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Abstract

We study primary and secondary invariants of leafwise Dirac operators on foliated bundles. Given
such an operator, we begin by considering the associated regular self-adjoint operator D,, on the maxi-
mal Connes-Skandalis Hilbert module and explain how the functional calculus of D,, encodes both the
leafwise calculus and the monodromy calculus in the corresponding von Neumann algebras. When the fo-
liation is endowed with a holonomy invariant transverse measure, we explain the compatibility of various
traces and determinants. We extend Atiyah’s index theorem on Galois coverings to these foliations. We
define a foliated rho-invariant and investigate its stability properties for the signature operator. Finally,
we establish the foliated homotopy invariance of such a signature rho-invariant under a Baum-Connes
assumption, thus extending to the foliated context results proved by Neumann, Mathai, Weinberger and
Keswani on Galois coverings.
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Introduction and main results

The Atiyah-Singer index theorem on closed compact manifolds is regarded nowadays as a classic result in
mathematics. The original result has branched into several directions, producing new ideas and new results.
One of these directions consists in considering elliptic differential operators on the following hierarchy of
geometric structures:

e fibrations and operators that are elliptic in the fiber directions; for example, a product fibration
M x T — T and a family (Dg)ger of elliptic operators on M parametrized by T';

e Galois I'-coverings and I'-equivariant elliptic operators;
e measured foliations and operators that are elliptic along the leaves;
e general foliations and, again, operators that are elliptic along the leaves.

One pivotal example, going through all these situations, is the one of foliated bundles. Let I' — M — M
be a Galois I'-cover of a smooth compact manifold M, let T" be a compact manifold on which I' acts by
diffeomorphism. We can consider the diagonal action of I' on M x T and the quotient space V := M xp T,
which is a compact manifold, a bundle over M and carries a foliation F. This foliation is obtained by
considering the images of the fibers of the trivial fibration M x T' — T under the quotient map M x T —
M xpT and is known as a foliated bundle. More generally, we could allow T to be a compact topological space
with an action of I' by homeomorphisms, obtaining what is usually called a foliated space or a lamination.
We then consider a family of elliptic differential operators (ﬁg)@eT on the product fibration M x T — T
and we assume that it is I'-equivariant; it therefore yields a leafwise differential operator D = (Dr)rev,r
on V, which is elliptic along the leaves of F. Notice that, if dim7 > 0 and I' = {1} then we are in the
family situation; if dim7 = 0 and " # {1}, then we are in the covering situation; if dim7" > 0, T’ # {1} and
T admits a [-invariant Borel measure v, then we are in the measured foliation situation and if dim 7" > 0,
T # {1} then we are dealing with a more general foliation.

In the first three cases, there is first of all a numeric index: for families this is quite trivially the integral
over T of the locally constant function that associates to € the index of Dy; for I'-coverings we have the
T'-index of Atiyah and for measured foliations we have the measured index introduced by Connes. These last
two examples involve the definition of a von Neumann algebra endowed with a suitable trace. More generally,
and this applies also to general foliations, one can define higher indices, obtained by pairing the index class
defined by an elliptic operator with suitable (higher) cyclic cocycles. In the case of foliated bundles there is
a formula for these higher indices, due to Connes [, and recently revisited by Gorokhovsky and Lott [@]
using a generalization of the Bismut superconnection [IE] Since our main focus here are numeric (versus
higher) invariants, we go back to the case of measured foliated bundles, thus assuming that 7" admits a
I-invariant measure v.

The index is of course a global object, defined in terms of the kernel and cokernel of operators. However,
one of its essential features is the possibility of localizing it near the diagonal using the remainders produced
by a parametrix for D. On a closed compact manifold this crucial property is encoded in the so-called
Atiyah-Bott formula:

ind(D) = Tr(RY) — Te(RY), VN >1 (1)

