Lx) −→ L2(Λ2kT ∗Lx)} where Lx is a leaf of the 4k�
dimensional oriented foliation on the manifold X with ylindrial ends. Sine leafwise har-

moni forms are losed this is a �eld of subspaes of the �elds of de Rham ohomologies

8

a sesquilinear form, antilinear in the seond variable q is symmetri if q(ξ, η) = q(η, ξ)



H∗(Lx) hene inherits the struture of a measurable �eld of Hilbert spaes. This de�nes

a square integrable representation of R and there is a natural �eld of symmetri forms

s∞x : H2k
x ×H2k

x −→ C de�ned by

s∞x (α, β) :=

∫

Lx

α ∧ β =

∫

Lx

(α, ∗β).

In the paper [1℄ is proven that its Λ�signature is well de�ned in fat this is preisely a statement

about the �nite Λ�dimensionality of the kernel of the leafwise Laplae Beltrami operator on

X .

Definition 7.2 � The signature on harmoni forms (The Hodge signature or the harmoni

signature) on the foliated elongated manifold is

σ∞
Λ (X) := dimΛ V

+ − dimΛ V
−.

We shall use also the symbol σΛ,Hodge(X,X0) to refer to the ompat pair, to denote the same

number.

8 Analytial signature=Hodge signature

We prove the �rst oinidene of the de�nitions of the analytial signature and the Hodge

signature. The boundary operator here is B = ∗|Ω2k . Sine the dimension of the foliation is

4k we have τ|Ω2k = ∗|Ω2k . It follows that V ± = kerL2(Dsign,±). Then with the index formula

in the paper [1℄ we have this �rst result

Theorem 8.2 � The analytial signature of the ompat manifold with boundary and the

signature on harmoni forms on the manifold with ylinder attahed do oinide,

σΛ,an(X0, ∂X0) = σ∞
Λ (X) = 〈L(X), CΛ〉 + 1/2[ηΛ(DF∂ )]. (10)

9 The L
2
�de Rham signature

The goal of this setion is to prepare the ground for the de�nition of the de Rham signature

for the foliated manifold with boundary and the proof of its oinidene with the harmoni

signature.

9.0.1 manifolds with boundary with bounded geometry

The generi leaf of (X0,F) is a Riemannian manifold with boundary with bounded geometry

as those examined by Shik [21, 22, 23℄.

Definition 9.3 � We say that a manifold with boundary equipped with a Riemannian metri

has bounded geometry if the following holds

Normal ollar : there exists rC > 0 so that the geodesi ollar

N := [0, rC) × ∂M : (t, x) 7−→ expx(tνx)



is a di�eomorphism onto its image, where νx is the unit inward normal vetor at x ∈ ∂M .

Equip N with the indued metri. In the sequel N and its image will be identi�ed. Denote

im[0, rC/3)× ∂M by N1/3 and similarly N2/3.

Injetivity radius of ∂M : the injetivity radius of ∂M is positive, rinj(∂M) > 0

Injetivity radius of M : there is ri > 0 so that for x ∈M −N1/3 the exponential mapping

is a di�eomorphism on B(0, r1) ⊂ TxM . In partiular if we identify TxM with Rm
via an

orthonormal frame we have Gaussian oordinates Rm ⊃ B(0, ri) −→ M around any point

in M −N1/3

Curvature bounds : for every K ∈ N there is some CK > 0 so that |∇iR| ≤ CK and

|∇∂ l| ≤ CK , 0 ≤ i ≤ K. Here ∇ is the Levi�Civita onnetion onM , ∇∂
is the Levi�Civita

onnetion on ∂M and l is the seond fundamental form tensor with respet to ν.

Choose some 0 < rC
1 < rinj(∂M), near points x′ ∈ ∂M on the boundary one an de�ne

normal ollar oordinates by iteration of the exponential mapping of ∂M and that of M ,

kx′ : B(0, rC
i )︸ ︷︷ ︸

⊂Rm−1

×[0, rC) −→M, (v, t) 7−→ expM
exp∂M

x′ (v)(tν).

For points x ∈ M − N1/3 standard Gaussian oordinates are de�ned via the exponential

mapping. In the following we shall all both normal oordinates. It is a non trivial fat

that the ondition on urvature bounds in de�nition 9.3 an be substituted by uniform ontrol

of eah derivative of the metri tensor gij and its inverse gij
on normal oordinates.

The de�nition extends to bounded geometry vetor bundles on boundary manifolds with

bounded geometry and eah objet of uniform analysis like i.e. uniformly bounded di�er-

ential operators an be de�ned [23℄. In partiular, using a suitable partition of the unity

adapted to normal oordinates one an de�ne uniform Sobolev spaes (di�erent oordinates

give equivalent norms so we get hilbertable spaes) and every basi result ontinues to hold.

Proposition 9.4 � Let E −→ M a bundle of bounded geometry over M . Suppose F is

bounded vetor bundle over ∂M . Then the following hold for the Sobolev spaes Hs(E), Ht(F ),
s, t ∈ R of setions.

1. Hs(E), Ht(F ) is an Hilbert spae (inner produt depending on the hoies).

2. The usual (bounded) Sobolev embedding theorem holds with values on the Banah spae

Ck
b (E) of all setions with the �rst k derivatives uniformly bounded in normal oordinates,

Hs(E) →֒ Ck
b (E), whenever s > m/2 + k.

3. For the bundle of di�erential forms one an use as Sobolev norm the one oming from the

integral of the norm of ovariant di�erentials ‖ω‖2
k :=

∑k
i=0

∫
M

‖∇iω(x)‖2
T∗

x M⊗ΛT∗M |dx|.

4. For s < t we have a bounded embedding with dense image Ht(E) ⊂ Hs(E). The map is

ompat if and only if M is ompat. We de�ne

H∞(E) :=
⋂

s

Hs(E), H−∞(E) :=
⋃

s

Hs(E).



5. Let p : C∞(E) −→ C∞(F ) a k�bounded boundary di�erential operator i.e the omposition

of an order k bounded di�erential operator on E with the morphism of restrition to the

boundary. Then p extends to be a bounded operator p : Hs(E) −→ Hs−k−1/2(F ) if

s > k+ 1/2. In partiular we have the bounded restrition map Hs(E) −→ Hs−1/2(E|∂M )
if s > 1/2.

6. Hs(E) and H−s(E) are dual to eah other by extension of the pairing

(f, g) =

∫

M

g(f(x))|dx|; f ∈ C∞
0 (E), g ∈ C∞

0 (E∗)

where E∗
is the dual bundle of E. If E is a bounded Hermitian or Riemannian bundle, then

the norm on L2(E) de�ned by harts is equivalent to the usual L2
�norm

|f |2 :=

∫

M

(f, f)x|dx|, f ∈ C∞
0 (E).

MoreoverHs(E) andH−s(E) are dual to eah other by extension of (f, g) =
∫

M
(f, g)x|dx|.

9.0.2 Random Hilbert omplexes

We are going to de�ne the de Rham L2
omplexes along the leaves. These are partiular

examples of Hilbert omplexes studied in omplete generality in [6℄. So let x ∈ X0, onsider

the unbounded operator with Dirihlet boundary onditions

dL0
x

: Ωk
d,x = {ω ∈ C∞

0 (ΛT kL0
x);ω|∂M = 0} ⊂ L2

x(ΛT kL0
x) −→ L2

x(ΛT kL0
x).

