arXiv:0907.0800v1 [math.DG] 4 Jul 2009

The Atiyah Patodi Singer index formula for measured foliations

Paolo Antonini

Paolo.Antonini@mathematik.uni-regensburg.de paolo.anton@gmail.com

September 26, 2018

Abstract

Let X0 be a compact Riemannian manifold with boundary endowed with a oriented, measured even dimensional foliation with purely transverse boundary. Let X be the manifold with cylinder attached and extended foliation. We prove that the L^2–measured index of a Dirac type operator is well defined and the following Atiyah Patodi Singer index formula is true

ind_L2_{,Λ}(D^+) = ⟨ ^A(X, ∇) Ch(E/S), CΛ⟩ + 1/2[ηΛ (D^{F∂} ) − h^+_Λ + h^−_Λ ].

Here Λ is a holonomy invariant transverse measure, ηΛ(D^{F∂} ) is the Ramachandran eta invariant [23] of the leafwise boundary operator and the Λ–dimensions h^±_Λ of the space of the limiting values of extended solutions is suitably defined using square integrable representations of the equivalence relation of the foliation with values on weighted Sobolev spaces on the leaves.

1 Introduction

Let X_0 be an even dimensional oriented compact Riemannian manifold with boundary equipped with a unitary Clifford module E −→ X_0 with compatibile Clifford connection. Suppose each geometric structure is product type near the boundary. It is a well known fact since the seminal paper by Atiyah Patodi and Singer [3] that the index problem for the Dirac operator D in X_0 can be approached in at least two ways;

1. a generalized boundary value problem with pseudodifferential boundary condition (the Atiyah Patodi Singer boundary condition) 2. an L^2 index problem on the manifold X obtained attaching a cylinder to X_0 across its boundary. Actually there is a third completely independent point of view, that of Melrose’s b geometry [19]. This can be seen to correspond to a compactification of X joining a boundary at the infinity.

Indeed the operator splits near the boundary as D = σ(D_0 + ∂_r) where σ is a bundle isomorphism, D_0 is a Dirac operator on the boundary and ∂_r is the normal derivative. Call ~D the naturally extended operator on X. One can show that ~D is Fredholm if and only if the boundary operator is invertible in L^2 [19] but the kernels Ker_L2 ( ~D^±) are finite dimensional and the difference of these dimensions is called the L^2 index of ~D. The Atiyah Patodi Singer formula computes this index in terms of the Atiyah Singer local integrand, the eta invariant η(D_0) of the boundary operator and some correcting numbers related to the spaces of the

L^2–extended solutions on the cylinder,

ind_L2 (D^+) = ∫ X_0

^A(X_0, ∇) Ch(E/S) + 1 2 [η(D_0) + h^− − h^+].

If ∂X_0 has no boundary and is foliated by a smooth foliation equipped with a holonomy invariant transverse measure, Alain Connes [12] has generalized, in the contest of non commutative geometry, the Atiyah Singer index formula for a leafwise Dirac operator on X_0 i.e. a family of Dirac operators one for each leaf that vary transversally in a measurable way. This result can be seen as a generalization of the Atiyah L^2–index theorem for Galois coverings Γ− ~X_0 −→ X_0, where the Von Neumann algebra associated to the right regular representation of the deck group Γ is used to define the L^2–index of the lifted Dirac operator on the total space ~X_0. In spite of geometrical applications (the signature operatore and the signature formula) one can ask about the existence of an Atiyah Patodi Singer index formula for a foliated manifold with boundary with foliation transverse^1 (normal) to the boundary and a holonomy invariant transverse measure Λ. This formula has to reflect both the structure of the formula of Connes and Atiyah Patodi Singer. Mohan Ramachandran [23] partially solved the problem, proving the A.P.S. theorem for measured foliations for the boundary value problem with A.P.S. boundary condition. In this paper we adopt the second point of view proving the index formula for foliations of manifolds with cylindrical ends. We work, as Ramachandran at level of the leaves using the equivalence relation to prove our main result

Theorem 1.0 — The Dirac operator has finite dimensional L^2 − Λ–index and the following formula holds

ind_L2_{,Λ}(D^+) = ⟨ ^A(X) Ch(E/S), C_Λ⟩ + 1/2[η_Λ(D^{F∂} ) − h^+_Λ + h^−_Λ ]

where h^±_Λ := dim_Λ(Ext(D^±) − dim_Λ(Ker_L2 (D^±) are the suitably defined Λ–dimensions of the space of extended solutions, C_Λ is the Ruelle–Sullivan current associated to the transverse measure Λ and η_Λ(D^{F∂} ) is the Ramachandran eta invariant of the boundary leafwise operator.

Our proof is a generalization of a method of Boris Vaillant [29] that proved the Atiyah Patodi Singer index formula for Galois coverings of manifolds with cylindrical ends. In section 2 we introduce the geometric settings and notations. In section 3 we review the classical Atiyah Patodi Singer index formula paying attention to its cylindrical L^2–version. In section 4 we show that one can define a version of the essential spectrum of the operator relatively to the Von Neumann algebra of the foliation. Since this spectrum is stable by Λ–compact perturbations one can carry to foliations the result that the Fredholmness in the sense of Breuer [7] is equivalent to boundary invertibility. More precisely a splitting principle is valid: the Von Neumann essential spectrum is determined by the leafwise behaviour outside compact sets. In section 5 we show that the measured L^2 index of the Dirac operator is finite. This is our form of elliptic regularity. More precisely we show that the longitudinal measures corresponding to the projections on the kernel and the cokernel are finite on sets of the form (compact in the boundary) × (cylinder). The construction of the trace as the integration of longitudinal measures against transverse measures makes the rest. Then we perform a two parameter perturbation making the operator Breuer–Fredholm. This can be done, thanks to the splitting principle, by a modification of the boundary operator. In the proof of the index formula we will carefully examine the behaviour of the Λ–dimensions of the corresponding spaces of the extended solutions of the perturbed operator showing that they converge to the dimensions of the non perturbed one. Each leaf is a manifold with bounded geometry

1in order to have an induced foliation on the boundary

and cylindrical ends. The perturbed operator has product structure displaying a regularizing operator in the cross section of the cylinder times an order one operator with finite propagation speed in the cylindrical direction. In section 6 the cylindrical finite propagation speed is exploited, as in [29] to prove some Cheeger Gromov Taylor estimates that relates the heat kernel of the perturbed operator with the non perturbed one. In section 7 we discuss the existence and convergence properties of the Ramachandran eta invariant for the perturbation. Finally in section 8 the index formula is proven and, in section 9 is shown to be compatible with that of Ramachandran.

The author wishes to thanks its thesis advisor Paolo Piazza for having suggested him the problem and for a lot of interesting discussions.

Contents

1 Introduction 1

2 Geometric Setting 3

3 The Atiyah Patodi Singer index theorem 4

4 Von Neumann algebras, foliations and index theory 6 4.1 The splitting principle . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 9

5 Analysis of the Dirac operator 11 5.1 Finite dimensionality of the index problem . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 11 5.2 Breuer–Fredholm perturbation . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 14

6 Cylindrical finite propagation speed and

Cheeger–Gromov–Taylor type estimates. 18 6.1 The standard case . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 18 6.2 The cylindrical case . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 20

7 The eta invariant 23 7.1 The classical eta invariant . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 23 7.2 The foliation case . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 23 7.3 Eta invariant for perturbations of the Dirac operator . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 24

8 The index formula 26

9 Comparison with Ramachandran index formula 32 9.1 The Ramachandran index . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 32

2 Geometric Setting

A p–dimensional foliation F on a n–dimensional manifold with boundary X_0 is transverse to the boundary if it is given by a foliated atlas {U_α} with homeomorphisms ϕ_α : U_α −→ V_α ×W_α with V_α open in H^p := {(x_1, ..., x_p) ∈ R^p : x_1 ≥ 0} and W^q open in R^q with change of coordinated ϕ_α(u, v) of the form

v^′ = ϕ(v, w), w^′ = ψ(w) (1)

(ψ is a local diffeomorphism). Such an atlas is assumed to be maximal among all collections of this type. The integer p is the dimension of the foliation, q its codimension and p + q = n. In each foliated chart, the connected components of subsets as ϕ^{−1}_α (V_α × {w}) are called plaques. The plaques coalesce (thanks to the change of coordinate condition (1)) to give maximal connected injectively immersed (not embedded) submanifolds called leaves. One uses the notation F for the set of leaves. Note that in general each leaf passes infinitely times through a foliated chart so a foliation is only locally a fibration. Taking the tangent spaces to the leaves one gets an integrable subbundle T F ⊂ T X_0 that’s transverse to the boundary i.e T ∂X_0 + T F = T X_0 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 respecting the cylindrical structure i.e.

1. The submanifold ∂X_0 is transversal to the foliation and inherits a foliation with the same codimension F_∂ = F_{|∂X0} with foliated atlas given by ϕ_α : U_α ∩ ∂X_0 −→ ∂V_α × W_α.

2. The restriction of the foliation on the cylinder is product type F_{|Z} = F_∂ × [0, ∞).

Note that these conditions imply that the foliation is normal to the boundary. The orientation we choose is the one given by (e_1, .., e_{2p−1}, ∂_r) where (e_1, .., e_{2p−1}) is a positive leafwise frame for the induced boundary foliation. As explained in [3] this will choose one of the two possible boundary Dirac operators. Let E −→ X be a leafwise Clifford bundle with leafwise Clifford connection ∇^E and Hermitian metric h^E . Suppose each geometric structure is of product type on the cylinder meaning that if ρ : ∂X_0 × [0, ∞) −→ ∂X_0 is the base projection E_{|Z} ≃ ρ^∗(E_{|∂X0} ), h^E_{|∂X0} = ρ^∗(h^E_{|∂X0} ), ∇^E_{|Z} = ρ^∗(∇^E_{|∂X0} ). Each geometric object restricts to the leaves to give a longitudinal Clifford module that’s canonically Z_2–graded by the leafwise chirality element. One can check immediately that the positive and negative boundary eigenbundles E^+_{∂X0} and E^−_{∂X0} are both modules for the Clifford structure of the boundary foliation [19]. Leafwise Clifford multiplication by ∂_r induces an isomorphism of Clifford modules c(∂_r) : E^+_{∂X0} −→ E^−_{∂X0} . Put F = E^+_{|∂X0} the whole Clifford module on the cylinder E_{|Z} can be identified with the pullback ρ^∗(F ⊕ F ) with the following action: tangent vectors to the boundary foliation v ∈ T F_∂ acts as c^E (v) ≃ c^F (v)Ω with Ω = ( 0 1 1 0 ) while in the cylindrical direction c^F (∂_r) ≃ ( 0 −1 1 0 ) . In particular one can

form the longitudinal Dirac operator assuming under the above identification the form

D = c(∂_r)∂_r + c_{|F0} ∇^{E|F}∂ = c(∂_r)∂_r + ΩD^{F∂} = c(−∂_r)[−∂_r − c(−∂_r)ΩD^{F∂} ]. (2)

Here D^{F∂} is the leafwise Dirac operator on the boundary foliation. In the following, these identifications will be omitted letting D act directly on F ⊕ F according to ( 0 D^− D^+ 0 ) = ( 0 −∂_r + D^{F∂} ∂_r + D^{F∂} 0 ) = ( 0 ∂_u + D^{F∂} −∂_u + D^{F∂} 0 )

where u = −r, ∂_u = −∂_r (interior unit normal) note this is the opposite of A.P.S. notation. We shall use the notation X = X_k ∪ Z_k with Z_k = ∂X_0 × [k, ∞) and X_k = X_0 ∪ (∂X_0 × [0, k]) also Z^b_a := ∂X_0 × [a, b] and where there’s no danger of confusion Z_x is the cylinder of the leaf passing through x, Z_x = L_x ∩ Z_0.

3 The Atiyah Patodi Singer index theorem

We are going to recall the classical Atiyah–Patodi–Singer index theorem in [3]. So let X_0 be a compact 2p dimensional manifold with boundary ∂X_0 and consider a Clifford bundle E with all the geometric structure as in the previous section. We take here the opposite orientation of A.P.S i.e. we use the exterior unit normal to induce the boundary operator instead of the interior one. In other words D^+_{here} = D^−_{APS}. The operator writes in a collar around the boundary ( 0 D^− D_+ 0 ) = ( 0 −∂_r + D_0 ∂_r + D_0 0 ) where ∂_r is the exterior

unit normal and D_0 is a Dirac operator on the boundary. It is shown in [2] that the K– theory of the boundary manifold contains topological obstructions to the existence of elliptic boundary value conditions of local type (for the signature operator they are always non zero). If one enlarges the point of view to admit global boundary conditions a Fredholm problem (with Calderon projection [6]) can properly set up. More precisely, consider the boundary operator D_0 acting on ∂X_0. This is a first order elliptic differential operator with real discrete spectrum on L^2(∂X_0; F ). Let P = χ_{[0,∞)}(D_0) be its pseudo differential spectral projection on the non negative part of the spectrum. Then 1. The (unbounded) operator D^+ : C^∞(X; E^+, P ) −→ C^∞(X, E^−) with domain C^∞(X; E^+, P ) := {s ∈ C^∞(X; E^+) : P (s_{|∂X0} ) = 0} is Fredholm and the index is given by the formula

ind_{APS}(D^+) = ∫ X_0 ^A(X, ∇) Ch(E, ∇) − h/2 + η(0)/2 with the Atiyah–Singer ^A(X, ∇) differential form^2, the twisted Chern character Ch(E, ∇) [4, 19] and two correcting terms:

• h := Ker(D_0) is the dimension of the kernel of the boundary operator

• η(0), the eta invariant of D_0 is a spectral invariant which gives a measure of the asymmetry of its spectrum. This is extensively explained in section 7.

2. The index formula can be interpreted as a natural L^2 problem on the manifold with a cylinder attached X and every structure pulled back. More precisely the kernel of D^+ : C^∞(X; E^+, P ) −→ C^∞(X, E^−) turns out to be naturally isomorphic to the kernel of D^+ extended to an ubounded operator on L^2(X) while to describe the kernel of its Hilbert space adjoint i.e. the closure of D^− with the adjoint boundary condition D^− : C^∞(X; E^−, 1−P ) −→ C^∞(X, E^+) the space of extended L^2 solutions must be introduced.

A locally square integrable solution s of the equation D^−s = 0 on X is called an extended solution if for large positive r the equation s(y, r) = g(y, r) + s_∞(y) (3) is satisfied where y is the coordinate on the base ∂X_0 and g ∈ L^2 while s_∞ solves D_0s_∞ = 0 and is called the limiting value of s.

APS prove that the kernel of (D^+)^∗ (Hilbert space adjoint of D^+ with domain C^∞(X; E^+, P )) is naturally isomorphic to the space of L^2 extended solution of D^− on X. Moreover

ind_{APS}(D^+) = dim_L2 (D^+) − dim_L2 (D^−) − h_∞(D^−) = ind_L2 (D^+) − h_∞(D^−) (4)

where ind_L2 (D^+) := dim_L2 (D^+) − dim_L2 (D^−) and the number h_∞(D^−) is the dimension of the space of limiting values of the extended solutions of D^−. The number at right in (4) is sometimes called the L^2 extended index. Along the proof of (4) the authors prove that

h = h_∞(D^+) + h_∞(D^−) (5)

and conjecture that it must be true at level of the kernel of D_0 i.e.

every section in Ker(D_0) is uniquely expressible as a sum of limiting values coming from D^+ and D^−.

2due to the presence of the boundary one does not have here a cohomological pairing, for this reason the notation ^A(X, ∇) stresses the dependence from the metric through the connection ∇

The conjecture was solved by Melrose with the invention of the b–calculus, a pseudo–differential calculus on a compactification of X that furnished a totally new point of view on the APS problem [19].

With (4) and (5) the index formula is

ind_L2 (D^+) = ∫ X_0

^A(X_0) Ch(E) + η(0) 2 + h_∞(D^−) − h_∞(D^+) 2 . Finally a naive remark on the nature of the extended solutions in order to motivate our definition of their Von Neumann counterparts h_∞(D^±) (equation (24) and (50)). For a real parameter u say that a distributional section s on the cylinder is in the weighted L^2– space e^{ur}L^2(∂X_0 × [0, ∞); E^±) if e^{−ur}s ∈ L^2. The operator D^± trivially esxtends to act on each weighted space. Now it is evident from (3) that an L^2–extended solution of the equation D^+s = 0 is in each e^{ur}L^2 for positive u. Viceversa let s ∈ ⋂ u>0 Ker_eur_L2 (D^+).