if Ry =1d — D@ and Ry = Id — @D are the remainders of a parametrix ). Similar results hold in the other
two contexts: I'-coverings and measured foliations. One important consequence of formula (EI) and of the
analogous one on I'-coverings is Atiyah’s index theorem on a I'-covering M — M, stating the equality of
the index on M and the von Neumann I'-index on M. Informally, the index upstairs is equal to the index
downstairs. On a measured foliation, for example on a foliated bundle (M xp T, F) associated to a T-space
T endowed with a ['-invariant measure v, we also have an index upstairs and an index downstairs, depending
on whether we consider the I-equivariant family (Dg)ger or the longitudinal operator D = (Dp) Lev/F; the
analogue of formula (m) allows to prove the equality of these two indices. (This phenomenon is well known
to experts; we explain it in detail in Section @)
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Now, despite its many geometric applications, the index remains a very coarse spectral invariant of the
elliptic differential operator D, depending only on the spectrum near zero. Especially when considering
geometric operators, such as Dirac-type operators, and related geometric questions involving, for example,
the diffeomorphism type of manifolds or the moduli space of metric of positive scalar curvature, one is led
to consider more involved spectral invariants. The eta invariant, introduced by Atiyah, Patodi and Singer
on odd dimensional manifolds, is such an invariant. This invariant is highly non-local (in contrast to the
index) and involves the whole spectrum of the operator. It is, however, too sophisticated: indeed, a small
perturbation of the operator produces a variation of the corresponding eta invariant. In geometric questions
one considers rather a more stable invariant, the rho invariant, typically a difference of eta invariants having
the same local variation. The Cheeger-Gromov rho invariant on a Galois covering M — M of an odd
dimensional manifold M is the most famous example; it is precisely defined as the difference of the I'-eta
invariant on M, defined using the I-trace of Atiyah, and of the Atiyah-Patodi-Singer eta invariant of the
base M. Notice that the analogous difference for the indices (in the even dimensional case) would be equal
to zero because of Atiyah’s index theorem on coverings; the Cheeger-Gromov rho invariant is thus a genuine
secondary invariant. The Cheeger-Gromov rho invariant is usually defined for a Dirac-type operator D
and we bound ourselves to this case from now on; we denote it by p(s) (f)) Here are some of the stability
properties of rho:

e let (M, g) be an oriented riemannian manifold and let Ds#" be the signature operator on M associated
to the I'-invariant lift of g to M : then p(s) (Ds8") is metric independent and a diffeomorphism invariant
of M,

e let M be a spin manifold and assume that the space RT(M) of metrics with positive scalar curvature
is non-empty. Let g € RT (M) and let DP™ be the spin Dirac operator associated to the I'-invariant

lift of g. Then the function R* (M) 3> g — p(9) (D;pi“) is constant on the connected components of
R*(M)

There are easy examples, involving lens spaces, showing that p(g)(DSig“) is mot a homotopy invariant and
that RT(M) 3 g — P2) (f);pi“) is not the constant function equal to zero. For purely geometric applications
of these two results see, for example, and [@] These two properties can be proved in general, regardless
of the nature of the group I'. However, when I' is torsion-free, then the Cheeger-Gromov rho invariant enjoys
particularly strong stability properties. Let T' = 71 (M) and let M — M be the universal cover. Then in a
series of papers [P, B]], [Bd], Keswani, extending work of Neumann [Bg|, Mathai [B4 and Weinberger [p3],
establishes the following fascinating theorem:

e if M is orientable, I is torsion free and the Baum-Connes map K.(BI') — K.(C},,,I') is an isomor-
phism, then p(o) (Dsi&") is a homotopy invariant of M;

e if M is in addition spin and R (M) # 0 then py) (f);pi“) =0 for any g € R (M).

(The second statement is not explicitly given in the work of Keswani but it follows from what he proves; for
a different proof of Keswani’s result see the recent paper [13].) Informally: when T' is torsion free and the
maximal Baum-Connes map is an isomorphism, the Cheeger-Gromouv rho invariant behaves like an index,
i.e. like a primary invariant: more precisely, it is a homotopy invariant for the signature operator and it is
equal to zero for the spin Dirac operator associated to a metric of positive scalar curvature.

Let us now move on in the hierarchy of geometric structures and consider a foliated bundle (V :=
M xp T,F ), with M — M the odd universal cover and T a compact T-space endowed with a I-invariant
(probability) measure v. We are also given a I-equivariant family of Dirac-type operators D := (Dg)ger on
the product fibration M x T — T and let D = (Dr)rev,F be the induced longitudinally elliptic operator
on V. One is then led to the following natural questions:

1. Can one define a foliated rho invariant p, (D;V, F)?

2. What are its stability properties if D = DS8" and D = DsPin ?
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3. If ' is torsion free and the maximal Baum-Connes map with coefficients
KINET; C(T)) = K.(C(T) Xmax ')

is an isomorphism, is p, (V, F) := p, (D", V, F) a foliated homotopy invariant ?