Being a di�erential operator it is losable, let Ak
x(L0

x, ∂L
0
x) the domain of its losure i.e the

set of L2
limits ω of sequenes ωn suh that also the dωn onverges in L2

to some η =: dω.
The graph norm ‖ · ‖2

A := ‖ · ‖2
L2 + ‖d · ‖2

L2 gives the graph the struture of an Hilbert spae

where d is bounded. It is easily heked that d(Ak
x) ⊂ ker(d : Ak+1

x ) −→ L2
x) then we have a

Hilbert ohain omplex

· · · −→ Ak−1
x −→ Ak

x −→ Ak+1
x −→ · · ·

with yles Zk
x(L0

x, ∂L
0
x) := ker(d : Ak

x −→ Ak+1
x ) and boundaries Bk

x(L0
x, ∂L

0
x) := range(d :

Ak−1
x −→ Ak

x).

Definition 9.5 � The L2
(redued )

9

relative de Rham ohomology of the leaf L0
x is de�ned

by the quotients

Hk,x
dR,(2)(L

0
x, ∂L

0
x) := Zk

x(L0
x, ∂L

0
x)

/
Bk

x(L0
x, ∂L

0
x).

Clearly the losure is taken in order to assure the quotient to be an Hilbert spae. Similarly

the L2
�de Rham ohomology of the whole leaf, Hk,x

dR,(2)(L
0
x) is de�ned using no (Dirihlet)

boundary onditions. In partiular Ak
x(L0

x) will be used to denote the domain of the losure

of the di�erential as unbounded operator on L2(L0
x) de�ned on ompatly supported setions

(the support possibly meeting the boundary). The subsript dR helps to make distintion

9

the word redued stands for the fat we use the losure to make the quotient, also the non redued

ohomology an be de�ned. For a Γ overing of a ompat manifold the examination of the di�erene re-

dued/unredued ohomology leads to the de�nition of the Novikov�Shubin invariants [12℄



with Sobolev spaes. Eah one of this spaes is naturally isomorphi to a orresponding spae

of harmoni forms. More preisely

Definition 9.6 � The spae of k L2
� harmoni forms whih ful�ll Dirihlet boundary on-

ditions on ∂L0
x is

Hk
(2)(L

0
x, ∂L

0
x) := {ω ∈ C∞ ∩ L2, ω|∂L0

x
= 0, (δω)|∂L0

x
= 0, (dω)|∂L0

x
= 0

︸ ︷︷ ︸
aut. satis�ed

}

Note that the boundary onditions are exatly the square of the Dirihlet boundary ondition

on the Dira operator d+ δ. Sine eah leaf is omplete a generalization of an idea of Gromov

shows that these forms are losed and o�losed, [21, 22℄

Hk
(2)(L

0
x, ∂L

0
x) = {ω ∈ C∞ ∩ L2(ΛkL0

x), dω = 0, δω = 0, ω|∂L0
x

= 0}.

Furthermore there's the L2
�orthogonal Hodge deomposition [21, 22℄

L2(ΛkT ∗L0
x) = Hk

(2)(L
0
x, ∂L

0
x) ⊕ dk−1Ωk−1

d,x (L0
x, ∂L

0
x)

L2

⊕ δk+1Ωk+1
δ,x (L0

x, ∂L
0
x)

L2

where Ωk−1
d,x := {ω ∈ C∞

0 (Λk−1T ∗L0
x), ω|∂L0

x
= 0} and the orresponding one for δ with

no boundary onditions is Ωk+1
δ,x := {ω ∈ C∞

0 (Λk+1T ∗L0
x)}. These deompositions shows

with a little work that the inlusion Hk(L0
x, ∂L

0
x) →֒ Ak

x indues isomorphism in ohomology

(Hodge�de Rham Theorem)

Hk(L0
x, ∂L

0
x) ∼= Hk

dR,(2)(L
0
x, ∂L

0
x).

This is a onsequene of the fat that the graph norm (of d) and the L2
norm oinide on

the spae of yles Zk
x . Similar Hodge isomorphisms holds for the non�relative spaes and are

well known in literature.

As x varies in X0 they form measurable �elds of Hilbert spaes. We disuss this aspet in

a slightly more general way appliable to other situations. Remember that a measurable

struture on a �eld of Hilbert spaes over X0 is given by a fundamental sequene of setions,

(sx)x∈X0 , sn(x) ∈ Hx suh that x 7−→ ‖sn(x)‖Hx
is measurable and {s(x)}n is total in Hx

(see hapter IV in [24℄ ).

Proposition 9.7 � If for a family of losed densely de�ned operators (Px) with minimal

domain D(Px) a fundamental sequene sn(x) ∈ D(Px) is a ore for Px and Pxsn(x) is measurable

for every x and n then the family Px is measurable in the sense of losed unbounded operators

i.e. the family of projetions Πg
x on the graph is measurable in the square �eld Hx ⊕ Hx with

produt measurable struture.

Proof� It is trivial in fat the graph is generated by vetors (sn(x), Pxsn(x)) then the

projetions is measurable. 2

The lemma above an be applied to the (Ak
x(L0

x, ∂L
0
x))x in fat in the appendix of [10℄ a

fundamental sequene ϕn of setions with the property that eah (ϕn(·))|L0
x
is smooth and

ompatly supported is showen to exist. The same proof works for manifold with boundary

and sine the boundary has zero measure one an ertainly require to eah ϕn to be zero on

the boundary.



In partiular we have de�ned omplexes of square integrable representations. Redution

modulo Λ�a.e. gives omplexes of random Hilbert spaes (with unbounded di�erentials) for

whih we introdue the following notations,

• (L2,F(Ω•X0), d) is the omplex of Random Hilbert spaes obtained by Λ a.e. redution

from the �eld of Hilbert omplexes

· · · // L2(ΛkT ∗L0
x)

d // L2(Λk+1T ∗L0
x) // · · ·

(11)

• H•,F
dR,(2)(X0) is the random Hilbert spae obtained by Λ a.e. redution from the redued

L2
homology of (11)

• (L2,F(Ω•X0, ∂X0), d) is the omplex of Random Hilbert spaes obtained by Λ a.e. re-

dution from the �eld of Hilbert omplexes with Dirihlet boundary ondition

· · · // L2(ΛkT ∗L0
x)

d
// L2(Λk+1T ∗L0

x) // · · ·
(12)

with di�erentials onsidered as unbounded operators with domains Ak
x(L0

x, ∂L
0
x).

• H•,F
dR,(2)(X0, ∂X0) is the random Hilbert spae of the redued homology of the above

omplex.

9.0.3 De�nition of the de Rham signature

Let dim(F) = 4k Consider the measurable �eld of Hilbert spaes Ak
x(L0

x, ∂L
0
x) of the minimal

domains of the de Rham leafwise di�erential with Dirihlet boundary onditions ω|∂L0
x

= 0 as

above, with the graph Hilbert struture and the indue Borel struture. This square integrable

representation of R0 arries a �eld of bounded symmetri sesquilinear forms de�ned by

s0x : A2k
x (L0

x, ∂L
0
x) ×A2k

x (L0
x, ∂L

0
x) −→ C, (ω, η) 7−→

∫

L0
x

ω ∧ η =

∫

L0
x

(ω, ∗η)dνx

i.e. the C�antilinear in the seond variable extension of the wedge produt on forms. The

notation σ ⊗ γ = σ ⊗ γ̄ is the omplex onjugate and νx
is the Leafwise Riemannian metri.

Note that also the salar produt (·, ·) on forms is extended to be sesquilinear.