Keep u fixed, then e^{−ur}s ∈ L^2 can be represented in terms of a complete eigenfunction expansion for the boundary operator D_0, e^{−ur}s = ∑ λ ϕ_λ(y)g(r). Solving D^+s = 0 together with the condition e^{−ur}s ∈ L^2 leads to the representation (on the cylinder) s(y, r) = ∑ λ>−u ϕλ(y)g0λ(y)e −λr. Since u is arbitrary we see that s should have a representation as a sum s(y, r) = ∑ λ≥0 ϕ_λ(y)g_{0λ}e^{−λr} over the non negative eigenvalues of D_0, i.e. s is an extended solution with limiting value ∑ λ=0 ϕ_0(y)g_{00}. We have proved that

Ext(D^±) = ⋂ u>0 Ker_eu_{rL}2 (D^±).

4 Von Neumann algebras, foliations and index theory

The main reference here is the original paper of Alain Connes [12] or the book by Moore and Schochet [20]. Since we shall be interested, in a future paper to formulate boundary value problems we choose to work with the equivalence relation R of the foliation since we believe, with Ramachandran [23] that’s the most natural ambient where to write boundary conditions. With its natural Borel structure R is a Borel groupoid with start, range and composition defined by: s(x, y) = y, r(x, y) = x, (x, y) · (y, z) = (x, z). The r–fiber r^{−1}(x) is denoted by R^x = {(x, y) : y ∈ L_x}. If {H_x} is a Borel field of Hilbert spaces on the base X, a representation of R is a functor U from R to the category of Hilbert spaces i.e. U(x, y) : H_x −→ H_y is a unitary isomorphism for every (x, y) ∈ R. This functor has to be measurable in a precise sense [12]. A longitudinal measure is a collection of measures {ν^x}_{x∈X} with ν^x supported on R^x that is R–invariant i.e. ν^x = ν^y if (x, y) ∈ R. If ν is a longitudinal measure one can define a kernel in the sense of measure theory [24] pushing forward by left traslation i.e. putting R(ν)_γ := γ · ν^x, γ ∈ R, s(γ) = x. One calls ν proper if R(ν) is proper. For a proper longitudinal measure left traslation gives a representation L^ν of R valued on the field of r–fibers H_x = L^2(R^x, ν^x). A representation is square integrable if it is equivalent to some subrepresentation of a denumerable union of L^ν for a proper ν. Longitudinal measures pair with transverse measures. This pairing process is well explained in [20]. We shall deal only with transverse measures coming from holonomy invariant transverse measures for the foliation. Remember that a Borel set T ⊂ X is called a Borel transversal if it intersects each leaf in a atmost denumerable set. The set of all Borel transversal is a σ–ring. A finitely additive measure ν on this σ–ring is called holonomy invariant if for every Borel bijection ϕ : T_1 −→ T_2 with (x, ϕ(x)) ∈ R then ν(T_1) = ν(T_2). Remember that for oriented foliations holonomy invariant transverse measures arise from foliated closed currents or from flows generated by vector fields tangent to the leaves. The Ruelle–Sullivan isomorphism is the correspondence between invariant measures and foliated currents. On foliated charts transverse measures can be disintegrated along the plaques.

Suppose U, V are two representation with values on the fields of Hilbert spaces H, K. A uniformly bounded Borel family of bounded operators T_x : H_x −→ K_x intertwines U and V if V_{(x,y)} ∘ T_x = T_y ∘ U_{(x,y)}, (x, y)–a.e..

For square integrable representations on the fields of Hilbert spaces H_i let Hom_R(H_1, H_2) the vector space of the intertwining operators. A holonomy invariant measure gives rise to a quotient projection Hom_R(H_1, H_2) −→ Hom_Λ(H_1, H_2) given by identification modulo Λa.e. equality. Elements of Hom_Λ(H_1, H_2) are called Random operators between the random Hilbert spaces H_i. If H_1 = H_2 = H, then Hom_R(H, H) = End_R(H) is an involutive algebra, the quotient via Λ is the semifinite Von Neumann algebra^3 End_Λ(H); its natural trace tr_Λ is defined using the coupling longitudinal/transverse measures [20]. Indeed to trace a field of operators one first looks at the field of its local traces^4 [20]. This is a longitudinal measure that can be integrated against Λ and the result is the trace.

For a vector bundle E −→ X let L^2(E) be the Borel field of Hilbert spaces on X fixed by the leafwise square integrable sections {L^2(L_x, E_{|Lx} )}_{x∈X} . There is a natural square integrable representation of R on L^2(E) the one given by (x, y) −→ Id : L^2(L_x, E) −→ L^2(L_y, E). Denote End_R(E) the vectorspace of all intertwining operators and Hom_Λ(E) the corresponding Von Neumann algebra.

Since we need unbounded operators we have to define measurability for fields of closed unbounded operators. We say that the field of closed unbounded operators T_x is measurable if are measurable the fields of bounded operators u_x and (1+T^∗_x T_x)^{−1} that determine univoquely the polar decomposition T = u|T |.

Next, we review some ingredients from Breuer theory of Fredholm operators on Von Neumann algebras, adapted to the semifinite case with some notions translated in the language of the essential Λ–spectrum, a straightforward generalization of the essential spectrum of a self– adjoint operator. The main references are [7], [8] and [9]. Remember that the set of projections P := {A ∈ End_Λ(E), A^∗ = A, A^2 = A} of a Von Neumann algebra, has the structure of a complete lattice i.e. for every family {A_i}_i of projections one can form their join V A_i and their meet ΛA_i. Then for a random operator A ∈ End_Λ(E) we can define its projection on the range R(A) ∈ P(End_Λ(E)) and the projection on its kernel N(A) ∈ P(End_Λ(E)) by R(A) := V{P ∈ P(End_Λ(E)) : P A = A} and N(A) := Λ{P ∈ P(End_Λ(E)) : P A = P }. If A is the class of the measurable field of operators A_x, it is clear that R(A) and N(A) are the classes of R(A)_x and N(A)_x.

Let H_i, i = 1, .., 3 be square integrable representations of R; define Λ–finite rank random operators B^f_Λ(H_1, H_2) := {A ∈ Hom_Λ(H_1, H_2) : tr_Λ R(A) < ∞}, Λ–compact random operators B^∞_Λ (H_1, H_2) as the norm closure of finite rank operators. The Λ–Hilbert–Schmidt random operators are B^2_Λ(H_1, H_2) := {A ∈ Hom_Λ(H_1, H_2) : tr_Λ(A^∗A) < ∞} and Λ–trace class operators B^1_Λ(H) = B^2_Λ(H)B^2_Λ(H)^∗ = { ∑_n i=1 S_iT^∗_i : S_i, T_i ∈ B^2_Λ(H)}. It is easy to check, as for B(H), H Hilbert space, that B^∗_Λ(H) is a ∗–ideal in End_Λ(E) for ∗ = 1, 2, ∞. An element A ∈ B^∗_Λ(H) iff |A| ∈ B^∗_Λ(H), we have the inclusion B^f_Λ(E) ⊂ B^1_Λ(E) ⊂ B^2_Λ(E) ⊂ B^∞_Λ (E) and B^1_Λ(E) = {A ∈ End_Λ(E) : tr_Λ |A| < ∞}. An important inequality we shall use (a proof in chapter V of [28]) is the following, take A ∈ B^1_Λ(E) and C ∈ End_Λ(H). We have polar

3to be precise this is a W^∗ algebra in fact it is not naturally represented on some Hilbert space. The choice of a longitudinal measure ν gives however a representation End_R(H) −→ B( ∫ X H_xdΛ_ν (x)) on the direct integral of the field H_x

4this is a notion introduced by Atiyah, the local trace of a positive (in general not trace class) operator T on L^2(Y, μ) is the measure A −→ tr_L2 (χ_AT χ_A)

decompositions A = U|A| and C = V |C| then |A| = U^∗A ∈ B^1_Λ(E), |A|^{1/2} ∈ B^2_Λ(E) and

| tr_Λ(CA)| ≤ ‖C‖ tr_Λ |A|. (6)

Definition 4.1 — A random operator F ∈ Hom_Λ(E_1, E_2) is Λ–Fredholm (Breuer–Fredholm) if there exist G ∈ Hom_Λ(E_2, E_1) such that F G − Id ∈ B^∞_Λ (E_2) and GF − Id ∈ B^∞_Λ (E_1). For a field of unbounded closed operators T_x : H_1 −→ H_2 we say that it is Λ–Fredholm if the corresponding field T_x : (Domain(T_x), ‖ · ‖_{Tx} ) −→ H_2 defined by the graph norm is Λ–Breuer– Fredholm.

It is straightforward to show that a random operator F ∈ Hom_Λ(H_1, H_2) is Λ–Fredholm if and only if N(F ) is Λ–finite rank and there exist some finite rank projection S ∈ End_Λ(H_2) such that R(Id −S) ⊂ R(F ). Then Λ–Fredholm operators F have a finite Λ–index. In fact tr_Λ(N(F )) < ∞ and tr_Λ(1 − R(F )) ≤ tr_Λ(S) < ∞ and one can define

ind_Λ(F ) := tr_Λ(N(F )) − tr_Λ(1 − R(F )).

To motivate the definition of the Λ–essential spectrum, as in [29] cosider a semifinite Von Neumann algebra M with trace τ, S = S^∗ ∈ M. One can define τ–Breuer Fredholm operators exactly as in the definition 4.1. The Borel functional calculus shows that S is τ–Breuer– Fredholm if and only if there exists ϵ > 0 such that τ(E(−ϵ, ϵ)) < ∞, where E(Δ) is the spectral projection of S corresponding to a Borel set Δ. Besides if S = S^∗ is τ–Breuer– Fredholm then ind_τ S = 0.

So consider a measurable field T of unbounded intertwining operators. If T is selfadjoint (every T_x is self–adjoint a.e.) the parametrized (measurable) spectral Theorem (cf. Theorem XIII.85 in [25]) shows that for every bounded Borel function f the family x −→ f(T_x) is a measurable field of uniformly bounded intertwining operators defining a unique random operator. In other words {f(T_x)}_x ∈ End_Λ(H). For a Borel set U ⊂ R let χ_T (U) be the family of spectral projections {χ_U (T_x)}_x. Denote H_T (U) the measurable field of Hilbert spaces corresponding to the family of the images (H_T (U))_x = χ_U (T )H_x. The formula

μ_{Λ,T} (U) := tr_Λ(χ_T (U)) = dim_Λ(H_U (T ))

defines a Borel measure on R such that ∫ fdμ_{Λ,T} = tr_Λ(f(T )), f : R −→ [0, ∞) bounded and Borel. (7)

We call μ_{Λ,T} the Λ–spectral measure of T . Clearly this is not in general a Radon measure (i.e. finite on compact sets). In fact due to the non–compactness of the ambient manifold a spectral projection of a relatively compact set of an (even elliptic) operator is not trace class. In the case of elliptic self adjoint operators with spectrum bounded by below this is the Lebesgue–Stiltijes measure associated with the spectrum distribution function relative to the Λ–trace. This is the non decreasing function λ −→ tr_Λ χ_{(−∞,λ)}(T ). A good reference on this subject is the work of Kordyukov [18]. The proof of formula (7) this fact easily follows starting from characteristic functions. Here the normality property of the trace plays a fundamental role. A detailed argument can be found in [22]. Next we introduce, inspired by [29] the main character of this section.

Definition 4.2 — The essential Λ–spectrum of the measurable field of unbounded self–adjoint operators T is spec_{Λ,e}(T ) := {λ ∈ R : μ_{Λ,T} (λ − ϵ, λ + ϵ) = ∞, ∀ϵ > 0}.

Lemma 4.3 — For Random operators the Λ–essential spectrum is stable under compact perturbation. If A ∈ End_Λ(E) is selfadjoint and S = S^∗ ∈ B^∞_Λ (E) then

spec_{Λ,e}(A + S) = spec_{Λ,e}(A).

Then if tr_Λ is infinite i.e. tr_Λ(1) = ∞ we have spec_{Λ,e}(A) = {0} for every A = A^∗ ∈ B^∞_Λ (E).

Proof — Let λ ∈ spec_{Λ,e}(A), by definition dim_Λ H_A(λ − ϵ, λ + ϵ) = ∞. Then consider the field of Hilbert spaces G_{ϵ,x} := { t ∈ χ_{(−λ−ϵ,λ+ϵ)}(A_x)H_x; ‖S_xt‖ < ϵ‖t‖ } = H_{Sx} (−ϵ, ϵ) ∩ H_{Ax} (−λ − ϵ, λ + ϵ). This actually shows that G_ϵ is Λ–finite dimensional in fact H_{Ax} (−λ − ϵ, λ + ϵ) is Λ–infinite dimensional while H_{Sx} (−ϵ, ϵ) is Λ–finite codimensional. This shows that λ ∈ spec_{Λ,e}(A + S). The second statement is immediate. �

There is a spectral characterization of Λ–Fredholm random operators as expected from the definition of the Λ essential spectrum.

Proposition 4.4 — For a random operator F ∈ Hom_Λ(H_1, H_2) the following are equivalent

1. F is Λ–Fredholm.

2. 0 /∈ spec_{Λ,e}(F^∗F ) and 0 /∈ spec_{Λ,e}(F F^∗).

3. 0 /∈ spec_{Λ,e} ( 0 F^∗ F 0 )

4. N(F ) is Λ–finite rank and there exist some finite rank projection S ∈ End_Λ(H_2) such that R(Id −S) ⊂ R(F ).

4.1 The splitting principle

For elliptic operators, the stability of the spectrum under compact perturbations leads to an useful tool. For every x ∈ X and integer k consider the Sobolev space H^k(L_x, E) of sections of E, obtained by completion of C^∞_c (L_x, E) with respect to the k Sobolev norm defined in terms of the longitudinal Levi Civita connection

‖s‖^2_Hk_{(Lx;E)} := k∑ i=0 ‖∇^ks‖^2_L2_{(⊗}k_T ∗_{Lx;E)}.

This is the definition of a Borel field of Hilbert spaces with natural Borel structure given by the inclusion into L^2. In fact, by Proposition 4 of Dixmier [14] p.167 to prescribe a measure structure on a field of Hilbert spaces H it is enough to give a countable sequence {s_j } of sections with the property that for x ∈ X the countable set {s_j (x)} is complete orthonormal. In the appendix of the paper by Heitsch and Lazarov [17] is shown, making use of holonomy that a family with the property that each s_j is smooth and compactly supported on each leaf can be choosen.

Definition 4.5 — Consider a field T = {T_x}_{x∈X} of continuous intertwining operators T_x : C^∞_c (L_x; E_{|Lx} ) −→ C^∞_c (L_x; E_{|Lx} ).

We say that T is of order k ∈ Z if T_x extends to a bounded operator H^m(L_x, E_{|Lx}) −→ H^{m−k}(L_x, E_{|Lx}) for each m ∈ Z and for x a.e.

We say that the T is elliptic if each T_x satisfies a Gärding type inequality ‖s‖_Hm+k_x ≤ C(L_x, m, k)[‖s‖_Hm_x + ‖T_xs‖_Hm_x ], and the family {C(L_x, m, k)}_{x∈X} is bounded outside a null set in X.

Since each leaf L_x is a manifold with bounded geometry, for a family of elliptic selfadjoint intertwining operators {T_x}_{x∈X} every T_x is essentially selfadjoint [29] with domain H^k(L_x; E_{|Lx} ). It makes sense again to speak of measurability of such a family.

Definition 4.6 — For two fields of operators P and P^′ say that P = P^′ outside a compact K ⊂ X if for every leaf L_x and every section s ∈ C^∞_c (L_x \ K; E) then P s = P^′s. This property holding x a.e in X with respect to the standard Lebesgue measure class.

Theorem 4.6 — The splitting principle. Let P and P^′ two Borel fields of (unbounded) selfadjoint order 1 elliptic intertwining operators. If P = P^′ outside a compact set K ⊂ X then

spec_{Λ,e}(P ) = spec_{Λ,e}(P^′).