The goal of this paper is to give an answer to these three questions. Along the way we shall present in a
largely self-contained manner the main results in index theory and in the theory of eta invariants on foliated
bundles.

This work is organized as follows. In Section Iil we introduce the maximal C*-algebra A,, associated to
the I'-space T or, more precisely, to the groupoid G := T x I'. We endow this C*-algebra with two traces
Treg and 75, v denoting a I'-invariant measure on 7. We then define two von Neumann algebras W, (G),

W, (G) with their respective traces; we define representations A, — Wi, (G), An — W5, (G) and show
compatibility of the traces involved.

In Section E we move to foliated bundles, giving the definition, studying the structure of the leaves,
introducing the monodromy groupoid G and the associated maximal C*-algebra B,,,. We then introduce two
von Neumann algebras, W (G) and W, (V. F), to be thought of as the one upstairs and the one downstairs
respectively, with their respective traces. We introduce representations B,, — W} (G), B, — Wi (V,F)
and define two compatible traces, also denoted 7, and 7%, on the C*-algebra B,,. We then prove an
explicit formula for these two traces on B,,. We end Section E with a proof of the Morita isomorphism
Ko(Anm) ~ Ko(By,) and its compatibility with the morphisms

Tregx> Taw s * Ko(Am) = C, Ty o, Tay ot Ko(Bm) — C

reg,*’ reg,*’ 'av,x °

induced by the two pairs of traces on A,, and B, respectively.

In Section B we move to more analytic questions. We define a natural A,,-Hilbert module &,, with
associated C*-algebra of compact operators K 4, (£,,) isomorphic to B,,; we show how &, encodes both the
L2-spaces of the fibers of the product fibration M x T — T and the L2-spaces of the leaves of F. We then
introduce a I'-equivariant pseudodifferential calculus, showing in particular how 0-th order operators extend
to bounded A,,-linear operators on &,, and how negative order operators extend to compact operators. We
then move to unbounded regular operators, for example operators defined by a I'-equivariant Dirac family
D = (Dg)geT and study quite carefully the functional calculus associated to such an operator. We then treat
Hilbert-Schmidt operators and trace class operators in our two von Neumann contexts and give sufficient
conditions for an operator to be trace class. We study once again various compatibility issues (this material

will be crucial later on).
_In Section [l we introduce, in the even dimensional case, the two indices ind®(D), ind2°*™(D) with
D = (Dg)ger and D := (Dr) ey 7, and show the equality

ind"? (D) = ind!*"" (D)

This is the analogue of Atiyah’s index theorem on Galois coverings. We also introduce the relevant index
class, in Ko(B,,), and show how the von Neumann indices can be recovered from it and the two morphisms,

T Ko(Bm) = C, 12 . Ko(B,) = C

reg,k * av,*
defined by the traces 7y¢, : B — C, 75, : By — C.

In Section [] we introduce the two eta invariants nﬁp(f)), N4 own (D) and, finally, the foliated rho-invariant
pu(D;V, F) as the difference of the two. This answers the first question raised above. We end this section
establishing an important link between the rho invariant and the determinant of certain paths.



6 Moulay -Tahar Benameur and Paolo Piazza

In Section E we study the stability properties of the foliated rho invariant, showing in particular that for
the signature operator it is metric independent and a foliated diffeomorphism invariant. This answers the
second question raised above.

Finally, in Sections ﬂ, E and E we prove the foliated homotopy invariance of the signature rho-invariant
under a Baum-Connes assumption, following ideas of Keswani. In order to keep this paper in a reasonnable
size, we establish this result under the additional assumption that the foliated homotopy equivalence is
induced by an equivariant fiber homotopy equivalence of the fibration defining the foliated bundle (we call
this foliated homotopy equivalences special). Thus, Section ﬂ contains preparatory material on determinants
and Bott-periodicity; Section J§ gives a sketch of the proof of the homotopy invariance and Sectionﬂ contains
the details. With these three sections we give an answer, at least partially, to the third question raised
above. Most of the material explained in the previous part of the paper goes into the rather complicated
proof. Some of our results are also meant to clarify statements in the work of Keswani.