Lemma 9.8 � The sesquilinear form s0x passes to the L2
relative ohomology of the leaf

H2k
dR,(2)(L

0
x, ∂L

0
x) fatorizing through the image of the map H2k

dR,(2)(L
0
x, ∂L

0
x) −→ H2k

dR,(2)(L
0
x)

of the L2
relative de Rham ohomology to the L2

de Rham ohomology exatly as in the ompat

(one leaf) ase.

Proof� The �rst assertion is simply Stokes theorem, in fat let ω ∈ A2k
x (L0

x, ∂L
0
x) i.e.

ωn
L2

// ω
, dωn

L2
// 0 and θm ∈ C∞

0 (ΛT 2k−1L0
x), dθm

L2
// ϕ

then

s0x(ω, ϕ) = lim
n,m

∫

L0
x

ωn ∧ dθm = lim
n,m

∫

L0
x

d(ωn ∧ θm) = lim
n,m

∫

∂L0
x

(ωn ∧ θm)|∂L0
x

= 0.

The seond one is lear and follows exatly from the lassial ase i.e. if β1 = β2 + limn dρn

with ρn ompatly supported with no boundary onditions write

s0x([α], [β]) = s0x([α], [β2]) + lim
n

∫
α ∧ ρn,



represent α as a L2
limit of forms with Dirihlet boundary onditions than apply Stokes

theorem again. 2

For every x the sesquilinear form s0x on the ohomology orresponds to a bounded selfadjoint

operator Bx ∈ B(H2k
dR,(2)(L

0
x, ∂L

0
x)) (a proof is in [19℄) univoally determined by the ondition

s0x(α, β) = (α,Bxβ). Measurability properties of (s0x)x∈X0 are by de�nition (for us) measur-

ability properties of the family (Bx)x. It is lear that everything varies in a Borel fashion

(use again a smooth fundamental sequene of vetor �elds as in [10℄) then the Bx's de�ne a

self�adjoint random operator B ∈ EndΛ(H2k
dR,(2)(X0, ∂X0)).

Definition 9.9 � The Λ�L2
de Rham signature of the foliated manifold X0 with boundary

∂X0 is

σΛ,dR(X0, ∂X0) := trΛ χ(0,∞)(B) − trΛ χ(−∞,0)(B)

as random operators in EndΛ(H2k
dR,(2)(X0, ∂X0)).

10 L
2
de Rham signature=Hodge signature

This is a very long proof. We need some new tools. The path to follow is learly the one

in the paper of of Lük and Shik [13℄. We shall show at the end of the setion that we

an redue to the ase in whih every leaf meets the boundary or in other words the

boundary ontains a omplete transversal.

10.0.4 The boundary foliation and R0

We have denoted by F∂ the foliation indued on the boundary ∂X0 i.e. the foliation where

a leaf is a onneted omponent of the intersetion of a leaf L of F with the boundary. Let

R0 = R(F∂) its equivalene relation with anonial inlusion R0 −→ R0. We are under the

assumption that the boundary ontains a omplete transversal T . This is also a omplete

transversal for F∂, Call νT its harateristi funtion on R0. Then every transverse measure

Λ for R0 is univoally determined by the measure ΛνT
supported on T . As a onsequene one

gets a transverse measure, ontinue to all Λ, on R0. Let now (H,U) be a square integrable

representation of R0 −→ X0 and H its orresponding random Hilbert spae, it pulls bak

to a square integrable representation (H ′, U ′) of R0. Also a random operator A ∈ EndΛ(H)
de�nes by restrition a random operator A′

in EndΛ(H ′). We are going to show that

trΛ(A) = trΛ(A′). (13)

This is automatially proven if we think about the trae in terms of the operator valued weight∫
trHx

(·)dΛν(x) of Lemme 8 in [8℄, of ourse we have to pay some are heking the domains

of de�nitions of the two traes but from normality and square integrability the operators in

form θν(ξ, ξ) as in Proposition 15 in [8℄ furnish a su�iently rih set to hek the two. To see

the problem under a slightly di�erent point of view, �rst remember the trae of an operator

is related to an integration of a Random variable (Proposition 14 Page 43 in [8℄) on R0. So
if one hooses as transverse funtion the harateristi funtion of T and apply the Reipe of

Connes �nds out immediately that

Proposition 10.10 � An intertwining operator between two square integrable representations

of R0 restrits to an intertwining operator between the pull�bak representations of R0 to give

an element of the orresponding Von Neumann algebra with the same trae.



This simple argument allows ourselves to onsider, as an instrument short sequenes

0 // Ak−1
x (L0

x, ∂L
0
x)

i
// Ak−1

x (L0
x)

r
// Ak−1

x (∂L0
x) // 0, x ∈ ∂X0

as sequenes of Random Hilbert spaes assoiated to R0. In fat the third term seems not

naturally de�ned without passing to the boundary relation. Now the third term of the se-

quene is diretly related to the boundary. it seem we have to say again some words on the

relation between R0 and R0|∂X0
or, better its restrition to the boundary (R0)|∂X0

. We shall

investigate how R0 sits inside (R0)|∂X0
and the traes on algebras assoiated on it. Consider

a lass of R0 i.e. a leaf of the boundary foliation; this is a onneted omponent of a lass

of (R0)|∂X0
. In other words eah lass of (R0)|∂X0

is a denumerable union of lasses of R0

i.e. the bigger one seems like to be some sort of denumerable union of the smaller under the

obvious natural funtor

R0 −→ (R0)|∂X0.

In the measure theory realm denumerability means that (R0)|∂X0
is not so bigger than R0.

Also if one makes use of a omplete transversal for R0 to integrate natural

10

Random Hilbert

spaes assoiated to (R0)|∂X0
this transversal touhes denumerably times lasses of R0 so

in de�nitive the geometri intuition says that we are integrating (then taking traes) on the

foliation indued on the boundary ! the notion of properness helps to understand this intuitive

fat. Reall from [8℄ that a measurable funtor A measurable funtor F : G −→M with values

standard measure spaes is alled proper if w.r.t the diagram

G F
//

r

��

X :=
⋃

x∈G(0) Gx

π
xxpp

p
p
p
p
p
p
p
p
p

G(0)

G ats properly on X i.e. there exist a stritly positive funtion f ∈ F+(X) and a proper

ν ∈ E+
suh that ν ∗ f = 1. Here we reall the de�ning formula

(ν ∗ f)(z) :=

∫

Gy

f(F (γ−1) · z)dνy(γ).

Consider indeed the diagram

R0

L′

��

L′
// X ′ =

⋃
x∈∂X0

(R0)
x
|∂X0

X =
⋃

x∈∂X0
Rx

0

.

where L′
is the left multipliation funtor x 7−→ (R0)

x
|∂X0

while L is left traslation inR0. Both

are proper funturs beause the �rst is the restrition of the multipliation of R0 the seond

is the multipliation of the groupoid (Exemple after De�nition 3 page 23 in [8℄). Assoiate to

L and L′
some loal trae of an intertwining operator B of a square integrable representation,

say x 7−→ L2(∂L0
x). We are saying that the target spae L′(x) is (R0)

x
|∂X0

and the measure

is f 7−→ α(f) = tr(B1/2fB1/2); the same assoiation is done for L. Note that the integral∫
L′dΛ is exatly trΛ(B) in EndΛ(L2(∂L0

x)). Now there is a Borel map assoiating to z ∈ X

10

i.e. given by L2 • L, where L is left traslation on R0



a probability measure on X ′
as in Proposition 4 pag 23 in [8℄. It is the Dira measure i.e.

z = (x, y) 7−→ λz := δ(x,y). The property
∫
λzdαx(z) = α′(x)

is, by de�nition immediately veri�ed. Hene Proposition 4 pag. 23 in [8℄ says that

Proposition 10.11 � The trae on endomorphisms of natural representations of (R0)|∂X0

is exatly the trae on the foliation indued on the boundary.