Proof — Let λ ∈ spec_{Λ,e}(P ), for each ϵ > 0 put χ^λ_ϵ := χ_{(λ−ϵ,λ+ϵ)} and G_ϵ := χ^λ_ϵ (P ), then tr_Λ(G_ϵ) = ∞. The projection G_ϵ amounts to the Borel field of projections {χ^λ_ϵ (P_x)}_{x∈X} . By elliptic regularity on each Hilbert space G_{ϵ,x} every Sobolev norm is equivalent in fact the spectral theorem and Gårding inequality show that for s ∈ G_{ϵ,x} and k ∈ N

‖s‖_Hk+2_x ≤ C(P_1, k + 2){‖s‖_L2_x + ‖(P_1 − λ)^ks‖_L2_x } ≤ (C + ϵ^k)‖s‖_L2_x

where C(P_1, k + 2) is a constant bigger than each leafwise Gårding constant. Now choose two cut–off functions ϕ, ψ ∈ C^∞_c (X) with ϕ_K = 1 and ψ_{|supp ϕ} = 1. Consider the

fields of operators: B_ϕ : L^2_x^χ ϵ λ � G_{ϵ,x}^ϕ � L2_x, and

C_ψ : L^2_x^χ ϵ λ � (G_{ϵ,x}, ‖ · ‖_{L2} ) � (G_{ϵ,x}, ‖ · ‖_{Hk} )^ψ � H 1_x for a k sufficiently big in order to

have the Sobolev embedding theorem to hold. We declare that C^∗_ψ C_ψ ∈ End_Λ(E) is Λ– compact. In fact consider by simplicity the case in which ψ is supported in a foliation chart U × T . The integration process shows that the trace of C^∗_ψC_ψ is given by the integration on T of the local trace on each plaque U_t = U × {t}. Now the operator C^∗_{ψ,x}C_{ψ,x} is locally traceable by Theorem 1.10 in Moore and Schochet [20] since by the Sobolev embedding the range of C_Ψ is made of continuous sections (the fact that each Sobolev norm is equivalent on G_ϵ makes the teorem appliable i.e don’t care in forming the adjoint w.r.t. H^1 norm or L^2). These local traces are uniformly bounded in U × T from the uniformity of the Gårding constants for the family since we are multiplying by a compactly supported function ψ. Actually we have shown that C^∗_ψ C_ψ is Λ–trace class. There follows from Lemma 4.3 that the projection ~G_ϵ := χ_{(−ϵ2,ϵ2)}(C∗_ψ C_ψ) is Λ–infinite dimensional in fact spec_{Λ,e}(C∗_ψ C_ψ ) = {0}. Now 1 − B_ϕ is Λ–Fredholm since B_ϕ is Λ–compact then its kernel has finite Λ–dimension. Also since C^∗_ψ C_ψχ^λ_ϵ = C^∗_ψ C_ψ then ~G_ϵχ^λ_ϵ = ~G_ϵ and (1 − B_ϕ) ~G_ϵ = (1 − ϕ) ~G_ϵ ⊂ domain(P^′) is Λ–infinite dimensional. Now take s ∈ ~G_ϵ, from the definition ‖ψs‖^2_{H1} = ⟨C_ψs, C_ψ s⟩_H1 = ⟨C^∗_ψ C_ψs, s⟩_L2 ≤ ϵ^2‖s‖^2_{L2} then from the identity (P^′ − λ)(1 − ϕ)s = −([P, ϕ] + (1 − ϕ)(P − λ))s it follows that ‖(P^′ − λ)(1 − ϕ)s‖_L2 ≤ C‖ψs‖_H1 + ‖(P − λ)s‖_L2 ≤ ϵ(1 + C)‖s‖_L2 . Finally the spectral theorem for (unbounded) self adjoint operators shows that (1 − ϕ) ~G_ϵ ⊂ χ_{(σ,τ )}(P^′) with σ = λ − ϵ(1 + C), τ = λ + ϵ(1 + C). In particular λ ∈ spec_{Λ,e}(P^′). �

Corollary 4.7 — Consider two foliated manifolds X and Y with cylindrical ends or, more generally with bounded geometry with holonomy invariant measures Λ_1, Λ_2 and bounded geometry vector bundles E_1 −→ X and E_2 −→ Y . Suppose there exist compact sets K_1 ⊂ X and K_2 ⊂ Y such that outside X \K_1 and Y \K_2 are isometric with an isometry that identifies every geometric structure as the bundles and the foliation with the transverse measure. If P and P^′ are operators as in Theorem 4.2, page 10 with P = P^′ on X \ K_1 ≃ Y \ K_2 in the sense of definition 4.6 then

spec_{Λ1 ,e}(P ) = spec_{Λ2 ,e}(P^′).

Proof — The proof of 4.2, page 10 can be repeated word by word till the introduction of the element (1 − ϕ)G̃_ϵ that can be considered as an element of End_{Λ2} (E_2) through the fixed isometry. �

5 Analysis of the Dirac operator

5.1 Finite dimensionality of the index problem

Consider the leafwise Dirac operator D. Its measurability property is addressed in [23] where is showen to be equivalent to that of the field of bounded operators (D + i)^{−1} : L^2 −→ H^1 on the field of natural Sobolev spaces. Remember that D is odd with respect to the chiral grading. The operator D^+ is called the longitudinal chiral Dirac operator. We shall continue to denote with D^+ its unique L^2 closure. In general this is not a Breuer–Fredholm operator. In fact Fredholm properties are governed by its behavior at the boundary i.e its restriction to the base of the cylinder ∂X_0. In the one leaf situation D^+ is Fredholm in the usual sense if and only if 0 is not in the continuous spectrum of D^−D^+ or equivalently if the continuous spectrum has a positive lower bound [19]. However what is still true in this case is that the L^2 kernels of D^+ and D^− are finite dimensional and made of smooth sections. The difference

dim_Λ Ker_L2 (D^+) − dim_Λ Ker_L2 (D^−)

is by definition the L^2–chiral index of D^+. It gives the usual Fredholm index when the operator is Fredholm. Notice that in the non Fredholm case the L^2 index is not stable under compactly supported perturbations. We are going to show that in our foliation case the chiral index problem is Λ–finite dimensional in the following sense:

• By the parametrized measurable spectral theorem the projections on the L^2–kernels of D^± belong to the Von Neumann algebras of the corresponding bundles, χ_{{0}}(D^+) ∈ End_Λ(E^±) and decompose as a Borel family of bounded operators {χ_{{0}}(D^±)_x}_x amounting to the projections on the L^2 kernels of D^±_x . Furthermore they are implemented by a Borel family of uniformly smoothing Schwartz kernels.

• The family of projections above give rise to a longitudinal measure on the foliation. These measure are the local traces U −→ tr_L2_{(Lx)}[χ_U · χ_{{0}}(D^±)_x · χ_U ] where for a Borel U ⊂ L_x the operator χ_U acts on L^2(L_x) by multiplication. In terms of the smooth longitudinal Riemannian density these measures are represented by the pointwise traces of the leafwise Schwartz kernels. We prove that these local traces has the following finiteness property completely analog to the Radon property for compact foliated spaces.

Finiteness property for local traces of projections on the kernel. Consider a leaf L_x. This is a bounded geometry manifold with a cylinder ∂L_x × R^+ . We claim that for every compact K ⊂ ∂L_x

tr_L2_{(Lx)}[χ_{K×R}+ · χ_{{0}}(D^±)_x · χ_{K×R}+] < ∞ (8)

Since this list of items is aimed to the definition of the index, the (rather long) proof of inequality (8) is postponed immediately after. We limit ourselves here to say that is the relevant form of elliptic regularity in our situation.

• The integration process of a longitudinal measure against a transverse holonomy invariant measure immediately shows that the integrability condition above is sufficient to assure finite Λ–dimensionality of the L^2 kernels of D^±. Indeed it is sufficient to choose an interior transversal S_1 and a boundary transversal S_2 i.e. a transversal contained into ∂X_0 and apply the usual integration displaying X as measure–theoretically fibering over the union S_1 ∪ S_2. Now the integral has two terms. The second integral, on S_2 is finite thanks to the finiteness property above in fact the situation here is a fibered integral of a standard Radon measure on the base times a finite measure. The interior term is finite thanks to proposition 4.22 in [20]. • Finally the chiral Λ–L^2–index can be defined to be the real number

Ind_L2_{,Λ}(D^+) := tr_Λ(χ_{{0}}(D^+)) − tr_Λ(χ_{{0}}(D^−)) ∈ R.

Proof of finiteness property of the local trace of kernel projections

Proof — It is clear that it suffices to prove the property for each operator (·)_{|∂x ×R}+χ_{{0}}(D^+_x ). Let us consider the operator D^+ on a fixed leaf L_x. This is a bounded geometry manifold with a cylindrical end ∂L_x × R^+ = {y ∈ L_x : r(y) ≥ 1} where the operator can be written in the form B + ∂/∂t acting on sections of F −→ ∂L_x × R^+ . The boundary operator B is essentially selfadjoint on L^2(∂L_x; F ) on the complete manifold ∂L_x (see [11] and [10] for a proof of self–adjointness using finite propagation speed tecniques).

We are going to remind the Browder–Gårding type generalized eigenfunction expansion for B (see [13] 11, 300–307, [15] and [23] for an application to a A.P.S foliated and Galois covering index problem).

According to Browder–Gårding there exist

1. a sequence of smooth sectional maps e_j : R × ∂L_x −→ F i.e. e_j is measurable and for every λ ∈ R, e_j (λ, ·) is a smooth section of F over ∂L_x such that Be_j (λ, x) = λe_j (λ, x).

2. a sequence of measures μ_j on R such that the map V : C^∞_c (∂L_x; F ) −→ ⨁ j L^2(R, μ_j ) defined by (V s)_j (λ) = ⟨s, e_j (λ, ·)⟩_L2_{(∂Lx)} (use the Riemannian density) extends to an Hilbert space isometry V : L^2(∂L_x; F ) −→ ⨁ j L^2(R, μ_j ) =: H_B which intertwines Borel spectral functions f(B) with the operator defined by multiplication by f(λ) with domain dom f(B) = { s : ∑ j ∫ R |f(λ)|^2|(V s)_j (λ)|^2dμ_j (λ) < ∞ } . Notice that e_j (λ, ·) need not be square integrable on L_x. Taking tensor product with L^2(R) we have the isomorphism

L^2(∂L_x × R^+ , F ) ≃ L^2(∂L_x, F ) ⊗ L^2(R)^∼−→ [⊕_j L^2(R, μ_j )] ⊗ L^2(R^+ ) = H_B ⊗ L^2(R^+ ) (9) where R^+ = (0, ∞)_r. Under the identification W := V ⊗ Id the operator D^+ is sent into λ + ∂_r acting on H_B ⊗ L^2(R^+ ). Now let s be an L^2–solution of D_xs = 0. By elliptic regularity it restricts to the cylinder as an element s(x, r) ∈ C^∞(R^+ , H^∞(∂L_x; F )) ∩ L^2(R^+ ; L^2(∂L_x, F )) solving (∂_r + B)s = 0. Then, from a straightforward computation ∂_r(V s)_j (λ, t) = −λ(V s)_j (λ, r). That’s to say, all the L^2 solutions of D^+ = 0 under the representation V on the cylinder are zero λ ≤ 0, μ_j (λ)–a.e. for every j. Decompose, for fixed a > 0

L^2(∂L_x × R^+ ; F ) = L^2(R^+ ; H_B ([−a, a])) ⊕ L^2(R^+ , H_B (R \ [−a, a])) (10)

where the notation is H_B (Δ) for the range of the spectral projection associated to χ_Δ. Let Π_{≤a} and Π_{>a} respectively be the hortogonal projections corresponding to (10). Let χ_{{0}}(D^+_x ) be the L^2 projection on the kernel. There is a composition Π^a := Π_{≤a} ∘ (·)_{|∂Lx×R}+ ∘ χ_{{0}}(D^+_x ) defined through L^2(L_x) � Ker_L2 (D^+_x ) � L^2(∂L_x × R^+ ) � L^2(R^+ ; H_B ([−a, a])). With the Browder–Garding expansion one can see that the elements ξ belonging to the space Π^aL^2(L_x) are of the form ξ = χ_{(0,∞)}(λ)e^{−λt}ζ_0 (11)

with ζ_0 = ζ_{0j} ∈ H^∞(∂L_x; F ) to be univocally determined using boundary conditions. Formula (11) allows to define^5 the "boundary datas" mapping BD : Π^aL^2(L_x; F ) −→ H_B ((0, a]), W^{−1}(χ_{(0,a]}(λ)ζ_0e^{−λt}) −→ W^{−1}(χ_{(0,a]}(λ)ζ_0). This is continuous and injective in fact injectivity is obvious while continuity follows at once from the simple estimate [29] ‖ξ‖_L2_{(∂Lx×R}+_) = 1/(2a)‖χ_{[−a,a]}ζ_0‖_{HB} . (12) Now choose an orthonormal basis s_m = f_m ⊗ g_m ∈ L^2(∂L_x × R^+ , F ) and a boundary compact set A ⊂ ∂L_x, then put χ_A□ = χ_{A×(0,∞)}(x, r). Consider the operator χ_A□ Π^aχ_A□ acting on L^2(L_x; F ). Notice that Π^a acts on s_m via the natural embedding L^2(∂L_x) ⊂ L^2(L_x) then

tr(χ_A□ Π^aχ_A□ ) = ∑ m ⟨χ_A□ Π^aχ_A□ s_m, s_m⟩_L2_{(∂Lx×R}+_). (13)

Write BD[Π^aχ_A□ s_m] = W^{−1}[χ_{(0,a]}(λ)ζ^{(m)}_0 ] hence [Π^aχ_A□ s_m] = χ_{(0,a]}(λ)ζ^{(m)}_0 e^{−λt}. The sequence χ_{(0,a]}ζ^{(m)}_0 is bounded by (12). Then (13) becomes

tr(χ_A□ Π^aχ_A□ ) = ∑ m ∫ R^+ ∫ R×N χ_{(0,a]}(λ)ζ^{(m)}_0 e^{−λt} { W (χ_A□ s_m) } dμ(λ)dt (14) where μ is the direct sum of the μ_j ’s. The Last term of equation above can be seen to be equal to W (χ_A□ s_m)W (χ_A□ f_m ⊗ g_m) = V (χ_A(x)f_m(x))g_m(t)

but this can be estimated, using Cauchy–Schwartz and the simple trick e^{−(λ−a)}e^{−a} = e^{−λ} by ∑ m C { ∫ R×N χ_{(0,a]}|V (χ_Af_m)|^2dμ(λ)dr }_{1/2} ≤ C ∑ m ⟨χ_AH_B ((0, a])χ_Af_m, f_m⟩.

Finally this is equal to Ctr(χ_AH_B ((0, a])χ_A) < ∞, In fact H_B ((0, a]) is a spectral projection of B hence is uniformly smoothing by elliptic regularity.

5this is clearly inspired by Melrose definition [19] Chapter 6

Let us now pass to examine the operator Π_a := Π_{≥a}∘(·)_{|∂Lx×R}+ ∘χ_{{0}}(D^+_x ) defined by the composition L^2(L_x) � Ker_L2 (D^+_x ) � L^2(∂L_x × R^+ ) � L^2(R^+ ; H_B (R \ [−a, a])) arising from the second addendum of the splitting (10). Let φ_k be the characteristic function of r ≤ k and Λ_k := Π_{≥a} ∘ φ_k ∘ (·)_{|∂x ×R}+ ∘ χ_{{0}}(D^+_x ). Now

‖(Π_a − Λ_k)ξ‖ = ‖Π_{≥a}(φ_k − 1)(·)_{|∂Lx×R}+χ_{{0}}(D^+_x )ξ‖_L2_{(∂Lx×R}+_) = ∫_∞ k ∫ (a,∞)×N e^{−2λr}|ζ_0|^2dμ(λ)dt ≤ e^{−2ak}‖ξ‖_L2_{(∂Lx×R}+_). (15) Finally choose a compact A ⊂ ∂L_x, estimate (15) shows that S_k := χ_A□ Λ_kχ_A□ converges uniformly to χ_A□ Π_aχ_A□ . Observe that S_k is compact by Rellich theorem and regularity theory in fact Π_{Ker(T} +_) is obtained by functional calculus from a rapid Borel function hence has a uniformly smoothing Schwartz–kernel. Since χ_A× Λ_kΠ_{>a}Π_{Ker(T} +_)χ_A× is norm–limit of compact operators is compact and a compact projection is finite rank. �

5.2 Breuer–Fredholm perturbation

Our main application of the splitting principle is the construction of a Λ–Breuer Fredholm perturbation of the leafwise Dirac operator. Recall the notations; X_k := {r ≤ k}, Z_k := {r ≥ k}. Let θ be a smooth function satisfying θ = θ(r) = r on Z_1 while θ(r) = 0 on X_{1/2}, put θ̇ = dθ/dr. Let Π_ϵ := χ_{Iϵ} (DF∂ ) for I_ϵ := (−ϵ, 0) ∪ (0, ϵ). Our perturbation will be the leafwise

operator D_{ϵ,u} := D + θ̇Ω(u − D^{F∂} Π_ϵ) for ϵ > 0, u ∈ R. (16)

We write D_{ϵ,u} = D^+_{ϵ,u} ⊕ D^−_{ϵ,u} and D_{ϵ,u,x} for its restriction to L_x, also for brevity D_{ϵ,0} := D_ϵ. Notice that the perturbed boundary operator is

D^{F∂}_{ϵ,u} = D^{F∂} (1 − Π_ϵ) + u = D^{F∂}_{ϵ,0} + u. (17)

Since for ϵ > 0, 0 is an isolated point in the spectrum of D^{F∂}_{ϵ,0} we see that D^{F∂}_{ϵ,u} is invertible for 0 < |u| < ϵ. For further application let us compute the essential spectrum of B_{ϵ,u} = D + Ω(u − D^{F∂} Π_ϵ) on the foliated cylinder Z_0 with product foliation F_∂ × R. Since we deal with product structure operators we can surely think the Von Neumann algebra becomes End_{Λ0} (E) ⊗ B(L^2(R)) where End_{Λ0} (E) is the Von Neumann algebra of the base i.e. the foliation induced on the transversal X_0 × {0}. The integration process shows that the trace is nothing but tr_Λ = tr_{Λ0} ⊗ tr where the second factor is the canonical trace on B(L^2(R)). We can write

B^2_{ϵ,u} = ( 0 −∂_r + u + D^{F∂} (1 − Π_ϵ) ∂_r + u + D^{F∂} (1 − Π_ϵ) 0

)_2 = −∂^2_r Id +V^2. (18)

Consider the spectral measure μ_{Λ0 ,V} 2 of V^2 on the transversal section X_0 × {0}. We claim the following facts

1. ω := inf supp(μ_{Λ0 ,V} 2 ) > 0 2. μ_{Λ,B}2_{ϵ,u} (a, b) = ∞, 0 ≤ a < b, ω < b 3. μ_{Λ,B}2_{ϵ,u} (a, b) = 0, 0 ≤ a < b ≤ ω.