10.0.5 Weakly exat sequenes

Consider for x ∈ ∂X0 the Borel �eld of ohain omplexes

d

��
d

��
d

��

0 // Ak−1
x (L0

x, ∂L
0
x)

i
//

d

��

Ak−1
x (L0

x)
r

//

d

��

Ak−1
x (∂L0

x) //

d

��

0

0 // Ak
x(L0

x, ∂L
0
x)

i
//

d

��

Ak
x(L0

x)
r

//

d

��

Ak
x(∂L0

x) //

d

��

0

where eah morphism must be onsidered as an unbounded operator on the orresponding

L2
, i is bounded sine is merely the restrition of the identity mapping on L2(L0

x,ΛT
∗L0

x)
and r is restrition to the boundary.

Proposition 10.12 �

1. For every k the domain Ak
x(L0

x) is ontained in the Sobolev spae of forms H1(L0
x,ΛT

∗L0
x).

In partiular the omposition with r makes sense.

2. The rows are exat.

Proof� 1. An element ω in Ak
x(L0

x) is an L2
�limit of smooth ompatly supported forms

ωn with di�erential also onvergent in L2
. Then sine the Hodge ∗ is an isometry on L2

also δωn = ± ∗ ω∗ onverges. In partiular we an ontrol the L2
�norm of dω and δω; this

means we have ontrol of the �rst ovariant derivative, in fat d + δ = c ◦ ∇ where c is the
(unitary) Cli�ord ation. Then the seond term an made less that the norm of ∇ by bounded

geometry. In partiular we have ontrol on the order one Sobolev norm by proposition 9.4.

The remaining part follows from the fat that the restrition morphism is bounded from H1

to H1/2 →֒ L2
.

2. The only non�trivial point is exatness in the middle but as a onsequene of the bounded

geometry the boundary ondition on the �rst spae extends to H1
(see proposition 5.4 in the

thesis of Thomas Shik [21℄) that together with point 1. is exatness. 2

Remark � Note that the proof of the proposition above says also that the indued mor-

phisms i∗ and r∗ are bounded.



Definition 10.13 � We introdue the notations L2,F(Ω•X0) and L
2,F(Ω•X0, ∂X0) for the

omplexes of Random Hilbert spaes with unbounded di�erential introdued above.

Every arrow indues morphisms on the redued L2
ohomology. Miming the algebrai on-

strution of the onneting morphism (everything works thanks to the remark above) we have,

for every x ∈ ∂X0 the long sequene of square integrable representations of the equivalene

relation of the boundary foliation R0

· · · // Hk,x
dR,(2)(L

0
x, ∂L

0
x)

i∗
// Hk,x

dR,(2)(L
0
x)

r∗
//

r∗
// Hk,x

dR,(2)(∂L
0
x)

δ
// Hk−1,x

dR,(2)(L
0
x, ∂L

0
x) // · · ·

Remove the dependene on x to get a long sequene of Random Hilbert spaes over ∂X0 with

onsistent notation with (11) and (12)

· · · // Hk
dR,(2)(X0, ∂X0)

i∗
// Hk

dR,(2)(X0)
r∗

//

r∗
// Hk

dR,(2)(∂X0)
δ

// Hk−1
dR,(2)(X0, ∂X0) // · · ·

(14)

Definition 10.14 � We say that a sequene of Random Hilbert spaes as (14) is Λ�weakly
exat at some term if in the orrespondig Von Neumann algebra of Endomorphisms the projetion

on the losure of the range of the inoming arrow oinide with the projetion on the kernel of

the starting one. These means i.e at point

i∗
// Hk

dR,(2)(X0)
r∗

//
,

range i∗ = ker i∗ ∈ EndΛ(Hk
dR,(2)(X0)).

Of ourse suh a sequene annot be exat, just as in the ase of Hilbert Γ�modules there are

simple examples of non exateness (see Example 1.19 in [12℄, or the example on manifolds

with ylindrial ends in the paper of Cheeger and Gromov [7℄). A neessary ondition to

weakly exatness is (left) fredholmness, as in [7℄.

10.0.6 Spetral density funtions and Fredholm omplexes.

Let U ,V two Random Hilbert spaes on R0 (for these onsideration also the holonomy

groupoid or, more generally a Borel groupoid would work) and an unbounded Random

operator f : D(f) ⊂ U −→ V i.e start with a Borel family of losed densely de�ned op-

erators fx : Ux −→ Vx intertwining the representation of R0. Sine f is losable, the question

of measurability is addressed in the paper [20℄. For every µ ≥ 0 put L(f, µ) as the set of

measurable �elds of subspaes Lx ⊂ D(fx) ⊂ Ux (measurability is measurability of the family

of the losures) suh that for every x ∈ X0 and φ ∈ Lx, ‖fx(φ)‖ ≤ µ‖φ‖. After redution

modulo Λ a.e. this beomes a set of Random Pre�Hilbert spaes we all LΛ(f, µ)

Definition 10.15 � The Λ�spetral density funtion of the family {fx}x is the monotone



inreasing funtion

µ 7−→ FΛ(f, µ) := sup{dimΛ : L ∈ LΛ(f, µ)}.
Here of ourse one has to pass to the losure in order to apply the Λ�dimension. We say f is

Λ Fredholm if for some ǫ > 0, FΛ(f, ǫ) <∞

We want to show that this de�nition atually oinides with the de�nition given in term of

the spetral measure of the positive self�adjoint operator f∗f .

Lemma 10.16 � In the situation above

FΛ(f, µ) = trΛ χ[0,µ2](f
∗f) = dimΛ range(χ[0,µ2](f

∗f))

as a projetion in EndΛ(U).
Notie that sine f∗f is a positive operator χ[0,µ2](f

∗f) = χ(−∞,µ2](f
∗f) is the spetral projetion

assoiated to the spetral resolution f∗f =
∫ ∞

−∞ µdχ(−∞,µ].

Proof� The spetral Theorem ( a parametrized measurable version) shows that the ranges

of the family of projetions χ[0,µ2](f
∗f) belong to the lass L(f, µ), then

dimΛ(range(χ[0,µ2)(f
∗f))) ≤ FΛ(f, µ).

In fat it's lear that χ[0,µ2)(f
∗
xfx)ω = ω ⇒ ‖fω‖ ≤ µ‖ω‖. But now for every L ∈ L(f, µ) we

get a family of injetions χµ2(f∗
xfx)|Lx

−→ range(χµ2 (f∗
xfx)) that after redution modulo Λ

and with the ruial property a) of the formal dimension in Proposition 19 pag. 55 in [8℄,

dimΛ(L) ≤ dimΛ(range(χ[0,µ2](f
∗f)).

2

Definition 10.17 � A omplex of random Hilbert ohains as (L2(Ω•X0), d) and its relative

and boundary versions is said Λ�(left) Fredholm in degree k if the di�erential indued on the

quotient

D(dk)

range(dk−1)

d
// L2(Ωk+1X0)

gives by Λ a.e. redution a left Fredholm unbounded operator in the sense of de�nition 10.15. In

partiular the ondition involving the spetrum distribution funtion is

FΛ

(
d| : D(dk) ∩ range(dk−1)⊥ −→ L2(Ωk+1X0), µ

)
<∞ (15)

for some positive number µ.
For this reason one alls the left hand�side of (15)

FΛ

(
L2(ΩkX0, ∂X0), µ

)
:= FΛ

(
d| : D(dk) ∩ range(dk−1)⊥ −→ L2(Ωk+1X0), µ

)

the spetral density funtion of the omplex at point k.

Remark � The de�nition above ombined with lemma 10.16 says that we have to ompute



the formal dimension of χ[0,µ2](f
∗f) where f = d

|D(d)∩range(dk−1)
⊥ . But f is an injetive

restrition of dk; then every spetral projetion χB(f∗f) projets onto a subspae that's

orthogonal to ker(dk). This means

FΛ

(
d| : D(dk) ∩ range(dk−1)⊥ −→ L2(Ωk+1X0), µ

)
= supL⊥

Λ (f, µ) (16)

where L⊥
Λ (f, µ) is the set of Random �elds of subspaes of D(d)∩ker(d)⊥ where d is bounded

by µ (see De�nition 10.15 )

Now return to the boundary foliation ∂F0 with its equivalene relation R0.

Theorem 10.17 � All the three omplexes of Random Hilbert spaes

L2,F(Ω•X0), L2,F(Ω•X0, ∂X0), L2,F(Ω•∂X0),

with unbounded di�erentials are Λ�Fredholm as representations of R = R(∂F0).

Proof� The proof follows by an aurate inspetion of the relation between the di�er-

entials (with or without boundary onditions) and the Laplae operator trough the theory

of selfadjoint boundary di�erential problems developed in [21℄. To make the notation lighter

let M = L0
x with ∂M = ∂L0

x the generi leaf. We onentrate on the relative sequene at

point d : Ak(M,∂M) −→ Ak+1(M,∂M) where the di�erential is an unbounded operator on

L2
with Dirihlet boundary onditions. Let D(d) = Ak+1(M,∂M). The following Lemma is

inspired by Lemma 5.11 in [13℄ where in ontrast Neumann boudary onditions are imposed.

Lemma 10.18 � Let ker(d) be the kernel of d as unbounded operator with Dirihlet boundary

onditions, then

D(d) ∩ ker(d)⊥ = H1
Dir

∩ δk+1C∞
0 (Λk+1T ∗M)

L2

where H1
Dir

is the spae of order 1 Sobolev k�forms ω suh that ω|∂M = 0.

Proof� First of all remember that the di�erential operator d + δ : C∞(Λ•T ∗M) −→
C∞(Λ•T ∗M) with either Dirihlet or Neumann boundary onditions is formally self�adjoint

with respet to the greenian formula

(drω, η) − (ω, δp+1η) =

∫

∂M

(ω ∧ ∗p+1η)|η

and uniformly ellipti [21℄. This means that this is an ellipti boundary value problem in the

lassial sense aording to the original de�nition of Lopatinski and Shapiro, together with a

uniform ondition on the loal fundamental solutions[21℄. Now let ω ∈ C∞
0 and η ∈ ker(d)

i.e. ηn ∈ C∞
0 , (ηn)|∂M = 0, ηn

L2
// η

, dηn
L2

// 0 then

(η, δω) = lim
n

(ηn, δω) = lim
n

(dηn, ω)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

0

±
∫

∂M

(ηn ∧ ∗ω)|∂M

︸ ︷︷ ︸
η|∂M =0

= 0,



showing that δC∞
0 ⊂ D(d) ∩ ker(d)⊥. For the reverse inlusion take ω ∈ D(d) ∩ ker(d)⊥ i.e.

ωn ∈ C∞
0 ,

ωn
L2

// ω
, dωn

L2
// 0 . For �xed η ∈ C∞

0 ,

((d + δ)η, ω)︸ ︷︷ ︸
dη∈ker(d),ω∈ker(d)⊥

= (δη, ω) = lim
n

(δη, ωn) =︸︷︷︸
ωn|∂M=0

= lim
n

(η, dω).

Then we an apply the adjoint regularity theorem of Hörmander [21℄ Lemma 4.19, or 4.22

saying that ω ∈ H1
lo

then (δω, η) = (ω, dη) holds beause for every η ∈ C∞
0 (M − ∂M),

dη ∈ ker(d) then δω = 0. It follows that for every σ ∈ C∞
0

0 =︸︷︷︸
dσ∈ker(d)

(dσ, ω) = (σ, δω)︸ ︷︷ ︸
0

±
∫

∂M

(σ ∧ ∗ω)|∂M = ±
∫

∂M

(ω ∧ ∗σ)|∂M .

The last passage oming from the de�nition of the Hodge ∗ operator, σ ∧ ∗ω = (σ, ω)dvol =
(ω, σ)dvol = ω ∧ ∗σ, where · is the omplex onjugate in ΛT ∗M ⊗ C. Now from the density

of {i∗(∗σ)}σ∈C∞
0

in L2(∂M), i : ∂M →֒ M the boundary ondition ω|∂M = 0 follows in

partiular ω ∈ H1
Dir

. Now it remains to apply the Hodge deomposition

L2(ΛkT ∗M) = Hk
(2)(M,∂M) ⊕ dk−1Ωk−1

d (M,∂M)
L2

⊕ δk+1 Ωk+1
δ (M,∂M)︸ ︷︷ ︸

no ∂−onditions

L2

to dedue ω ∈ δk+1C∞
0 (Λk+1T ∗M)

L2

. 2

Consider again the formally selfadjoint boundary value problem d+δ with Dirihlet boundary

onditions i.e D(d + δ) = H1
Dir

. Its square in the sense of unbounded operators on L2
is the

laplaian ∆ with domain

H2
Dir

:= {ω ∈ H2 : ω|∂M = 0, ((d + δ)ω)|∂M = (δω)|∂M = 0}.

Let ∆⊥
k the operator obtained from ∆ on k�forms restrited to the orthogonal omplement

of its kernel, it is easy to see that the splitting

L2(ΛkT ∗M) = Hk
(2)(M,∂M) ⊕ dk−1Ωk−1

d (M,∂M)
L2

⊕ δk+1 Ωk+1
δ (M,∂M)︸ ︷︷ ︸

no ∂−onditions

L2

indues the following splitting on ∆k,

∆⊥
k = (δk+1dp)

|δk+1Ωk+1
δ

⊕ (dk−1δk)
|dk−1Ωk−1

d

.

Lemma 10.19 � The following identies of unbounded operators hold

(δk+1dp)
|δk+1Ωk+1

δ

= (dk

|δk+1Ωk+1
δ

)∗(dk

|δk+1Ωk+1
δ

),

(dk−1δk)
|dk−1Ωk−1

d

= (dk−1

|δkΩk
δ

)(dk−1

|δkΩk
δ

)∗

where the dk

|δk+1Ωk+1
δ

is the unbounded operator on the subspae δk+1Ωk+1
δ of L2

with domain

H1
Dir

∩ δk+1Ωk+1
δ and range dk+1Ωk+1

d .