First of all 1. is immediately proven since (17) together with (18) implies the inclusion spec(D^{F∂}_{ϵ,u})^2 ⊂ [(ϵ + u)^2, ∞). To prove 2. one first uses the Fourier transform in the cylindrical direction. This gives a spectral representation of −∂^2_r as the multiplication by y^2 on L^2(R). Choose some γ < (b − ω)/2. We can prove the following inclusion for the spectral projections

χ_{(a,γ+ω)}(V^2) ⊗ χ_{(0,γ)}(−∂^2_r ) ⊂ χ_{(a,b)}(B^2_{ϵ,u}). (19)

In fact one can also use a (leafwise) spectral representation for V as the multiplication operator by x. Then (19) is reduced to prove the implication

a < x^2 < γ + ω, 0 < y^2 < γ ⇒ a < x^2 + y^2 < b.

From (19) it follows μ_{Λ,B}2_{ϵ,u} (a, b) ≥ μ_{Λ0 ,V} 2 (a, γ + ω) · tr_{B(L}2_{(R))} χ_{(0,γ)}(−∂^2_r ) = ∞ in fact the first factor is non zero and the second is clearly infinite. Finally the third statement is very similar in the proof. We have shown that spec_{Λ,e}(B^2_{ϵ,u}) = [ω, ∞), then

Proposition 5.8 — The operator D_{ϵ,u} is Λ–Breuer–Fredholm if 0 < |u| < ϵ.

Next we shall investigate the relations between the Breuer–Fredholm index of the perturbed operator and the L^2–index of the unperturbed Dirac operator. To this end we shall make use of weighted L^2–spaces as in the work of Melrose [19].

Definition 5.9 — For u ∈ R, denote e^{uθ}L^2 the Borel field of Hilbert spaces (with obvious Borel structure given by L^2) {e^{uθ}L^2(L_x; E)}_x where, for x ∈ X, e^{uθ}L^2(L_x; E) is the space of distributional sections w such that e^{−uθ}ω ∈ L^2(L_x; E). Analog definition for weighted Sobolev spaces e^{uθ}H^k can be written.

Notice that e^{uθ}L^2(L_x; E) = L^2(L_x; E, e^{−2uθ}dg_{|Lx} ) where dg is the leafwise Riemannian density so these Hilbert fields correspond to the right representation of R with the longitudinal measure x ∈ X −→ e^{−2uθ}dg_{|Lx} = r^∗(e^{−2uθ}dg) (transverse function, in the language of the non commutative integration theory [12]). The operators D and its perturbation D_{ϵ,u} extend to a field of unbounded operators e^{uθ}L^2 −→ e^{uθ}L^2 with domain e^{uθ}H^1. Put

e^{∞θ}L^2_x := ⋃ δ>0 e^{δθ}L^2_x. In what follows we will use, for brevity the following notation: ∂L_x := L_x ∩ (∂X_0 × {0}) and Z_x := ∂L_x × [0, ∞) for the cylindrical end of the leaf L_x.

For a smooth section s^± such that D^±_{ϵ,u,x}s^± = 0 we have (D^±_{ϵ,u,x})_{|∂Lx×R}+(s^±)_{|∂Lx×R}+ = 0 that can be easily seen choosing smooth r–functions ϕ, ψ with ϕ_{X0} = 1, ψ_{Z1/4} = 1, supp(ψ ⊂ Z_{1/8}) and evaluating [D^±_{ϵ,u,x}(ϕ(1 − ψ)s + ϕψs) = 0]_{|∂Lx×R}+. The isomorphism W defined in the proof of finiteness property for the kernel projection, can be defined also as an isomorphism e^{uθ}L^2(∂L_x × R^+ , F ) ≃ H_B ⊗ e^{uθ}L^2(R^+ ) in a way that solutions of D^±_{ϵ,u,x}s^± = 0 with conditions s^± ∈ e^{∞θ} ∩ L^2_x can be represented as solutions of [±∂_r + λ + θ̇(r)(u − χ_ϵ(λ)λ)]W s^± = 0 with χ_ϵ(λ) = χ_{(−ϵ,0)∪(ϵ,0)}(λ) acting as a multiplier on ⨁ j L^2(R, μ_j ). In particular (forgetting for brevity the restriction symbol) W s^± = ζ^±_j (λ) exp{∓uθ(r) ∓ λ[r − θ(r)χ_ϵ(λ)]} (20) with suitable choosen ζ^±_j (λ) ∈ L^2(μ_j ).

Proposition 5.10 — Let ϵ > δ > 0 and δ^′ ∈ R then

1. ξ ∈ Ker_eδ′ θ_L2 (D^+_x ) �=⇒ ξ_{Zx} = e^{−rDF∂x} h with h ∈ χ(D^{F∂}_x )_{(−δ}′_{,∞)}L^2_x. 2. ξ ∈ Ker_L2 (D^+_{ϵ,x}) �=⇒ ξ_{Zx} = e^{−rDF∂x +θ(r)DF∂x Πϵ,x} h, with h ∈ χ(D^{F∂}_x )_{(ϵ,∞)}L^2_x 3. ξ ∈ Ker_eδθ_L2 (D^+_{ϵ,x}) �=⇒ ξ_{|Zx} = e^{−rDF∂x +θ(r)DF∂x Πϵ,x} h, with h ∈ χ(D^{F∂}_x )_{(−ϵ,∞)}L^2_x, recall that Π_{ϵ,x} = χ_{(−ϵ,ϵ)−{0}}(D^{F∂}_x ). Moreover the following identity (as fields of operators) holds true D^±e^{∓θ(r)DF∂ Πϵ} = e^{∓θ(r)DF∂ Πϵ} D^±_ϵ .

Proof —

1. from the representation formula (20) of formal solutions for u = 0, ϵ = 0 it remains ξ = ξ_j (λ)e^{−λr} . Then e^{−δ′θ}ξ must be square integrable hence ξ_j (λ) = h_j (λ) ∈ χ_{(−δ}′_{,∞)}(D^{F∂}_x ). The remaining points are proved in a very similar way. The last statement is merely a computation. �

Solutions of D^±_{ϵ,x}s^± = 0 belonging to the space ⋂ u>0 e^{uθ}L^2(L_x; E^±) are called L^2–extended solutions, in symbols Ext(D^±_{ϵ,x}).

Proposition 5.11 — For every x ∈ X and 0 < u < ϵ

1. Ker_L2 (D^±_{ϵ,x}) = Ker_e−uθ_L2 (D^±_{ϵ,x}) = Ker_L2 (D^±_{ϵ,∓u,x}) (21) 2. Ext(D^±_{ϵ,x}) = Ker_euθ_L2 (D^±_{ϵ,x}) = Ker_L2 (D^±_{ϵ,±u,x}). (22) 3. Ker_L2 (D^±_{ϵ,x}) ⊂ Ext(D^±_{ϵ,x}) (23)

Proof — We show only the first equality of (21) the others being very similar. This is a simple application of equation (20). In fact, for u = 0, W s^± = ζ^±_j (λ) exp{∓λ[r − θ(r)χ_ϵ(λ)]}. The condition of being square integrable in (R, μ_j ) ⊗ (R^+ , dr) is easily seen to be equivalent to ζ^+_j (λ) = 0 λ < ϵ, λ–a.e and ζ^−_j (λ) = 0 λ > −ϵ. In particular for r ≥ 1 W s^± = ζ^±_j (λ)e^{∓λr}χ_{±λ≥ϵ}(λ) then e^{uθ}s^± ∈ L^2 if u < ϵ. For the reverse inclusion the proof is the same. For the third stament note that e^{uθ}L^2 ⊂ e^{vθ}L^2 for every u, v ∈ R with u ≤ v then Ker_L2 ⊂ Ext. �

Proposition 5.11 shows that the mapping x −→ Ext(D^±_{ϵ,x}) gives a Borel field of closed subspaces of L^2. No difference in notation between the space Ext and Ker and the corresponding projection in the Von Neumann algebra will be done in the future. Inclusion (23) together with 5.8 and the finiteness property of the L^2–kernel projection finally says that the difference

h^±_{Λ,ϵ} = dim_Λ(Ext(D^±_ϵ )) − dim_Λ(Ker_L2 (D^±_ϵ )) = tr_Λ(Ext(D^±_ϵ )) − tr_Λ(Ker_L2 (D^±_ϵ )) ∈ R (24)

is a finite number.

Lemma 5.12 — For ϵ > 0

1. dim_Λ Ker_L2 (D^±_ϵ ) = lim_{u↓0} dim_Λ Ker_L2 (D^±_{ϵ,∓u}) = lim_{u↓0} dim_Λ Ker_L2 (D^±_{ϵ,±u}) − h^±_{Λ,ϵ},

2. Ind_L2_{,Λ}(D^+_ϵ ) = lim_{u↓0} Ind_Λ(D^+_{ϵ,u}) − h^+_{Λ,ϵ} = lim_{u↓0} Ind_Λ(D^+_{ϵ,−u}) + h^−_{Λ,ϵ}

Proof — Nothing to prove here, proposition 5.11 says that the inclusion is constant for u sufficiently small, the second one in the statement follows from the first by summation. �

Now define the extended solutions Ext(D^±_x ) in the same way i.e. distributional solution of the differential operator D^±_x : C^∞_c (L_x; E^±) −→ C^∞_c (E^∓; E) belonging to each weighted L^2–space with positive weights,

Ext(D^±_x ) = ⋂ u>0 Ker_euθ_L2 (D^±) = {s ∈ C^{−∞}(L_x; E^±); D^±s = 0; e^{−uθ}s ∈ L^2 ∀u > 0}.

Here we have made use of the longitudinal Riemannian density to to identify sections with sections with values densities and the Hermitian metric on E, in a way that one has the isomorphism C^{−∞}(L_x; E^±) ≃ C^∞_c (L_x; (E^±)^∗ ⊗ Ω(L_x))^∗ to simplify the notation. It is clear by standard elliptic regularity that the extended solutions of D^± are smooth on each leaf. In fact D^± a first order differential elliptic operator and one can construct a parametrix i.e. an inverse of D^± modulo a smoothing operator. An operator that sends each Sobolev space onto each other (of the new, weighted metric of corse).

By definition Ext(D^±) ⊂ e^{uθ}L^2 for every u > 0, define dim^{(u)}_Λ (Ext) as the trace in End_Λ(e^{uθ}L^2) of the projection on the closure of Ext, now we must check that under the natural inclusion e^{uθ}L^2 ⊂ e^{u′θ}L^2 (u < u^′) these dimensions are preserved. This is done at once in fact the inclusion Ext(D^±) ⊂ e^{uθ}L^2 → Ext(D^±) ⊂ e^{u′θ}L^2 is bounded and extends to a bounded

mapping Ext(D^±)^e uθ L^2 −→ Ext(D^±)^e u′ θ L2 with dense range. Now the unitary part of its polar decomposition is an unitary isomorphism then the Λ dimensions are preserved by the essential property of formal dimension stating that if the space of homomorphisms of two random Hilbert spaces cointaines an invertible element then the dimensions are the same [12].

Definition 5.13 — The Λ–dimension of the space of extended solution is

dim_Λ Ext(D^±) := dim_Λ Ext(D^±)^e uθ L^2 for some u > 0.

Proposition 5.14 —

1. lim_{ϵ↓0} dim_Λ Ker_L2 (D^±_ϵ ) = dim_Λ Ker_L2 (D^±)

2. lim_{ϵ↓0} Ind_L2_{,Λ} D^+_ϵ = Ind_L2_{,Λ} D^+

3. lim_{ϵ↓0} dim_Λ Ext(D^±_ϵ ) = dim_Λ Ext(D^±)

Proof — 1. let ξ ∈ Ker_L2 (D^+_{ϵ,x}) thanks to Proposition 5.10 we can represent ξ_{|Zx} = e^{−rDF∂x +θ(r)DF∂x Π−ϵ,x}h, h ∈ χ_{(ϵ,∞)}(D^{F∂}_x ). From Π_{ϵ,x}h = 0 we get D^+_x ξ_{|Zx} = (D^+_{ϵ,x} + θ(r)D^{F∂}_x Π_{ϵ,x})ξ_{|Zx} = θ(r)D^{F∂}_x Π_{ϵ,x}(e^{−rDF∂x +θ(r)DF∂x Πϵ,x} h) = 0 meaning that Ker_L2 (D^+_{ϵ,x}) ⊂ Ker_L2 (D^+). Moreover D^+_ϵ (Ker_L2 (D^+)) = θ̇D^{F∂}_x Π_{ϵ,x}(Ker_L2 (D^+) ⊂ −θ̇D^{F∂}_x e^{−rDF∂x} χ_{(−ϵ,ϵ)}(D^{F∂}_x )(L^2(∂L_x ⊗ L^2(R^+ )). Note that clearly dim_Λ [ θ̇DF∂_x e−rD^{F∂}x χ_{(−ϵ,ϵ)}(DF∂_x )(L2(∂L_x ⊗ L2(R+ )) ] −→_{ϵ→0} 0 by the normality of the trace. Then the family of operators D^+_{ϵ | KerL2 (D}+_) : Ker_L2 (D^+) −→ L^2 has kernel Ker_L2 (D^+_{ϵ,x}) and range with Λ dimension going to zero. 1. follows by looking at an orthogonal decomposition Ker_L2 (D^+) = Ker_L2 (D^+_ϵ ) ⊕ Ker_L2 (D^+)/ Ker_L2 (D^+_ϵ ). 2. follows immediately from 1.

3. consider the following commutative diagram

Ker_eδθ_L2 (D^+) �

Ψ^+_ϵ � � � � Ker_e(δ+ϵ)θ_L2 (D^+)

Ker_eδθ_L2 (D^+_ϵ )

Ψ^−_ϵ �

where Ψ^±_ϵ = e^{±θΠϵDF∂} . It is easily seen thanks to the representation of solutions in proposition 5.10 that each arrow is injective and bounded with respect to the inclusions e^{δθ}L^2 → e^{(δ+2ϵ)θ}L^2 → e^{(δ+ϵ)θ}L^2. Then adding to the right of the above diagram the column e^{(δ+2ε)θ}L^2 −→ e^{(δ+ε)θ}L^2 one gets a new diagram. This last column can be used to measure dimensions. The inequality

dim_Λ Ker_eδθ_L2 (D^+) ≤ dim_Λ Ker_eδθ_L2 (D^+_ϵ ) ≤ dim_Λ Ker_e(δ+ϵ)θ_L2 (D^+)

follows and prove immediately 3.. �

6 Cylindrical finite propagation speed and Cheeger–Gromov–Taylor type estimates.

6.1 The standard case

A very important property of the Dirac operator on a manifold of bounded geometry X is finite propagation speed for the associated wave equation. Let P ∈ UDiff^1(X, E) uniformly elliptic first order (formally) self–adjoint operator. The diffusion speed of P in x is the norm of the principal symbol sup_{v∈S}∗_x |σ_{pr}(P )(x)| (S^∗_x is the fibre of cosphere bundle at x). Taking the supremum on x in M one gets the maximal diffusion speed c = c(P ). We say that an operator has finite propagation speed if its maximal diffusion speed is finite. Generalized Dirac operator associated to bounded geometry datas (manifold and Clifford structure) has finite propagation speed in fact its principal symbol is Clifford multiplication. Now an application of the spectral theorem shows that for every initial data ξ_0 ∈ C^∞_c (X, E) there is a unique solution t → ξ(t) of the Cauchy problem for the wave equation associated with P { ∂ξ/∂t − iP ξ = 0, ξ(0) = ξ_0, (25)

This solution is given by the application of the one parameter group of unitaries ξ(t) = e^{itP} ξ_0. By the Stone theorem the domain of P is invariant under each unitary e^{itP} and e^{itP} is bounded from each Sobolev space H^s into itself. In particular the domain of P is invariant under each unitary e^{itP} .