Proof� This is again the dual (in the sense of boundary onditions) statement of Lemma

5.16 in [13℄. We �rst state that the Hilbert spae adjoint of the operator dk
with domain

H1
Dir

∩ δk+1Ωk+1
δ and range dk+1Ωk+1

d is exatly δk+1
with domain H1

Dir

∩ dkΩk
d. We shall

omit degrees of forms and all d this restrited operator. Thanks to the intersetion with

H1
this is also the restrition of d + δ to the same subspae, in partiular ω ∈ D(d∗) ⊂

dC∞
0 implies ω ∈ D(d) and dω = 0. Take arbitrary η ∈ H1

Dir

∩ δC∞
0 , then sine δη = 0,

((d + δ)η, ω) = (dη, ω) = (η, d∗ω) and if η ∈ H1
Dir

∩ dΩd, ((d + δ)η, ω) = (δη, ω) = 0. Sine
δH1

Dir

⊥dΩd this is immediately heked,

σ ∈ dΩd, σ = dλ, λ|∂M = 0, (σ, δγ) = (dσ, γ)︸ ︷︷ ︸
=0

+
∫
|∂M (σ ∧ ∗γ)|∂M︸ ︷︷ ︸

=0

.

Also (η, d∗ω) = 0 sine d∗ω ∈ δC∞
0 and dΩ

Dir

⊥δC∞
0 . Then we an apply again the adjoint

regularity theorem [21℄, Lemma 4.19 to dedue ω ∈ H1
lo

. The next goal is to show ω ∈ H1
Dir

i.e. dω, δω ∈ L2
, ω|∂M = 0 but dx = 0 ∈ L2

, δω = (d+ δ)ω = d∗ω ∈ L2
and

(ω, dδη) = (d∗ω, δη) = (δω, δη) = (ω, dδη) ±
∫

∂M (δη ∧ ∗ω)|∂M for every η ∈ C∞
0 . Then

0 =
∫

∂M (δη ∧ ∗ω)|∂M =
∫

∂M (ω̄ ∧ ∗δη)|∂M =︸︷︷︸
=0

∫
∂M (ω ∧ ∗δη)|∂M for every η. The boundary

ondition follows by density. Finally it is lear that δd|D(d∗d) = ∆ = ∆⊥
but we have to prove

the oinidene of the domains

D(∆) ∩ δC∞
0 = D(d∗(d|δC∞

0
)),

now D(∆) = H2
Dir

= {ω ∈ H2, ω|∂M , (δω)|∂M = 0} ⊂ D(d∗d|δC∞
0

). Clearly

ω ∈ D(d∗d|δC∞
0

) ⇒ ω ∈ H1
Dir

∩ δC∞
0 ,

dω ∈ H1
Dir

then (d + δ)ω ∈ H1
and sine ω|∂M = 0 by ellipti regularity (for the boundary

value problem (d + δ) with Dirihlet onditions [21℄) ω ∈ H2
. We have just heked the

boundary onditions, �nally ω ∈ H2
Dir

= D(∆). The seond equality in the statement is

proven in a very similar way. 2

Now that the relation of d with Dirihlet boundary ondition restrited to the omplement of

its kernel with the Laplaian (∆⊥
) is lear we an use ellipti regularity to dedue that the

relative Random Hilbert omplex is Λ�Fredholm. This has to be done in two steps, the �rst

is to show that the spetral funtion of the Laplaian ontrols the spetral funtion of the

omplex

FΛ(∆⊥
k ,

√
µ) = FΛ(L2,F(ΩkX0, ∂X0), µ) + FΛ(L2,F(Ωk−1X0, ∂X0), µ) (17)

in fat

FΛ(∆⊥
k ,

√
µ) = FΛ

(
(δk+1dk)

|δk+1Ωk+1
δ

),
√
µ
)

+ FΛ

(
(dk−1δk)

|dk−1Ωk−1
d

),
√
µ
)

= FΛ

(
(dk

|δk+1Ωk+1
δ

)∗(dk

|δk+1Ωk+1
δ

),
√
µ
)

+ FΛ

(
(dk−1

|δkΩk
δ

)(dk−1

|δkΩk
δ

)∗,
√
µ
)

= FΛ

(
dk

|δk+1Ωk+1
δ

, µ
)

+ FΛ(dk−1
|δkΩk

δ

, µ
)

where, in the �rst step we have used the obvious fat that the spetral funtions behave

additively under diret sum of operators togheter with the remark after (10.17) , at the

seond step there are lemmas 10.18 and 10.19 together with the following properties of the

spetral funtions



• FΛ

(
f∗f,

√
λ
)

= FΛ(f, λ)

• FΛ(φ, λ) = Fλ(φ∗, λ)

that an be adapted to hold in our situation with unbounded operators. Good referenes are

the paper of Lott and Lük [11℄ and the paper of Lük and Shik [13℄ that inspired ompletely

this treatment.

Let us �rs reall the equation

FΛ(∆⊥
k ,

√
µ) = FΛ(L2,F(ΩkX0, ∂X0), µ) + FΛ(L2,F(Ωk−1X0, ∂X0), µ).

It says that we have only to show that ∆⊥
k is left Λ�Fredholm to have ontrol of both Fred-

holmness at degree k and k − 1. We an use the heat kernel, in fat by ellipti regularity

for eah leaf the heat kernel e−t∆k,x⊥

(z, z′) is smooth and uniformly bounded along the leaf

on intervals [t0,∞) [21℄ Theorem 2.35. As x varies in ∂X0 these bounds an made uniform

by the uniform geometry (in fat the onstants depend on the metri tensor, its inverse and

a �nite number of their derivatives in normal oordinates) and we get a family of smooth

kernels that varies transversally in a measurable fashion sine it is obtained by funtional

alulus from a measurable family of operators. Then they give a Λ�trae lass element in

the Von neumann algebra. Now the projetions χ[0,µ](f
∗f) in de�nition 10.17 where f is the

di�erential restrited to the omplement of its kernel are obtained from the heat kernel as

χ[0,µ](f
∗f) = χ[0,µ](∆

⊥
k )e∆

⊥
k

︸ ︷︷ ︸
bounded

χ[0,µ](∆
⊥
k )e−∆⊥

k

︸ ︷︷ ︸
Λ−trae lass

<∞.

2

Remark � The same argument of ellipti regularity for b.v. problems togheter with

the various Hodge deompositions shows that eah term of the long sequene (14) is a �nite

Random Hilbert spae.

Theorem 10.19 � The long sequene (14)

· · · // Hk,F
dR,(2)(X0, ∂X0)

i∗
// Hk,F

dR,(2)(X0)
r∗

//

r∗
// Hk,F

dR,(2)(∂X0)
δ

// Hk−1,F
dR,(2) (X0, ∂X0) // · · ·

is Λ�weakly exat (de�nition 10.14 )

Proof� This is exatly the same proof of Cheeger and Gromov [7℄ or in the form appearing

in the book by Lük (Theorem 1.21 in [12℄). In fat the ruial �nal step there, that is based

on the property of formal dimension of Hilbert Γ�modules

dimΓ

( ⋂

i∈I

Vi

)
= inf

i∈I
dimΓ Vi,

an be replaed here by a orresponding property for the formal dimension of Random Hilbert

spaes. 2



10.0.7 The proof

Theorem 10.19 � We have

σΛ,dR(X0, ∂X0) = σΛ,an(X, ∂X0)

thus together with formula (10) w.r.t. the manifold with ylinder attahed X all the three signa-

tures we have de�ned agree

σΛ,dR(X0, ∂X0) = σΛ,an(X0, ∂X0) = σ∞
Λ (X) = 〈L(X), CΛ〉 + 1/2[ηΛ(DF∂ )]

Proof� We pass through di�erent intermediate results, sometimes doing leafwise onsid-

erations. Our model is of ourse the work of Lük and Shik [13℄ whose our work is only

an adaptation. The proof of Lük and Shik in turn is inspired by the lassial argument

of Atiyah Patodi and Singer [4℄ with the great issue that at L2
level long sequenes are only

weakly exat and the spetrum of the boundary operator is not disrete.

First step. This is done. We have proved, following the method of Vaillant the equality

σΛ,an(X0, ∂X0) = σ∞
Λ (X)

where at right�hand side the signature on harmoni leafwise L2
�forms on the elonged manifold

with elonged foliation i.e. the Λ signature of the Poinarè produt on leafwise harmoni forms.

Our referene is then the harmoni signature.

Seond step. We shall prove σΛ,dR(X0, ∂X0) = σ∞
Λ (X). We explain now the strategy

We have to measure the +/− eigenspaes of the intersetion form on the �eld of Hilbert

spaes H2k
dR,(2)(X0, ∂X0) as square integrable representations of R0 (the whole foliation on

X0). Now thanks to the fundamental note on setion 10.0.4 it is su�ient to measure the

orresponding projetions in the von Neumann algebra arising by restrition of the Random

Hilbert spaes to R0 (the equivalene relation of the foliation indued on the boundary).

This is a onsequene of the very de�nition of the trae as an integral of a funtor with values

measure spaes and the fat the boundary ontains a omplete transversal. The passage to

R0 has the great vantage we an write boundary problems and sequenes of random Hilbert

spaes, in partiular the third term in

0 // Ak−1
x (L0

x, ∂L
0
x)

i
// Ak−1

x (L0
x)

r
// Ak−1

x (∂L0
x) // 0

is natural as representations of R0.
Remember the notation x ∈ ∂X0, L

0
x is the leaf of the ompat foliated manifold with bound-

ary, Lx is the leaf of the foliation on the manifold X with a ylinder attahed. Consider

the random Hilbert spae H2k
dr,(2)(X0) obtained from the various L2

ohomologies of the

leaves with no boundary onditions (this is alled sometimes in literature the L2
�homology

sine it naturally pairs with forms with Dirihlet boundary onditions). We have a family

of restrition maps ∂X0 ∋ x 7−→ rp
x : H2k(Lx) −→ H2k

dR,(2)(L
0
x) and intertwining operators

(H2k(Lx))x∈X0 :7−→ H2k
dR,(2)(L

0
x). There are also natural mappings i2k

x : H2k
dR,(2)(L

0
x, ∂L

0
x) −→

H2k
dR,(2)(Lx). And the mapping q oming from the long sequene in ohomology as in the



following diagram

H2k
dR,(2)(L

0
x, ∂L

0
x)

i2k
x

// H2k
dR,(2)(L

0
x)

q2k
x

��

H2k(Lx)

r2k
x

66
n

n
n

n
n

n
n

n
n

n
n

n
n

H2k
dR,(2)(∂L

0
x)

. (18)

Following the program of Lük and Shik we shall prove

1.

range(r2k) = range(i2k) as projetions in EndΛ,R0

[
H2k,F

dR,(2)(X0)
]

(19)

and the signature an be omputed looking at the �elds of sesquilinear Poinarè produts

on the images of i2k
x as square integrable representations of R0,

H2k
dR,(2)(L

0
x, ∂L

0
x)

i2k
x

// H2k
dR,(2)(L

0
x)

H2k(Lx)

r2k
x

66
n

n
n

n
n

n
n

n
n

n
n

n

. (20)

2. The signature of the �eld of produts on the image of i2k
x onides with the signature

of the �elds of Poinaré produts on (Hx)x∈X0 as square integrable representations of

R0 that in turn oinides with those omputed traing in R0

Notie about (19) that range(i2k) = ker q2k
by the long exat sequene.

1. Lük and Shik (lemma 3.12 in [13℄) prove the following result

Lemma 10.20 �

q2k
x ◦ r2k

x = 0, x ∈ ∂X0

By de�nition of the algebra of intert. operators q2k
x ◦r2k

x = 0 ∀x ∈ ∂X0 =⇒ range r2k
x ⊂ ker q2xk

then

ker q2k · range r2k = range i2k · range r2k = range r2k ∈ EndΛ,R0

[
HdR,(2)(X0)

]

Now Von Neumann dimentions ome in play in a fundamental way. Consider the �eld of

unbounded boundary di�erentials dx : L2(Ω2k−1∂L0
x) −→ L2(Ω2k−1∂L0

x) exatly as in [13℄

(and essentially by ellipti regularity and the fat trae=trae on the boundary foliation) they

de�ne a left Fredholm a�liated operator so the image of the �eld of the spetral projetion

χ(0,γ](δd) has dimension tending to zero for γ → 0. Given ǫ > 0 de�ne the following �eld of

subspaes,

E2k
ǫ,x := range(d ◦ χ(γ,∞)(δd)) ⊂ L2(Ω2k∂L0

x).

Properties of E2k
ǫ

1. it is measurable, in fat is obtained by funtional alulus from a natural Borel family.

2. It has odimension less that ǫ in range(d) in fat d ◦ χ(−∞,0](δd) = 0.

3. It is losed, beause the restrition of δd to the subspae orresponding to (0,∞) satis�es
δd ≥ γ than is invertible (this automatially seen using the polar deomposition).



Now we have to invoke the leafwise Hodge deomposition with (Neumann) boundary ondi-

tion,

L2(Ω2k−1(L0
x)) = ranged2k−2 ⊕ range δ2k−2

|{ω|∂=0} ⊕ ker∆2k
|{(∗ω)|∂=0=(δω)|∂}

. (21)

The methods of Shik [21℄ surely applies to the generi leaf L0
x in fat this is bounded geom-

etry and has a ollar so the fat its boundary has in�nite onneted omponents (omplete in

the indued metri) plays no role. So the spae H2k
(2),dR(L0

x) an be anonially identi�ed with

the third addendum in (21) and pull bak to the boundary gives a well de�ned measurable

11

family of (uniformely) bounded mappings β2k
x : H2k

(2),dR(L0
x) −→ L2(Ω2k(∂L0

x)). De�ne, by
pull�bak the following measurable �eld of losed subspaes

K2k
ǫ,x ⊂ H2k

(2),dR(L0
x).

Properties of K2k
ǫ,x :

1. K2k
ǫ,x ⊂ H2k

(2),dR(L0
x)

2. K2k
ǫ,x ⊂ (β2k

x )−1(range d∂)

3. The �eld K2k
ǫ,x de�nes a projetion having odimension in ker q2k

that's less than ǫ.

Then there's another density lemma in [13℄ (Lemma 3.16) stating another property,

K2k
ǫ ⊂ range(r2k

x : H2k
2 (Lx) −→ range i2k).

All of this properties ertainly say that (19) is true (by normality of the trae we an reah

range(i2k) with a family of subprojetions whose odimension tends to zero).

2.

Again following [13℄, q[0]2k
(notation of the proof of Lemma 10.0.7) de�nes a bounded family

of mappings from H2k
(2)(Lx) to ranged∂ . So let H2k

ǫ,x ⊂ H2k
(2)(Lx) be as before the inverse image

of E2k
ǫ,x. Sine we are using harmoni forms the pull�bak is (uniformly) bounded in the L2

norm so H2k
ǫ,x is a �eld of losed subspaes giving projetion of odimension in H2k

(2)(X) not

greater than ǫ. Now if

L2k
ǫ,x ⊂ range i2k

x

is the losure of the image of L2k
ǫ,x under the mapping r2k

x : H2k
(2)(Lx) −→ range i2k

x , its

odimension into range i2k
is less than ǫ exatly beause of (19) sine the odimension of H2k

ǫ

in H2k
(2)(X) is less than ǫ.