Lemma 6.15 — For θ suitably small and x ∈ M, ‖ξ(t)‖_L2_{B(x,θ−ct)} is decreasing in t. In particular supp(ξ_0) ⊂ B(x, r) �=⇒ supp(e^{itP} ξ_0) ⊂ B(x, r + ct).

The proof is in J. Roe’s book [26] Prop. 5.5 and lemma 5.1.. First one proves that for a small geodesic ball of radius r the function ‖e^{itP} ξ_0‖_L2_{(B(x,r−ct))} is decreasing. This is called the energy estimate; then the second step follows easily.

For operators with finite propagation speed one has the representation formula in terms of the inverse Fourier transform

f(P ) = ∫ R f̂(t)e^{itP} dt/2π. (26)

The integral converges in the weak operator topology, namely ⟨f(P )x, y⟩ = ∫^ f(t)⟨e^{itP} x, y⟩dt/2π, for every x, y ∈ L^2(X; E). If X = S^1 this is just Poisson summation formula. Now formula (26) leads us to an easy method to obtain pointwise extimates of the Schwartz kernel [f(P )] for a class Schwartz function f. In fact due to the ellipticity of P , f(P ) is a uniformly smoothing operator and [f(P )] ∈ UC^∞(X × X; End(E)).

Proposition 6.16 — Take some section ξ ∈ L^2(X; E) supported into a geodesic ball B(x, r) then the following estimate holds true ‖f(P )ξ‖_L2_{(X−B(x,R))} ≤ (2π)^{−1/2}‖ξ‖_L2_{(X)} ∫ R−I_R |f̂(s)|ds, (27) where I_R := (−^{r−R}_c ,^{r−R}_c ) with the convention that I_R = ∅ if R ≤ r.

Proof — See [29] �

So the point of view is the following;

1. Mapping properties of f(D) will lead to pointwise estimates on the Schwartz kernel of f(D) [10]. More precisely; start with a compactly supported section s, suppose we can extimate the L^2 norm of the image f(D)s on a small ball B at some distance d from the support, then by elliptic regularity (Gärding inequality) and Sobolev embeddings we can extimate the kernel [f(D)] pointwisely.

2. This L^2 norm, ‖f(D)s‖_L2_{(B)} is extimated in terms of the L^1 norm of the Fourier transform ‖f̂‖_L1_{(R)}. As d increases we can cut large and large intervals around zero in R. This means that the relevant norm becomes ‖f̂‖_L1_{(R−Id)} where I_d is an interval containing zero. The limit case of this phenomenon says that spectral functions made by functions with compactly supported Fourier transforms will produce properly supported operators i.e. operators whose kernel lies within a δ–neighborhood of the diagonal. For an application of finite propagation speed in Foliations one can look at the paper [27] where is showen that spectral functions f(D) where f has compactly supported Fourier transform belong to the C^∗–algebra of the foliation. Estimate (27) is the starting point. In the following proposition pointwise estimates on the Schwartz kernel are worked out from this mapping properties. This is a very rough version of the ideas contained in [10]. A complete proof in [29].

Proposition 6.17 — Let r_1 > 0 sufficiently small, x, y ∈ X put R(x, y) := max{0, d(x, y) − r_1} and n̄ := [n/2+1], n = dim X, I(x, y) := (−R(x, y)/c, R(x, y)/c). For a Schwartz class function f ∈ S(R) | | |∇^l_x∇^k_y [f(P )]_{(x,y)} | | | ≤ C(P, l, k, r1) 2n̄+l+k ∑ j=0 ∫ R−I(x,y) | | |f̂^{(j)}(s) | | |ds. (28)

In the special case of the heat kernel [f(P )] = [e^{−tP 2} ] when f(x) = e^{−tx2} , f̂(s) = (2t)^{−1/2}e^{−s2 /4t}, one can use the Hermite polynomials to write the derivatives of f̂. this leads to the well known estimates |∇^l_x∇^k_y [P^me^{−tP 2} ]_{(x,y)}| ≤ { C(k, l, m, P )t^{−m/2}e^{−R2 /6c2t}, t > T C(k, l, m, P )e^{R2/6c2t}, d(x, y) > 2r_1 t ∈ R^+ . (29)

There’s also a relative version of Proposition 6.17 in which two differential, formally self– adjoint uniformly elliptic operators P_1 and P_2 are considered. More precisely relative means that P_1 acts on E_1 −→ X_1 and P_2 acts on E_2 −→ X_2 with open sets U_1 ⊂ X_1, U_2 ⊂ X_2 and isometries φ : U_1 −→ U_2 and Φ : E_{1|U1} −→ E_{2|U2} with Φ ∘ φ = φ ∘ Φ making possible to identify P_1 with P_2 upon U = U_1 = U_2 i.e. Φ(P_1s) = P_2(Φs), s ∈ C^∞_c (U_1; E_1) where Φ is again used to denote the induced mapping on sections Φ : C^∞_c (U_1; E_1) −→ C^∞_c (U_2; E_2), (Φs)(y) := Φ_φ−1_{(y)}s(φ^{−1}(y)). Thanks to the identification one calls P = P_1 = P_2 over U. Then the relative version of the estimate (28) is contained in the following proposition.

Proposition 6.18 — Choose r_2 > 0 and let x, y be in U. Set J(x, y) := (−Q(x, y) c , Q(x, y) c ) where Q(x, y) := max{min{d(x, ∂U); d(y, ∂U)}−r_2; 0}. For a class Schwartz function f ∈ S(R),

|∇^l_x∇^k_y ([f(P_1)] − [f(P_2)])_{(x,y)}| ≤ C(P_1, k, l, r_2) 2n̄+l+k ∑ j=0 ∫ R−J(x,y) |f̂^{(j)}(s)|ds.

More precisely the reason of the dependence of the constant only to P_1 is that it depends upon P_{1|U} where the operators coincide.

Proposition 6.19 — The relative version of (29) is

|∇^l_x∇^k_y ([P^m_1 e^{−tP 21} ] − [P^m_2 e^{−tP 22} ])_{(x,y)}| ≤ { C(k, l, m, P_1)t^{−m/2}e^{−Q(x,y)2/6c2 t}, t > T C(k, l, m, P_1)e^{−Q(x,y)2/6c2t}, t > 0 for x, y ∈ U, d(x, ∂U), d(y, ∂U) > r_2. 6.2 The cylindrical case

In this section our manifold L will be the generic leaf of the foliation i.e. start with a manifold with bounded geometry L_0 with boundary ∂L_0 composed of possibly infinite connected components and a product type Riemannian metric near the boundary. Glue an infinite cylinder Z_0 = ∂L_0 × [0, ∞) with product metric and denote L := L_0 ∪_{∂L0} Z_0. Let E −→ L be an Hermitian Clifford bundle. Every notation of section 2 is keeped on. Recall that E_{|Z0} = F ⊕ F .

Definition 6.20 — We say that a first order uniformly elliptic (formally) selfadjoint operator T ∈ Op^1(L; E) has product structure if

1. T restricts to L_0 and Z_0 i.e. supp(T s) ⊂ L_0(Z_0) if s is supported on L_0 (Z_0).

2. T_{|L0} is a uniformly elliptic differential operator.

3. T restricts to the cylinder to have the form

T_{|Z0} = c(∂_r)∂_r + ΩB(r) = ( 0 B(r) − ∂_r B(r) + ∂(r) 0 )

for a smooth mapping B : R^+ −→ Op^1(∂L_0; E) with values on the subspace of uniformly elliptic and selfadjoint operators. Furthermore suppose that B(r) ∼= B is constant for r ≥ 2.

However this is only a model embracing our Breuer–Fredholm perturbation of the Dirac operator in fact (D_{ϵ,u,x})_{|∂x×R}+ = c(∂_r)∂_r + Ω (θ̇u − θ̇D^{F∂} Π_ϵ + D^{F∂} ) B(r) . (30)

In this sense every result from here to the end of the section has to be thought applied to D_{ϵ,u}. Some words about the smoothness condition on the mapping B. Here we shall make use only of pseudodifferential operators with uniformly bounded symbols, (almost everywhere they will be smoothing operators) hence the smoothness condition of the family is the usual one. In particular this is the smoothness of the family of operators acting on the fibers of ∂L_0 × R^+ −→ R^+ , B(t) ∈ Op^1(∂L_0 × {t}; E). If U is a coordinate set for ∂L_0 such a family is determined by a smooth mapping p : R^+ −→ S^1_{hom}(U) in the space of polihomogeneous symbols. Here smooth means that each derivative t −→ d^kσ/dt^k is continuous as a mapping with values in the space of symbols (with the symbols topology, see [30]) Again the spectral theorem shows that for a compactly supported section ξ_0 ∈ C^∞_c (L; E) there is a unique solution t → ξ(t) of the Cauchy problem (25) for the wave equation associated with T . This solution is given by the application of the wave one parameter group e^{itT} with the same properties written above in the standard case.

Proposition 6.21 — Cylindrical finite propagation speed. Let U = ∂L_0 × (a, b) 0 < a < b and B(U, l) = {x ∈ L : d(x, U) < l}. For ξ_0 ∈ C^∞_c (L; E) let ξ(t) = e^{itT} ξ_0 the solution of the wave equation. If α < a the function ‖ξ(t)‖_L2_{(B(U,α−t))} is not increasing in t. In particular supp(ξ_0) ⊂ U �=⇒ supp(ξ(t)) ⊂ B(U, t).

Proof — The product structure of the operator makes us possible to repeat the standard proof of the energy estimates and finite propagation speed. The proof consist in showing that d/dt‖ξ(t)‖^2_{L2(B(U,α−t))} ≤ 0. Everything works because T has product structure, the integration domain is a product and the operator B(t) is selfadjoint on the base. Notice also that that ξ(t)_{|∂L0 ×{r}} is in the domain of B(r) by the theorem of Stone [25] (however it is certainly true for operators in the form of our perturbation (30)). �

As a notation for a subset H ⊂ L and t ≥ 0 put H ∗ t := B(H, t) ∪ ∂L_0 × (α − t, β + t) where α := inf{r(z) : z ∈ H ∩ Z_0} and β := max{r(z) : z ∈ H ∩ Z_0} in other words H ∗ t is the set of points at distance t from H in the cylindrical direction. It is clear from (6.21) the inclusion supp(e^{itT} ξ) ⊂ supp(ξ) ∗ |t|. Then the cylindrical basic Cheeger–Gromov–Taylor estimate similar to (27) is obtained noting that proposition 6.21 is certainly true if the propagation speed is c, for a section ξ supported into a ball B(x, r_0) and f ∈ S(R) let I_R := (−(R − r_0)/c, (R − r_0)/c) if R > r_0 and I_R = ∅ if r ≤ R then, ‖f(P )ξ‖_L2_{(L−B(x,r0)∗R)} = ‖ ‖ ‖(2π)^{−1/2} ∫ R f̂(s)e^{isP} ξds ‖ ‖ ‖_{L2(L−B(x,r0)∗R)} ≤ (2π)^{−1/2}‖ξ‖_L2_{(L)}‖f̂‖_L1_{(R−IR)}, since supp e^{isP} ξ ∩ (L − B ∗ R) = ∅ for |t| < (R − r_0)/c.

Proposition 6.22 — Choose two points on the cylinder z_1 = (x_1, s_1) and z_2 = (x_2, s_2) with

s_i > r_1, |s_1 − s_2| > 2r_1, put I(z_1, z_2) := ( − |s_1 − s_2| + r_1 c , |s_1 − s_2| − r_1 c ) then for f ∈ S(R), |∇^l_{z1} ∇^k_{z2} [f(P )]_{(z1.z2)}| ≤ C(P, l, k) 2n̄+l+k ∑ j=0 ∫ R−I(z_1,z_2) |f̂(s)^{(j)}|ds with n̄ := [n/2 + 1]

Proof — The proof is identical to the proof of Proposition 3.9 in [29]. There is only a subtle point we need to reckle, it is when one let P^j act on [f(P )]_{(x,•)}. This is perfectly granted by the smoothing properties of f(P ) in fact, let the bundle be L × R and identify distributions with functions through the Riemannian density. The operator f(P ) extends to an operator from compactly supported distributions to distributions (actually takes values on smooth functions). Consider the family of Dirac masses δ_y(·) concentrated at y, first note that [f(P )]_{(x,y)} = (f(P )δ_y(·))(x) in fact this is, by selfadjointness, equivalent to ⟨f(P )δ_y, s⟩ = ⟨δ_y, f(P )s⟩ = ∫ [f(P )]_{(z,y)}t(z)dz. Now the Sobolev embedding theorem says that δ_y ∈ H^k(X) with k < −n/2 with norms uniformly bounded in y. Since f(P ) maps every Sobolev space into each other Sobolev space, every section [f(P )]_{(x,•)} (and the symmetric one by selfadjointness) is in the domain of P^j . �

Corollary 6.23 — With the notations of the proposition above

1. If |s_1 − s_2| > 2r_1, s_i > r_1 |∇^l_{z1} ∇^k_{z2} [P^me^{−tP 2} ]_{(z1 ,z2)}| ≤ C(k, l, m, P )e^− (|s_1 − s_2| − r_1)^2 6t (31)

2. Let ψ_1, ψ_2 compactly supported with supports at r–distance d on the cylinder, then for the operator norm ‖ψ_1P^me^{−tP 2} ψ_2‖ ≤ C(m, ψ_1, ψ_2)e^{−d2/6t} , t > 0. (32)

3. The relative version of (31) is |∇^l_{z1} ∇^k_{z2} [P^me^{−tP 2} − T^me^{−tT 2} ]_{(z1,z2)}| ≤ C(k, l, m, P )e^{{−(min{s1 ,s2}−r2 )2/6t}}. (33)

Proof — The second statement follows immediately from the first one while the third can be proven exactly as proposition 6.18. �

7 The eta invariant

7.1 The classical eta invariant

The eta invariant of Atiyah Patodi and Singer appears for the first time in the following theorem that we write in the cylindrical case.

Theorem 7.23 — Let X a compact manifold with boundary Y and product type metric on a collar Y × [0, 1], attach an infinite cylinder Y × [−∞, 0] to get the elonged manifold X̂:=X. Let D : C^∞(X; E) −→ C^∞(X; F ) a first order differential elliptic operator with product structure near the boundary i.e. D = σ(∂_u + A) where σE_{|Y} −→ F_{|Y} E is a bundle isomorphism, ∂_u is the normal interior coordinate and A is the boundary self–adjoint elliptic operator. Then the operator D extends to sections of the bundles extended to X̂ and has a finite L^2 index given by the formula

ind(D) = dim_{L2(X̂,E)}(D) − dim_{L2(X̂,E)}(D^∗) = ∫ X α_0(x)dx − η(0)/2 − h_∞(E) − h_∞(F ) 2 . Here the defect number η(0), is called the spectral asymmetry or the eta invariant of A and is obtained as follows:

the summation on the non negative eigenvalues of A, η(s) := ∑ λ≠0 sign(λ)|λ| −s converges absolutely for Re(s) >> 0 and extends to a meromorphic function on the whole s–plane with regular value at s = 0. Moreover if the asymptotic expansion has no negative powers of t then η(s) is holomorphic for Re(s) > −1/2. That’s the case of Dirac type operators on Riemannian manifolds.

7.2 The foliation case

The existence of the eta invariant for the leafwise Dirac operator on a closed foliated manifold was shown by Peric [22] and Ramachandran [23]. In fact they build different invariants, Peric works with the holonomy groupoid of the foliation and Ramachandran with the equivalence relation but the methods are essentially the same. So consider a compact manifold Y with a foliation and a longitudinal Dirac structure i.e. every geometrical structure needed to form a longitudinal Dirac–type operator acting on the tangentially smooth sections of the bundle S, D : C^∞_τ (Y ; S) −→ (Y ; S). In our index formula Y will be a transverse section of the cylinder sufficiently far from the compact piece and D is the operator at infinity. Suppose also that a transverse holonomy invariant measure Λ is fixed. The passage from the summation η(s) = ∑ λ sign(λ)|λ|^{−s} which deals with the discrete spectrum to a continuous spectrum and family version is given by the definition of Euler gamma function sign(λ)|λ|^{−s} = 1 Γ(^{s+1}_2 ) ∫_∞ 0 t^{s−12} λe^{−tλ2} dt. Each bounded Borel spectral function of D

belongs to the Von Neumann algebra of the foliation arising from the regular representation of the equivalence relation on the Borel field of L^2(S). Replace the summation by integration w.r.t. the spectral measure of D and (formally) change the integration to define the eta function of D as

η_Λ(D; s) := ∫_∞ −∞ sign(λ)|λ|^{−s}dμ_D(λ) = 1 Γ(^{s+1}_2 ) ∫_∞ 0 t^{s−12} tr_Λ(De^{−tD2} )dt. (34)

We shall use also the notation

η_Λ(D; s)_k := ∫_∞ k t^{s−12} tr_Λ(De^{−tD2} )dt, η_Λ(D; s)^k := ∫_k 0 t^{s−12} tr_Λ(De^{−tD2} )dt

Theorem 7.23 — (Ramachandran) The eta function (34) is a well defined meromorphic function for Re(s) ≤ 0 with eventually simple poles at (dim F − k)/2, k = 0, 1, 2, ..... It is regular at 0 and the value η_Λ(D; 0) is called the foliated eta invariant of D.