The leafwise intersetion form

s0x : H2k
(2)(L

0
x, ∂L

0
x) ×H2k

(2)(L
0
x, ∂L

0
x) −→ C

desends into a pairing on range i2k
x whih restrits to a pairing

η0
x : L2k

ǫ,x × L2k
ǫ,x −→ C.

But the odimension of L2k
ǫ ⊂ range i2k

is less than ǫ one gets

| signΛ(s0) − signΛ(η)| ≤ ǫ,

11

inverse image of a measurable �eld of subspaes by a unif. bounded measurable family of bounded

operators is measurable, one an split the domain spae as Ker⊕Ker⊥ and apply the well known fat that

inverses of isom. are measurable [9℄



remember that signΛ(s0) = σΛ,dR(X0, ∂X0).
Now it's a quite amazing omputation performed by Luk and Shik [13℄ that the leafwise

Hodge intersetion form we alled s∞x : H(2)(Lx) ×H(2)(Lx) −→ C desends to a pairing on

eah H2k
ǫ,x and in turn to exatly the pairing η0

x de�ned above. Again sine the odimension

of H2k
ǫ in H2k

(2)(X) is ≤ ǫ we get | signΛ(s∞) − signΛ(η0)| ≤ ǫ then

| signΛ(s∞) − signΛ(s0)| ≤ 2ǫ.

The theorem is proved sine ǫ is arbitrary. 2

Remark � On the assumption of the omplete transversal ontained into the

boundary. The assumption Saturation(∂X0) = X0 is really simply avoidable in fat one an

write the sequene

0 // Ak−1
x (L0

x, ∂L
0
x)

i
// Ak−1

x (L0
x)

r
// Ak−1

x (∂L0
x) // 0

for x also in the interior but the last arrow is null for ∂L0
x = 0 so everything works in the

exatly same way.

Referenes

[1℄ Paolo Antonini. The Atiyah Patodi Singer index formula for measured foliations

ompletare referenza

[2℄ Paolo Antonini The Atiyah Patodi Singer index formula for measured foliations. PhD thesis

La Sapienza Rome arXiv:0901.0143,

[3℄ M. F. Atiyah. Ellipti operators, disrete groups and von Neumann algebras. In Colloque

�Analyse et Topologie� en l'Honneur de Henri Cartan (Orsay, 1974), pages 43�72. Astérisque,

No. 32�33. So. Math. Frane, Paris, 1976.

[4℄ M. F. Atiyah, V. K. Patodi, and I. M. Singer. Spetral asymmetry and Riemannian geometry.

I. Math. Pro. Cambridge Philos. So., 77:43�69, 1975.

[5℄ Niole Berline, Ezra Getzler, and Mihèle Vergne. Heat kernels and Dira operators, volume

298 of Grundlehren der Mathematishen Wissenshaften [Fundamental Priniples of Mathe-

matial Sienes℄. Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1992.

[6℄ J. Brüning and M. Lesh. Hilbert omplexes J Funtional Analysis 108, 88-132 (1992)

[7℄ Je� Cheeger and Mikhael Gromov. Bounds on the von Neumann dimension of L2
-ohomology

and the Gauss-Bonnet theorem for open manifolds. J. Di�erential Geom., 21(1):1�34, 1985.

[8℄ Alain Connes. Sur la théorie non ommutative de l'intégration. In Algèbres d'opérateurs

(Sém., Les Plans-sur-Bex, 1978), volume 725 of Leture Notes in Math., pages 19�143.

Springer, Berlin, 1979.

[9℄ J. Dixmier. Von Neumann algebras. North Holland, Amsterdam, 1988.

[10℄ James Heitsh and Conor Lazarov. Homotopy invariane of foliation Betti numbers, In

Invent. Math, 104 pages 321�347 1991.

[11℄ John Lott, Wolfang Lü k L2
-Topologial invariants of 3-manifolds. Invent. math., 120, 15�60

(1995)

http://arxiv.org/abs/0901.0143


[12℄ Wolfang Luk, L2
Invariants: Theory and appliations to geometry and K�Theory Volume

44 of the Springer series "A series of Modern Surveys in Mathemathis"

[13℄ Wolfang Lük, Thomas Shik Various L2
�signatures and a topologial L2

�signature theorem.

High-dimensional manifold topology, 362�399, World Si. Publishing, River Edge, NJ, 2003

[14℄ Calvin C. Moore and Claude Shohet. Global analysis on foliated spaes, volume 9 of Math-

ematial Sienes Researh Institute Publiations. Springer-Verlag, New York, 1988. With

appendies by S. Hurder, Moore, Shohet and Robert J. Zimmer.

[15℄ A. E. Nussbaum Redution theory for unbounded losed operators in hilbert spae, Duke

Math. Journal, 31(1):33�44, 1964.

[16℄ Goran Peri. Eta invariants of Dira operators on foliated manifolds, Trans. Amer. Math.

So. 334(2): 761�782. 1992

[17℄ Mohan Ramahandran. Von Neumann index theorems for manifolds with boundary. J.

Di�erential Geom., 38(2):315�349, 1993.

[18℄ Revuz Markov hains. North-Holland Mathematial Library, vol. 11, North-Holland, Ams-

terdam; Amerian Elsevier, New York, 1975, x + 336 pp., 35.50

[19℄ M Reed and B. Simon Methods of Mathematial Physis IV. Aademi Press, New York

1978.

[20℄ A. E. Nussbaum Redution theory for unbounded losed operators in hilbert spae, Duke

Math. Journal, 31(1):33�44, 1964.

[21℄ Thomas Shik, Analysis on boundary manifolds of bounded geometry, Hodge-de Rham

isomorphism and L2-index theorem. Dissertation. Printed by Shaker Verlag, 1996. ISBN=3-

8265-1969-8 http://www.uni-math.gwdg.de/shik/publ/dissshik.htm

[22℄ Thomas Shik, Analysis and Geometry of Boundary-Manifolds of Bounded Geometry.

http://arxiv.org/abs/math/9810107.

[23℄ Thomas Shik, Boundary manifolds of bounded geometry. Math. Nahr. 223 (2001), 103�

120.

[24℄ Masamihi Takesaki Theory of operator algebra I Springer Verlag

[25℄ B. Vaillant. Indextheorie fur Uberlagerungen. Diplomarbeit, Universitat. Bonn,

http://styx.math.uni-bonn.de/boris/diplom.html, 1997

http://www.uni-math.gwdg.de/schick/publ/dissschick.htm
http://arxiv.org/abs/math/9810107
http://styx.math.uni-bonn.de/boris/diplom.html

	Introduction
	Geometric Setting
	The Hirzebruch formula
	Computations with the leafwise signature operator
	The Analytic signature
	Fields of sesquilinear forms
	The Hodge signature
	Analytical signature=Hodge signature
	The L2–de Rham signature
	manifolds with boundary with bounded geometry
	Random Hilbert complexes
	Definition of the de Rham signature


	L2 de Rham signature=Hodge signature 
	The boundary foliation and R0 
	Weakly exact sequences
	Spectral density functions and Fredholm complexes.
	The proof