Proof — We give a sketch of the proof since we shall use it in our computations for the eta invariant of the perturbed Dirac operator.

First step. Prove that for every s ∈ C with Re(s) ≤ 0 the integral ∫_∞ 1 t^{s−12} tr_Λ(De^{−tD2} )dt is convergent; This is proven by simple estimates with the use of the spectral measure. In particular here the spectral measure μ_{Λ,D} is tempered i.e. there exists some positive l such

that ∫ 1 (1 + |x|^l) dμ_{Λ,D} < ∞. In fact this measure corresponds to a positive functional [23]

I : S(R) −→ R, I(f) = tr_Λ(f(D)). The same is obviously true for the square D^2 = |D|^2. Second step. The examination of the finite piece

∫_1 0 t^{s−12} tr_Λ(De^{−tD2} )dt is done using the expansion of the Schwartz kernel of the leafwise operator De^{−tD2} . One can prove that there exists a family of tangentially smooth and locally computable functions {Ψ_m}_{m≥0}^6 so that the kernel K_t(x, y, n) (n the transverse parameter) of the leafwise bounded operator De^{−tD2} has the asymptotic expansion K_t(x, x, n) ∼ ∑ m≥0 t^{(m−dim F−1)/2}Ψ_m(x, n). (35)

Moreover Ψ_m = 0 for m even. The proof is an adaptation of the classical situation [12]. Now, thanks to the expansion (35), since the operator De^{−tD2} is Λ trace class and the trace is the integral of the Schwartz kernel against the transverse measure we get the corresponding expansion for the trace 1 Γ(^{s+1}_2 )

∫_1 0 t^{s−12} tr_Λ(De^{−tD2} )dt ∼ ∑ m≥0 2 s + m − dim F ∫ Y Ψ_mdλ (36)

where ∫ Ψ_mdλ = Λ(Ψ_mdg) is the effect of the integration of the tangential measures x −→ Ψ_{m|lx} × dg_{|lx} . From (36) we see that the eta function has a meromorphic continuation to the whole plane with (at most) simple poles at (dim F − k)/2, k = 0, 1, 2, .... Third step. Regularity at the origin. If p = dim F is even we have said that the coefficients Ψ_m of the development (35) are zero for m even, then the eta function is regular at 0. If p is odd the regularity at zero follows from a very deep result of Bismut and Freed [5]. In fact they showed that the ordinary Dirac operator satisfies a remarkable cancellation property,

tr(De^{−tD2} ) = O(t^{1/2}).

Since the Λ–trace can be, as pointed out by Connes [12], locally approximated by the regular trace their result applies to our setting to give K_t(x, x, n) ∼ ∑ m≥p+2 t (m−p−1)/2Ψ(x, n) almost everywhere

, and

the regularity at the origin follows immediately. �

7.3 Eta invariant for perturbations of the Dirac operator

Let us consider slightly more general operators

6in the case of the holonomy groupoid the Ψ_m are locally bounded i.e. bounded on every set in the form of r^{−1}K for K compact in Y

1. P = D + K where K ∈ Op^{-∞} is leafwise uniformly smoothing obtained by functional calculus, K = f(D) where f is a bounded Borel function supported in (−a, a). Start with the computation Qe^{−tQ2} − De^{−tD2} = Ke^{−t(D+K)2} − D ∫_1 0 e^{−s(D+K)2} (KD + DK + K^2)e^{(t−s)D2} ds. (37) The family (37) converges to 0 as t → 0 in the Frechet topology of kernels in Op^{−∞} with uniform transverse control. Indeed for kernels K(x, y, n) (n is the transverse parameter) one uses foliated charts to define seminorms that involve derivatives w.r.t. x, y. From (37) one gets the development

tr_Λ(Qe^{−tQ2} ) ∼_{t→0} ∑ m=0 t^{m−dim F−12} ∫ Y Ψ_j dΛ + tr_Λ(K) + g(t) (38)

where g ∈ C[0, ∞) with g(0) = 0. Then an asymptotic development for η_Λ(Q)(0)_1 as (36) follows.

2. The smooth family u −→ Q_u := D + K + u.

The function tr_Λ(Q_ue^{−tQ2u} ) is smooth ( same identical proof as [29]) then, since Q^′_u = I, ∂_u tr_Λ(Q_ue^{−tQ2u} ) = (1 + 2t∂_t) tr_Λ(Q^′_ue^{−tQ2u} ). By integration

∂_uη_Λ(Q_u, s)_1 =

∫_1 0 t^{(s−1)/2} Γ(^{s+1}_2 ) tr_Λ(Q^′_ue^{−Q2u} ) − s Γ(^{s+1}_2 )

∫_1 0 t^{(s−1)/2} tr_Λ(Q^′_ue^{−tQ2u} )dt. (39)

Now proceed as before using the asymptotic development of the heat kernel for D + u^7, tr_Λ(Q^′_ue^{−tQ2u} ) = tr_Λ(Q^′_ue^{−tQ2u} ) ∼ ∑ m≥0 a_m(D + u)t^{(m−dim F)/2} + g(t) where g ∈ C[0, ∞), g(0) = 0. We see that the integral in (39) admits a meromorphic expansion around zero in C with zero as a pole of almost first order. Then the derivative ∂_uη_Λ(Q_u, s)_1 is holomorphic around zero. The identity ∂_u Res_{|s=0} η_Λ(Q_u, s)_1 = Res_{|s=0} ∂_uη_Λ(Q_u, s)_1 = 0 says that Res_{|s=0} η_Λ(Q_u, s)_1 is constant in u then the function η_Λ(Q_u, s)_1 is holomorphic at zero since η_Λ(Q_0, s)_1 is holomorphic in 0.

3. Families in the form Q_u = D + u + ΠD for a spectral projection Π = χ_{(−a,a)}(D).

Proposition 7.24 — The eta invariant for Q_u exists and satisfies

η_Λ(Q_u) = LIM_{δ→0}

∫_1 δ t^{−1/2} γ(1/2) tr_Λ(Q_ue^{−tQ2u} )dt + ∫_∞ 1 t^{−1/2} γ(1/2) tr_Λ(Q_ue^{−tQ2u} )dt

where LIM is the constant term in the asimptotic development in powers of δ as t → 0. Moreover for every u ∈ R and a > 0, a. η_Λ(Q_u) − η_Λ(Q_0) = sign(u) tr_Λ(Π) b. η_Λ(Q_0) = 1/2η_Λ(Q_u) + 1/2η_Λ(Q_{−u}) c. |η_Λ(D) − η_Λ(Q_0)| = |η_Λ(ΠD)| ≤ μ_{Λ,D} ((−a, a)).

Proof — The first statement can be proved as above. a. using the spectral measure we have to compute the difference ∫_∞ 0 t^{−1/2} ∫ R (x + u − χx)e^{−t(x+u−χx)2} − (x − χx)e^{−t(x−χx)2} dμ_{Λ,D} (x) dt Γ(1/2)

7(D + u)^2 is a generalized Laplacian

where χ = χ_{(−a,a)}(x). Split the integral on R into two pieces, |x| > a and |x| ≤ a. First case, |x| > a. Changing the integration order the first integral is Γ(1/2)^{−1} ∫ |x|>a ∫_∞ 0 (x + u)t^{−1/2}e^{−t(x+u)2} dtdμ_{Λ,D} (x) and performing the change of variable σ := t(x + u)^2 in the second we see that the difference is zero. Second case |x| < a, the second integral is zero, the first is ∫_∞ 0 t^{−1/2} ∫_a −a ue^{−tu2} dμ_{Λ,D}(x) dt Γ(1/2) = ∫_∞ 0 u|u|σ^{−1/2}e^{−σ} dσ |u|^2 tu^2 =σ

tr_Λ(Π) Γ(1/2)

= sign(u) tr_Λ(Π).

b. and c. easily follow from a. �

8 The index formula

This section is devoted to the proof of the index formula. Computations that are not different from that of [29] are omitted for brevity. First we introduce the supertrace notation. Since the bundle E = E^+ ⊕ E^− is Z_2–graded, there is a canonical Random operator τ obtained by passing to the Λ–class of the family of involutions τ_x := ( Id_L2_{(Lx;E}+_) 0 0 − Id_L2_{(Lx;E}−_) ) . Now the Λ–supertrace of B ∈ End_Λ(E) is by definition str_Λ(B) := tr_Λ(τB).

Now according to proposition 5.8 for 0 < |u| < ϵ the perturbed operator D_{ϵ,u} is Λ–Breuer– Fredholm. Consider the heat operator e^{−tD2ϵ,u,x} on the leaf L_x. This is a uniformly smoothing operator with a Schwartz kernel (remember that the metric trivializes densities and [•] means Schwartz kernel) in the space C^∞–sections that are bounded together with each covariant derivative, [e^{−tD2ϵ,u,x} ] ∈ UC^∞(L_x × L_x; End(E)). It is a well know fact the convergence for t −→ ∞ in the Frechet space of UC^∞ sections to the kernel of the smoothing projection on the L^2–null space, lim_{t→∞}[e^{−tD2ϵ,u,x} ] = [χ_{{0}}(D_{ϵ,u,x})]. This is a consequence of the continuity of the functional calculus from rapid decaying Borel functions into C^∞ uniformly bounded sections, RB(R) −→ UC^∞(End(E)) applied to the sequence of functions e^{−tλ2} −→ χ_{{0}} in RB(R). Choose cut–off functions ϕ_k ∈ C^∞_c (X) such that ϕ_{k |Xk} = 1, ϕ_{k |Zk+1} = 0. The measurable family of bounded operators {ϕ_ke^{−tD2ϵ,u,x} ϕ_k}_{x∈X} gives an intertwining operator ϕ_k e^{−tD2ϵ,u} ϕ_k ∈ End_R(L^2(E)) hence a random operator ϕ_ke^{−tD2ϵ,u} ϕ_k ∈ End_Λ(L^2(E)).

Lemma 8.25 — The random operator ϕ_k e^{−tD2ϵ,u} ϕ_k ∈ End_Λ(L^2(E)) is Λ–trace class. The following formula (iterated limit) holds true

ind_Λ(D^+_{ϵ,u}) = str_Λ(χ_{{0}}(D_{ϵ,u})) = lim_{k→∞} lim_{t→∞} str_Λ(ϕ_k e^{−tD2ϵ,u} ϕ_k). (40)

Proof — For the first statement there’s nothing to proof, it is essentially the closed foliated manifold case. The local traces define tangential measures that are C^∞ in the direction of the leaves while Borel and uniformely bounded (by the uniform ellipticity of the operator) in the transverse direction and we are integrating against the transverse measure on a compact set. More precisely we are evaluating the mass of a compact set through the measure Λ_h where h is the longitudinal measure that on the leaf L_x is given by A −→ ∫ A str_{End(E)}[e^{−tD2ϵ,u} ]_{diag}dg_{|Lx} , with str_{End(E)} the pointwise supertrace defined on the space of sections of End(E) → X by (str_{End(E)} γ)(x) := tr_{end(Ex)}(τ(x)γ(x)). The limit formula (40) is nothing but the Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem applied two times, first str_Λ(χ_{{0}}(D_{ϵ,u})) = lim_{k→∞} str_Λ(ϕ_k χ_{{0}}(D_{ϵ,u})ϕ_k ) but for fixed k one finds

str_Λ(ϕ_kχ_{{0}}(D_{ϵ,u}))ϕ_k ) = lim_{t→∞} str_Λ(ϕ_ke^{−tD2ϵ,u} ϕ_k).

The possibility to apply the dominated convergence theorem is given again by the integration process in fact as written above every tangential measure has smooth density w.r.t to the Riemannian metric and convergence is within the Frechet topology of C^∞ functions. � Now, Duhamel formula d/dt str_Λ(ϕ_k e^{−tD2ϵ,u} ϕ_k) = − str_Λ(ϕ_k D^2_{ϵ,u}e^{−tD2ϵ,u} ϕ_k ) integrated between s and ∞ leads to the identity

lim_{t→∞} str_Λ(ϕ_k e^{−tD2ϵ,u} ϕ_k ) = str_Λ(ϕ_ke^{−sD2ϵ,u} ϕ_k ) − ∫_∞ s str_Λ(ϕ_kD^2_{ϵ,u}e^{−tD2ϵ,u} ϕ_k)dt. Note that the right–hand side is independent from s > 0. Then

ind_Λ(D^+_{ϵ,u}) = lim_{k→∞} [ str_Λ(ϕ_k e^{−sD2ϵ,u} ϕ_k) − ∫_∞ s str_Λ(ϕ_k D^2_{ϵ,u}e^{−tD2ϵ,u} ϕ_k)dt ] . (41)

Split the integral into ∫_∞ s str_Λ(ϕ_k D^2_{ϵ,u}e^{−tD2ϵ,u} ϕ_k )dt = ∫^√_k s str_Λ(ϕ_k D^2_{ϵ,u}e^{−tD2ϵ,u} ϕ_k )dt+ ∫_∞ √ k str_Λ(ϕ_k D^2_{ϵ,u}e^{−tD2ϵ,u} ϕ_k )dt and make the following definitions

α_0(k, s) = str_Λ(ϕ_ke^{−sD2ϵ,u} ϕ_k), β0(k, s) = ∫_∞ s str_Λ(ϕ_k D^2_{ϵ,u}e^{−tD2ϵ,u} ϕ_k)dt

β_{01}(k, s) = ∫^√_k s str_Λ(ϕ_k D^2_{ϵ,u}e^{−tD2ϵ,u} ϕ_k )dt, β02(k, s) = ∫_{∞√} k str_Λ(ϕ_k D^2_{ϵ,u}e^{−tD2ϵ,u} ϕ_k)dt Then β_0(k, s) = β_{01}(k, s) + β_{02}(k, s) and

ind_Λ(D^+_{ϵ,u}) = lim_{k→∞}[α_0(k, s) − β_0(k, s)] = [α_0(k, s) − β_{01}(k, s) − β_{02}(k, s)]. (42)

Let us start with β_{01}.

Lemma 8.26 — Let η_Λ(D^{F∂}_{ϵ,u}) be the Ramachandran eta–invariant for the perturbed operator D^{F∂}_{ϵ,u} on the foliation at the infinity. Then the following limit formula is true

lim_{k→∞} LIM_{s→0} β_{01}(k, s) = lim_{k→∞} LIM_{s→0} ∫^√_k s str_Λ(ϕ_k D^2_{ϵ,u}e^{−tD2ϵ,u} ϕ_k )ds, = 1/2η_Λ(D^{F∂}_{ϵ,u}) where as usual LIM_{s→0} g(s) is the constant term in the expansion of g(s) in powers of s near zero.

Proof — The integrand is str_Λ(ϕ_k D^2_{ϵ,u}e^{−tD2ϵ,u} ϕ_k) = −1/2 str_Λ(c(∂_r )∂_r(ϕ^2_k)D_{ϵ,u}e^{−tD2ϵ,u} ). In the next we shall use the notation [a, b] := ab − (−1)^{|a|·|b|}ba for the Lie–superbracket^8 on the Lie–superalgebra of C –linear endomorphisms of L^2(X, E^+ ⊕ E^−) while, when the standard bracket is needed we write [a, b]_∘ := ab − ba. Notice that [α, ab] = [α, a]b + (−1)^{|α|·|a|}a[α, b]. Remember the definition of D_{ϵ,u}, in the cylinder. It can be written D_{ϵ,u} = D + θ̇Ω(u − D^{F∂}_{ϵ,u}) = c(∂_r)∂_r + Q with the Clifford multiplication c(∂_r) = ( 0 −1 1 0 ) and Q is R^+ –invariant in fact it acts on

the transverse section. The next identities are also useful D_{ϵ,u} = ( 0 D^−_{ϵ,u} D^+_{ϵ,u} 0 ) , e^{−tD2ϵ,u} = ( e^{−tD−ϵ,u D+ϵ,u} 0 0 e^{−tD+ϵ,u D−ϵ,u} ) , D^−_{ϵ,u}e^{−tD+ϵ,uD−ϵ,u} = e^{−tD−ϵ,u D+ϵ,u} D^−_{ϵ,u}, D^+_{ϵ,u}e^{−tD−ϵ,u D+ϵ,u} = e^{−tD+ϵ,uD−ϵ,u} D^+_{ϵ,u}. These are nothing but a rephrasing of the identity D_{ϵ,u}e^{−tD2ϵ,u} = e^{−tD2ϵ,u} D_{ϵ,u} granted by the spectral theorem. Now it’s time to use the Cheeger–Gromov–Taylor relative estimates. Consider the leafwise operator

S_{ϵ,u} := c(∂_r)∂_r + Ω(u − D^{F∂}_{ϵ,u}) (43)

on the infinite foliated cylinder (in both directions) Y = ∂X_0 × R with the product foliation F_∂ × R. Choose some point z_0 = (x_0, r) on the cylinder. Estimate (33) says that we can compare the two kernels at the diagonal leaf by leaf for large r and this estimate is uniform on the leaves, ‖[D_{ϵ,u,z0} e^{−tD2ϵ,u,x}0 ] − [S_{ϵ,u,z0} e^{−tS2ϵ,u,z}0 ]‖_{(z,z)} ≤ Ce^{−(r−r2)2/(6t)} (44) for z = (x, r) ∈ L_{z0} . From (44), since the derivatives of ϕ_k are supported on the cylindrical portion Z^{k+1}_k = ∂X_0 × [k, k + 1], ∫^√_k s | str_Λ(c(∂_r)∂_rϕ^2_k D_{ϵ,u}e^{−tD2ϵ,u} ) − str_Λ(c(∂_r)∂_rϕ^2_k S_{ϵ,u}e^{−tS2ϵ,u} )|dt = ∫^√_k s ∫ Z^{k+1}_k Θ(z, t)dΛ_gdt (45)

where Λ_g is the coupling of Λ with the tangential Riemannian measure and Θ(z, r) is the function Θ(z, r) := ‖c(∂_r)∂_rϕ^2_k[D_{ϵ,u,z}e^{−tD2ϵ,u,z} − S_{ϵ,u,z}e^{−tS2ϵ,u,z} ]‖_{(z,z)}. Let T_k be a transversal of the foliation F_k induced on the slice {r = k} then T_k is also a transversal for F (the boundary foliation has the same codimension of F). The transverse measure Λ defines also a transverse measure on the boundary foliation. Then the foliation F_{|Z}k+1_k is fibering on T_k as in the diagram ∂F × [k, k + 1] −→ T_k. Use this fibration to disintegrate the measure Λ_g. This is splitted into dΛ_∂ × dr where Λ_∂ is the measure obtained applying the integration process of Λ (restricted to F_k ) to the g_{|∂} . In local coordinates (r, x_1, ..., x_{2p−1}) × (x_{2p}, ..., x_n) the transversal is decomposed into pieces T_k = {(k, x^0_1, ..., x^0_{2p−1})} × {(x_{2p}, ..., x_n)} and we are taking integrals ∫ T_k ×{x_1,...,x_{2p−1}} ∫ [k,k+1] Θ(r, x_1, ..., x_{2p−1}, x_{2p}, ..., x_n)dr dx_1 · · · dx_{2p−1}dΛ(x_{2p}, .., x_n) this is dΛ_∂

(46)

=: ∫ F_k ∫ [k,k+1] Θ(x, r)dΛ_∂ dr. 8everything we say about super–algebras can be found in [4]

Equation (46) can be taken as a definition of a notation that will be used next. Notice that ∫ F_k contains a slight abuse of notation, in fact to follow rigorously the integration recipe one

should write ∫ ∂X_0 ×{k}. We prefer the first to stress the fact that we are splitting w.r.t the

foliation induced on the transversal. With this notation in mind [29] the right hand side of (45) is less than ∫^√_k s ∫ F_z ∫ [k,k+1] ‖c(∂_r)∂_rϕ^2_k [D_{ϵ,u}e^{−tD2ϵ,u} − S_{ϵ,u}e^{−tS2ϵ,u} ]‖_{((x,r),(x,r))}drdΛ_∂ dt ≤ C(e^{−k3/2 /c1} + e^{−c2/s}) for sufficiently small^9 s and large k. This estimate says that lim k→+∞ LIM_{s→0} β_{01}(k, s) = lim_{k→+∞} LIM_{s→0} ∫^√_k s str_Λ(c(∂_r)∂_rϕ^2_kS_{ϵ,u}e^{−tS2ϵ,u} )dt. Now the second integral (on the cylinder) is explicitly computable in fact the Schwartz kernel of the operator S_{ϵ,u,z0} e^{−tS2ϵ,u,z}0 on the diagonal is easily checked to be [ S_{ϵ,u,z0} e^{−tS2ϵ,u,z}0 ] (z,z) = 1 √ 4πt Ω [ D^{F∂}_{ϵ,u,x0} e^{−tDF∂ϵ,u,x0} ] (x,x), z = (x, r). In particular it does not depend on the cylindrical coordinate r. Now the pointwise supertrace on End(E) is related to the trace on the positive boundary eigenbundle F via the identity (the proof in [4]) str^E (c(∂_r )Ω•) = −2 tr^F (•), then ∫^√_k s str_Λ(c(∂_r )∂_rϕ^2_kS_{ϵ,u}e^{−tS2ϵ,u} )dt = ∫^√_k s ∫ F_0 1 √ πt tr^F [D^{F∂}_{ϵ,u,x}e^{−t(DF∂ϵ,u,x)2} ]_{(x,x)} · dΛ_∂ dt, with the same argument on the splitting of measures as above. Finally it is clear from our discussion on the η–invariant (exactly proposition 7.24) that

lim_{k→∞} LIM_{s→0} β_{01}(k, s) = lim_{k→∞} LIM_{s→0} ∫^√_k s ∫ F_0 1 √ πt tr^F [D^{F∂}_{ϵ,u,x}e^{−t(DF∂ϵ,u,x )2} ]_{(x,x)} · dΛ_∂ dt = 1/2η_Λ(D^{F∂}_{ϵ,u}). �

Lemma 8.27 — Since D_{ϵ,u} is Λ–Breuer–Fredholm for 0 < |u| < ϵ then

lim_{k→∞} β_{02}(k, s) = lim_{k→∞} ∫_∞ √ k str_Λ(ϕ_kD^2_{ϵ,u}e^{−tD2ϵ,u} ϕ_k)dt = 0.

Proof — From the very definition of the Λ–essential spectrum there exists some positive σ = σ(u) such that the projection Π_σ = χ_{[−σ,σ]}(D_{ϵ,u}) has finite Λ–trace. Then, from the trick e^{−D2ϵ,u} = e^{−D2ϵ,u/2}(1 − Π_σ + Π_σ )e^{−D2ϵ,u /2} |β_{02}(k, s)| ≤ ∫_∞ √ k e^{−(t−1)σ}| str_Λ(ϕ_k D^2_{ϵ,u}e^{−D2ϵ,u} ϕ_k )|dt β_{021}(k,s) + ∫_∞ √ k | str_Λ(D^2_{ϵ,u}e^{−tD2ϵ,u} Π_σ )|dt β_{022} (k,s) 9 y^se^{−ay2} ≤ ( s 2ae )^{s/2} for s, u, y, a > 0

Now the Schwartz kernel of (D^2_{ϵ,u}e^{−D2ϵ,u} )_x is uniformly bounded in x and varies in a Borel fashion transversally. When forming the Λ–supertrace we are integrating a longitudinal measure with C^∞–density w.r.t. the longitudinal measure given by the Riemannian density. Let as usual be Λ_g the measure given by the integration of the Riemannian longitudinal measure with the transverse measure Λ. If A is a uniform bound on the leafwise Schwartz kernels of (D^2_{ϵ,u}e^{−D2ϵ,u} ), and T_0 is a complete transversal contained in the normal section of the cylinder (the same of Lemma 8.26), we can extimate β_{021}(k, s) ≤ ∫_{∞√} k A(Λ_g (X_0) + Λ(T_′)k)e^{−(t−1)σ} dt −→_{k→∞} 0.

For the second addendum, changing the order of integration dt → dμ_{Λ,Dϵ,u} , β_{022}(k, s) ≤ C ∫_σ −σ e^− √ kx^2 dμ Λ,D_{ϵ,u} (x) ≤ CμΛ,D_{ϵ,u} (x)([−σ, σ]) −→k→∞ 0 since the Λ–essential spectrum of D_{ϵ,u} has a gap around zero and the normality property of the trace. �

It is time to update equation (42),

ind_Λ(D^+_{ϵ,u}) = lim_{k→∞}[α_0(k, s) − β_0(k, s)] = lim_{k→∞} LIM_{s→0} α_0(k, s) − 1/2η_Λ(D^{F∂}_{ϵ,u}).

Lemma 8.28 — There exists a function g(u) with lim_{u→0} g(u) = 0 such that for 0 < ϵ < u,

lim_{k→∞} LIM_{s→0} α_0(k, s) = lim_{k→∞} LIM_{s→0} str_Λ(ϕ_ke^{−sD2ϵ,u} ϕ_k ) = ⟨ ^A(X) Ch(E/S), C_Λ⟩ + g(u).

Here the leafwise characteristic form ^A(X) Ch(E/S) is supported on X_0, in particular it belongs to the domain of the Ruelle–Sullivan current C_Λ associated to the transverse measure Λ.

Proof — This is the investigation of the behavior of the local supertrace of the family of the leafwise heat kernels str^E [e^{−sD2ϵ,u} ]_{| diag} on the leafwise diagonals. We can do it dividing into three separate cases

1. For z ∈ X_0 everything goes as in the classical computation by Atiyah Bott and Patodi [1] LIM_{s→0} str^E [e^{−sD2ϵ,u,z} ]_{(x,x)}dg_z = ^A(X, ∇) Ch(E/S, ∇)(x), where dg_z is the Riemannian density on the leaf L_z.

2. In the middle, z ∈ ∂X_0 × [0, 4] there’s the cause of the presence of the defect function g(u), more precisely we show that the asymptotic development of the local supertrace is the same for the comparison operator S_{0,u} defined above str^E ([e^{−sD2ϵ,u,z} ])_{(z,z)} ≃ ∑ j∈N a_j (S_{0,u})_{(z)}s^{(j−dim F)/2}

with coefficients a_j (S_{0,u}) smoothly depending on u satisfying a_j (S_{0,u}) = 0 for j ≤ dim F/2 3. Away from the base of the cylinder z = (y, r) ∈ Z r > 4 we find [e^{−D2ϵ,u,z} ]_{(y,r)} = 0.

Below the proofs of these facts.

1. We can consider the doubled manifold 2X_0 so that we can apply the relative estimate of type Cheeger–Gromov–Taylor in the non–cylindrical case (the perturbation starts from the cylinder). Proposition 6.19 shows that the two Schwartz kernels of the Dirac operator and the perturbed operator D_{ϵ,u} have the same development as t → 0 The local computation of Atiyah Bott and Patodi, or the Getzler rescaling ([19],[16]) can be performed as in the classical situation.

2. We are going to use an argument of comparison with the leafwise operator S_{ϵ,u} := c(∂_r)∂_r + Ω(D^{F∂} + θ̇(u − Π_ϵD^{F∂} )) on the infinite cylinder ∂X_0 × R equipped with the product foliation F_∂ × R. Notice that, due to the presence of θ̇ this is a slightly different form of the operator (43). Choose some function ψ_1 supported in ∂X_0 ×[−1, 5] and ψ_{1|∂X0×[0,4]} = 1. The first fact we show is lim_{s→0} str_Λ(ψ_1(e^{−sS2ϵ,u} − e^{−sS20,u} )ψ_1) = 0. Now, S_{ϵ,u} = S_{0,u} − ΩΠ_ϵD^{F∂} = c(∂_r)∂_r + H with H = ΩD^{F∂} + Ωθ̇u hence

S^2_{ϵ,u} − S^2_{0,u} = −Φθ̇Π_ϵD^{F∂} − 2(D^{F∂} + θ̇u)(θ̇Π_ϵD^{F∂} ) + (Ωθ̇Π_ϵD^{F∂} )^2. (47)

Apply the Duhamel formula

| str_Λ(ψ_1(S^2_{ϵ,u} − S^2_{0,u})ψ_1| = | | | ∫_s 0 str_Λ(ψ^2_1 Π_ϵ)e^{−δS20,u} (S^2_{ϵ,u} − S^2_{0,u})Π_ϵe^{−(s−δ)S2ϵ,u} dδ | | |. Again from the Cheeger–Gromov relative estimates (32)

| tr_Λ(ψ_1e^{−δS2u} Π_ϵψ_1)| ≤ Cδ^{−1/2}, ‖(S^2_{ϵ,u} − S^2_{0,u})Π_ϵe^{−(s−δ)S2ϵ,u} ‖ ≤ C(s − δ)^{−1/2} with the constants independent from |u| < ϵ. Then the integral of the supertrace (47) can be estimated by the function of s, h(s) = C ∫_s 0 (s − δ)^{−1/2}δ^{−1/2}dδ −→_{s→0} 0. In fact first split the integral into ∫_{s/2} 0 + ∫_s s/2 to prove finiteness then use the absolutely continuity of the integral for convergence to zero. Now from the limit lim_{s→0} str_Λ(ψ_1(e^{−sS2ϵ,u} − e^{−sS20,u} )ψ_1) = 0 and the comparison argument we get that the asymptotic expansion for s → 0 of str_Λ(ϕ_k e^{−sD2ϵ,uϕk} ) is the same of the comparison operator S_{0,u} = c(∂_r )∂_r + ΩD^{F∂} D + ϑ̇uΩ bounded perturbation

on the

infinite cylinder. This is a very simple u–family of generalized laplacians (see [4] Chapter 2.7) and the Duhamel formula e^{−tS20,u} − e^{−tS20,0} = − ∫_u 0 tϑ̇Ωe^{−tS0,v} dvds shows what is written in the statement i.e. str^E ([e^{−sD2ϵ,u,z} ])_{(z,z)} ≃ ∑ j∈N a_j (S_{0,u})_{(z)}s^{(j−dim F)/2} where the coefficients a_j (S_{0,u}) depend smoothly on u and satisfy a_j (S_{0,u}) = 0 for j ≤ dim F/2. One can take for g the function g(u) :=

∑_{dim F/2} j=0 ∫ ∂X_0 ×[0,4] aj (S0,u)(z)s (j−dim F)/2dΛ g. 3. This is done again by comparison with S_{ϵ,u}. Consider the r–depending family of tangential tangential measures (y, r) ∈ ∂X_0 ×[a, b] −→ str^E e^{−sD2ϵ,u,(x,r)} dxdr where x ∈ L_{(y,r)}, once coupled with dΛ it gives the measure μ := str^E e^{−sD2ϵ,u,(x,r)} dxdr · dΛ on X. The Fubini theorem can certainly used during the integration process to find out that the mass of μ can be computed integrating first the r–depending tangential measures y −→ str^E e^{−sD2ϵ,u,(y,r)} dy against Λ on the foliation at infinity (∂X_0, F_∂ ) then the resulting function of r on [a, b], LIM_{s→0} ∫ ∂X_0 ×[a,b] dμ = LIMs→0 ∫_b a ∫ ∂X_0 str

E ([e^{−sS2ϵ,u} ])_{(y,r),(y,r)})dy · dΛdx and this is equal to

LIM_{s→0} b − a √ 4πs str_Λ(e^{−s(DF∂ϵ,u )2} ) = 0 in fact the boundary operator D^{F∂}_{ϵ,u} is invertible and the

well–known Mc–Kean–Singer formula for foliations on compact ambient manifolds (formula (7.39) in [20]) says that ind_Λ(D^{F∂}_{ϵ,u}) = str_Λ e^{−s(DF∂ϵ,u )2} independently from s. � Finally (47) becomes

ind_Λ(D^+_{ϵ,u}) = ⟨ ^A(X) Ch(E/S), C_Λ⟩ − 1/2η_Λ(D^{F∂}_{ϵ,u}) + g(u). (48)

Theorem 8.28 — The Dirac operator has finite dimensional L^2 − Λ–index and the following formula holds

ind_L2_{,Λ}(D^+) = ⟨ ^A(X) Ch(E/S), [C_Λ]⟩ + 1/2[η_Λ(D^{F∂} ) − h^+_Λ + h^−_Λ ] (49)

where h^±_Λ := dim_Λ(Ext(D^±) − dim_Λ(Ker_L2 (D^±) (50)

with the dimension of the space of extended solutions as defined in the definition 5.13 i.e. dim_Λ Ext(D^±) := dim_Λ Ext(D^±)^{euθ L2} independently from small u > 0.

Proof — Start from

ind_L2_{,Λ}(D^+_ϵ ) = lim_{u↓0} 1/2{ind_Λ(D^+_{ϵ,u}) + ind_Λ(D^+_{ϵ,−u}) + h^−_{Λ,ϵ} − h^+_{Λ,ϵ}}, (51)

here h^±_{Λ,ϵ} = dim_Λ(Ext(D^±_ϵ ))−dim_Λ(Ker_L2 (D^±_ϵ )). For now proposition 5.11 says that Ext(D^±_ϵ ) = Ker_L2 (D^±_{ϵ,±}) = Ker_euθ_L2 (D^±_ϵ ). Use the identity (48) into (51) and pass to the u −→ 0 limit taking into account proposition 7.24

ind_L2_{,Λ}(D^+_ϵ ) = ⟨ ^A(X) Ch(E/S), C_Λ⟩ + h^−_{Λ,ϵ} − h^+_{Λ,ϵ} 2 + η_Λ(D^{F∂}_ϵ ) 2 . It remains to pass to the ϵ–limit remembering that: lim_{ϵ↓0} ind_L2_{,Λ}(D^+_ϵ ) = ind_L2_{,Λ}(D^+) by proposition 5.14, lim_{ϵ↓0} h^−_{Λ,ϵ} − h^+_{Λ,ϵ} = h^− − h^+ again by proposition 5.14 and lim_{ϵ↓0} η_Λ(D^{F∂}_ϵ ) = η_Λ(D^{F∂} ) by proposition 7.24. �

9 Comparison with Ramachandran index formula

The Ramachandran index formula [23] stands into index theory for foliations exactly as the Atiyah–Patodi–Singer formula stays in the classical theory. Our formula corresponds to the A.P.S cylindrical point of view. In this section we prove that the two formulas are compatible and we do it exactly in the way it is done for the single leaf case by APS. First we recall the Ramachandran Theorem

9.1 The Ramachandran index

Since we have chosen an opposite orientation for the boundary foliation the Ramachandran index formula here written differs from the original in [23] exactly for its sign (as in section 3 for the APS formula). So let us consider the Dirac operator builded in section 2 but acting only on the foliation restricted to the compact manifold with boundary X_0. To be precise with the notation let us call F_0 the foliation restricted to X_0 with leaves {L^0_x}_x, equivalence relation R_0 and D^{F0} the Dirac operator acting on the field of Hilbert spaces {L^2(L^0_x; E)}_{x∈X0} . Near

the boundary D^{F0} = ( 0 D^{F −0} D^{F +0} 0 ) = ( 0 −∂_r + D^{F∂} ∂_r + D^{F∂} 0 ) with the boundary

operator D^{F∂} . Let us consider the field of APS boundary conditions B = ( χ_{[0,∞)}(D^{F∂} ) 0

0 χ_{(−∞,0)}(D^{F∂} ) ) = ( P 0 0 I −P ) acting on the boundary foliation. In the order of ideas of the paper by Ramachandran this is a self adjoint boundary condition i.e. its interacts with the Dirac operator in the following way:

1. B is a field of bounded self–adjoint operators with σB + Bσ = σ where σ is Clifford multiplication by the unit (interior) normal.

2. If b is the operator of restriction to the boundary then (s_1, D^{F0} s_2) = (D^{F0} s_1, s_2) for every couple of smooth sections s_1 and s_2 such that Bbs_1 = 0 and Bbs_2 = 0. Next Ramachandran proves using the Browder–Gårding expansion that there’s a field of restriction operators H^k(X_0; E) −→ H^{k−1/2}(X_0; E) extending b where the Sobolev spaces are defined taking into account the boundary. More precisely for a leaf L^0_x, the space H^k(L^0_x; E) is the completion of C^∞_c (L^0_x; E) (support possibly touching the boundary) under the usual L^2–based Sobolev norms. It follows from the restriction theorem that one can define the domain of D with boundary condition B as H^∞(X_0; E, B) := {s ∈ H^∞(X_0; E) : Bbs = 0}.

Theorem 9.28 — (Ramachandran [23]) The family of unbounded operators D with domain H^∞(X_0; E, B) is essentially self–adjoint and Breuer–Fredholm in the Von Neumann algebra of the foliation with finite Λ–index ind_Λ(D^{F0} ) = given by the formula

ind_Λ(D^{F0} ) = dim_Λ(Ker(D^{F +0} )) − dim_Λ(Ker(D^{F −0} ))

= ⟨ ^A(X) Ch(E/S), C_Λ⟩ + 1/2[η_Λ(D^F_0 ) − h] (52)

Now we are going to prove compatibility between formula (52) and (49). First of all we have to relate the two Von Neumann algebras in play. Denote (according to our notation) with End_{R0} (E) the space of intertwining operators of the representation of R_0 on L^2(E) and, only in this section End_{R0,Λ}(E) the resulting Von Neumann algebra with trace tr_{R0 ,Λ} in order to make distinction from End_{R,Λ}(E) the Von Neumann algebra of random operators associated with the representation of R. Start with a measurable fields of bounded operators X_0 ∋ B_x −→ B_x : L^2(L^0_x; E) −→ L^2(L^0_x; E) with B_x = B_y a.e. if (x, y) ∈ R_0. There’s a natural way to extend B to a field of operators in End_R(E).

1. If x ∈ X_0 simply let ıB_x act to L^2(L_x; E) to be zero on the cylinder

ıB_x : L^2(L^0_x; E) ⊕ L^2(∂L^0_x × (0, ∞); E) −→ L^2(L^0_x; E) ⊕ L^2(∂L^0_x × (0, ∞); E) ıB_x(s, t) := (B_xs, 0). 2. If x ∈ ∂X_0 × (0, ∞) define ıB_x := ıB_{p(x)} where p : ∂X_0 × (0, ∞) −→ ∂X_0 is the base projection and ıB_{p(x)} is defined by point 1.

Proposition 9.29 — The map ı : End_{R0} (E) −→ End_R(E) as defined above passes to the quotient to an injection ı : End_{R0,Λ}(E) −→ End_{R,Λ}(E) between the Von Neumannn algebras of Random operators preserving the two natural traces tr_{R,Λ}(ıB) = tr_{R0,Λ}(B).

Proof — The first part is clear. An intertwining operator B = {B_x}_{x∈X0} is zero Λ–a.e. in X_0 then also does ıB in X for any transversal T contained in the cylinder can slide by holonomy to a transversal contained in X_0. About the identity on traces remember the link between the direct integral algebras and the algebras of random operators i.e. Lemme 8 pag 48 in [12]. Choose ν to be the longitudinal Riemannnian metric then Λ_ν is the integration of ν against Λ. Let P_0 be the Von Neumann algebra of Λ_ν –a.e. classes of measurable fields of operators X_0 ∋ x −→ B_x ∈ B(L^2(L^0_x; E)) and P the corresponding algebra builded replacing X_0 with X and B(L^2(L^0_x; E)) with B(L^2(L^0_x; E)). Pass to a ultraweak dense ideal of operarators such that the corresponding family X ∋ y −→ ∫ ıB_xdν^y is bounded. Then Lemme 8 pag 48 in [12] says that tr_{R,Λ}(ıB) = ∫ X Trace(B_x)dΛ_ν (x) = ∫ X_0 Trace(Bx)dΛν (x) = trR^0,Λ(B). �

Theorem 9.29 — Let Pr Ker(D^{F ±0} ) ∈ End_{R0,Λ}(E) the projection on the Kernel of D^{F ±0} with domain given by the boundary condition P x = 0, (I −P = 0) as in the formula of Ramachandran. Let also Pr Ker_L2 (D^±) ∈ End_{R,Λ}(E) be the projection on the L^2–kernel of the leafwise operator on the foliation with the cylinder attached and Pr Ext(D^±) ∈ End_{R,Λ}(e^{uθ}L^2E) be the projection on the closure of the space of extended solution seen in e^{uθ} for sufficiently small positive u.

1. ı Pr Ker(D^{F +0} ) is (Murray–Von Neumann ∼) equivalent to Pr Ker_L2 (D^+) in End_{R,Λ}(E) i.e. there exists a partial isometry u ∈ End_{R,Λ}(E) such that u^∗u = ı Pr Ker(D^{F +0} ) and uu^∗ = Pr Ker_L2 (D^+). In particular dim_{R0,Λ} Ker(D^{F +0} ) = dim_{R,Λ} Ker_L2 (D^+).

2. ı Pr Ker_L2 (D^{F −0} ) ∼ Pr Ext(D^−)^e uθ L^2 , for sufficiently small u and equivalence in

End_Λ(e^{uθ}L^2(E)) with the inclusion ı : End_{R0 ,Λ}(E) −→ End_Λ(e^{uθ}L^2(E)) defined as in proposition 9.29. As a consequence dim_Λ Ker(D^{F −0} ) = dim_Λ Ext(D^−).

Proof — The idea is contained in A.P.S. [3] when they prove the equivalence between the boundary value problem and the L^2 cylindrical problem. Their main instrument is the eigenfunction expansion of the operator at the boundary; now we use the Browder–Garding generalized expansion to see that any solution of the boundary value problems extends to a solution of the operator on the cylinder.

1. Use the Browder–Gårding expansion as in the proof of the finiteness of the projection on the kernel 5.1. For a single leaf, the isomorphism

L^2(∂L^0_x × (−1, 0]) −→ ⨁ j∈N L^2(R, μ_j ) ⊗ L^2((−1, 0])

represents a solution of the boundary value problem as h_j (r, λ) = χ_{(−∞,0)}(λ)e^{−λr} h_{j0}(r) hence the solution can be extended to the cylinder of the leaf ∂L^0_x × (0, ∞). This clearly gives a field of linear isomorphisms T_x : Ker(D^{F +0}_x ) −→ Ker_L2 (D^+_x ) for x ∈ X_0. First extend T_x to all L^2(L^0_x; E) to be zero on Ker(D^{F +0} )^⊥ then let x take values also in X according to the method explained before i.e. put T_x := T_{p(x)} for x in the cylinder. Take the polar decomposition

T_x = u_x|T_x|, then u_x is a partial isometry with initial space Ker(D^{F +0}_x ) and range Ker(D^+_x ), i.e u^∗_xu_x = Pr Ker(D^{F +0}x ), u_xu^∗_x = Pr Ker(D^+_x ).

We have to look at this relation into the Von Neumann algebra of the foliation on X. Split every L^2 space of the leaves as L^2(L^0_{p(x)}; E) ⊕ L^2(∂L^0_{p(x)} × (0, ∞); E). With respect to the

splitting, forgetting the indexes x downstairs, we have u = ( u_{11} 0 u_{21} 0 ) acting on the field

of L^2(X; E) spaces of the leaves. Then u^∗ = ( u^∗_{11} u^∗_{21} 0 0 ) with conditions u_{11}u^∗_{21} = 0

and u_{21}u^∗_{11} = 0. Finally uu^∗ = ( u_{11}u^∗_{11} + u_{21}u^∗_{21} 0 0 0 ) ( Pr(D^{F +0} ) 0 0 0 ) = ı Pr(D^{F +0} ) and

similarly u^∗u = Pr(D^+).

2. It is very similar to statement 1. in fact writing the Browder–Gårding expansion and imposing the adjoint boundary condition one ends directly into the space of the extended solutions. �

To conclude now we can compare Ramachandran index with ours; let’s compare formula (52) with (49) keeping in mind that, the index of Ramachandran is now our extended index (see section 3 ) ind_Λ(D^{F0} ) = ind_{Λ,L}2 (D^+) = dim_Λ Ker_L2 (D^+)−Ker_L2 (D^−) to obtain the equation dim_Λ Ext(D^−) − dim_Λ Ker_L2 (D^−) = (h^−_Λ − h^+_Λ )/2 + h/2. The same argument applied to the (formal) adjoint of D^+ leads to the equation dim_Λ Ext(D^+) − dim_Λ Ker_L2 (D^+) = (h^+_Λ − h^−_Λ )/2 + h/2, then

h = h^+_Λ + h^−_Λ

exactly as in the Atiyah Patodi Singer paper.

References

[1] M. F. Atiyah., R. Bott, and V. K. Patodi. On the heat equation and the index theorem Invent. Math. (19), 279–330 1973. errata, No. ibid. (28) 277–280 1975.

[2] M. F. Atiyah., R. Bott. The index theorem for manifolds with boundary. Differential analysis, Bombay colloquium (Oxford 1964).

[3] M. F. Atiyah, V. K. Patodi, and I. M. Singer. Spectral asymmetry and Riemannian geometry.

I. Math. Proc. Cambridge Philos. Soc., 77:43–69, 1975.

[4] Nicole Berline, Ezra Getzler, and Michèle Vergne. Heat kernels and Dirac operators, volume 298 of Grundlehren der Mathematischen Wissenschaften [Fundamental Principles of Mathematical Sciences]. Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1992.

[5] Jean-Michel Bismut and D. S. Freed. The Analysis of elliptic families. Comm. Math. Phys., volume 107, 103–163. 1986.

[6] Bernhelm Booss-Bavnbek, Matthias Lesch, Chaofeng Zhu The Calderon Projection: New Definition and Applications arXiv:0803.4160v1 [7] Manfred Breuer Fredholm theories on Von Neumann algebras II Math. Ann. 180, 313–325.

1969.

[8] A.L. Carey & J. Phillips Unbounded Fredholm modules and spectral flow. Can. J. Math 50(4):673–718 1998 [9] A.L. Carey & J. Phillips & A. Rennie & F.A. Sukochev “The local index formula in semifinite von Neumann algebras II: the even case”. Adv. Math. 202:517–554 2006 [10] Jeff Cheeger, Mikhail Gromov, and Michael Taylor. Finite propagation speed, kernel estimates for functions of the Laplace operator, and the geometry of complete Riemannian manifolds. J. Differential Geom., 17(1):15–53, 1982.

[11] P. R. Chernoff Essential self–adjointness of powers of generators of hyperbolic equations. J.

Functional Analysis., 12:401–414, 1973.

[12] Alain Connes. Sur la théorie non commutative de l’intégration. In Algèbres d’opérateurs (Sém., Les Plans-sur-Bex, 1978), volume 725 of Lecture Notes in Math., pages 19–143. Springer, Berlin, 1979.

[13] J. Dieudonne. Treatise on modern analysis. Vol 10-VII Academic Press, New York, 1988. [14] J. Dixmier. Von Neumann algebras. North Holland, Amsterdam, 1988. [15] N. Dunford and J. Schwartz Linear operators part 2, Spectral theory. Interscience, New York, 1963 [16] Ezra Getzler. Cyclic homology and the Atiyah-Patodi-Singer index theorem. In Index theory and operator algebras (Boulder, CO, 1991), volume 148 of Contemp. Math., pages 19–45. Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 1993.

[17] James Heitsch and Conor Lazarov. Homotopy invariance of foliation Betti numbers, In Invent. Math, 104 pages 321–347 1991.

[18] Yu. A. Kordyukov. Functional calculus for tangentially elliptic operators on foliated manifolds. Analysis and Geometry of foliated Manifolds, Proceedings of the VII International Colloquim on Differential geometry, Santiago de Compostela, 1994. Singapore World scientific, 1995, 113-136.

[19] Richard B. Melrose. The Atiyah-Patodi-Singer index theorem, volume 4 of Research Notes in Mathematics. A K Peters Ltd., Wellesley, MA, 1993.

[20] Calvin C. Moore and Claude Schochet. Global analysis on foliated spaces, volume 9 of Mathematical Sciences Research Institute Publications. Springer-Verlag, New York, 1988. With appendices by S. Hurder, Moore, Schochet and Robert J. Zimmer.

[21] A. E. Nussbaum Reduction theory for unbounded closed operators in hilbert space, Duke Math. Journal, 31(1):33–44, 1964.

[22] Goran Peric. Eta invariants of Dirac operators on foliated manifolds, Trans. Amer. Math.

Soc. 334(2): 761–782. 1992

[23] Mohan Ramachandran. Von Neumann index theorems for manifolds with boundary. J.

Differential Geom., 38(2):315–349, 1993.

[24] D. Revuz Markov chains. North-Holland Mathematical Library, vol. 11, North-Holland, Amsterdam; American Elsevier, New York, 1975, x + 336 pp., 35.50

[25] M Reed and B. Simon Methods of Mathematical Physics IV. Academic Press, New York 1978.

[26] John Roe. Elliptic operators, topology and asymptotic methods. Pitman research notes in Mathematics, 179 1988.

[27] Finite propagation speed and Connes’ foliation algebra. Math. Proc. Cambridge Philos. Soc.

102 (1987), no. 3, 459–466.

[28] Masamichi Takesaki Theory of operator algebra I Springer Verlag

[29] B. Vaillant. Indextheorie fur Uberlagerungen. Diplomarbeit, Universitat. Bonn, http://styx.math.uni-bonn.de/boris/diplom.html, 1997

[30] Stephane Vassout. Feuilletage et résidu non commutatif longitudinal. PhD thesis. Paris, 2001.