Acknowledgements. We thank Paul Baum, James Heitsch, Steve Hurder, Yuri Kordyukov, Eric Leicht-
nam, Hervé Oyono-Oyono, Ken Richardson, George Skandalis and Stephane Vassout for interesting discus-
sions. We also thank the two referees for a careful and critical reading of the original manuscript and for some
valuable suggestions. Most of this reasearch was carried out while the first author was visiting Universita di
Roma La Sapienza and while the second author was visiting Université de Metz. Financial support for these
visits was provided by Université de Metz, under the program professeurs invités, the CNR-CNRS bilateral
project GENCO (Noncommutative Geometry) and the Ministero Istruzione Universita Ricerca, Ttaly, under
the project Spazi di Moduli e Teorie di Lie.

1 Group actions

1.1 The discrete groupoid G.

Let T' be a discrete group. Let T be a compact topological space on which the group I' acts by homeo-
morphisms on the left. We shall assume that T is endowed with a I'-invariant Borel measure v; this is a
non-trivial hypothesis. Thus (7, v) is a compact Borel measured space on which I" acts by measure preserv-
ing homeomorphisms. We shall assume that v is a probability measure. We consider the crossed product
groupoid G := T x IT'; thus the set of arrows is T' x I, the set of units is T',

s(0,v) =~7"'0 and 7(0,7)=6.
The composition law is given by
(7'0,7") 0 (0,7) = (+/0,7"7) .

We denote by A, the convolution x-algebra of compactly supported continuous functions on G and by L(G)
the Banach x-algebra which is the completion of A, with respect to the Banach norm || - ||; defined by

£l = maX{gleng |£(0,7)]; 2252 IF(y10.7 Y[}

yell yel’

The convolution operation and the adjunction are fixed by the following formulae

(f+9)(0,7) =D f(0,71)9(v 0,77 ') and £7(6,7) = f(y 16,7~ 1)
y1€D

For 6 € T we shall denote by I'() the isotropy group of the point 6: T'(0) := {y € T'|v0 = 0}. So, I'(0) is a
subgroup of I' and the orbit of § under the action of I, denoted I'0, can be identified with T'/T'(#). Finally,
we recall that G := r~1(6) and that Gy := s~1(6).
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1.2 (*-algebras associated to the discrete groupoid §G.

For any 6 € T, we define the regular *-representation 7, of A, in the Hilbert space ¢*(I"), viewed as ¢?(Gy),
by the following formula
re; —1
(MO = D F(8,97 ).

y'er

It is easy to check that this formula defines a x-representation m,* which is L' continuous. Moreover, we
complete L' (G) with respect to the norm supyer ||, (-)|| and obtain a C*-algebra A,.. The C*-algebra A,
is usually called the regular C*-algebra of the groupoid G, it will also be denoted with the symbols C}(G)
or C(T) %, T.

If we complete the Banach -algebra L(G) with respect to all continuous *-representations, then we get
the C*-algebra A,,, usually called the maximal C*-algebra of the groupoid G. See [@] for more details on
these constructions. Other notations for A,, are C, (G) and C(T) x,,, T

By construction, any continuous *-homomorphism from L!(G) to a C*-algebra B yields a C*-algebra
morphism from A,, to B. In particular, the homomorphism 7"°¢ yields a C*-algebra morphism

w8 A, — A,

1.3 von Neumann algebras associated to the discrete groupoid G.

At the level of measure theory, recall that we have fixed once for all a I'-invariant borelian probability
measure v on T. We associate with G two von Neumann algebras that will be important for our purpose.

The first one is the regular von Neumann algebra W, (G). It is the algebra L>°(T, B(£*T);v)" of
I-equivariant essentially bounded families of bounded operators on ¢2I', so it acts on the Hilbert space
L*(T x I',v). An element T of W, (G) is thus (a class of) a familly (Ty)ger of operators in ¢%(T'), which
satisfies the following properties:

e For any ¢ € L?(T x T') the map 6 —< Ty&p, &y > is Borel measurable where &y(7) := £(0,7);
e 0+ ||Ty]| is v-essentially bounded on T}
e For any v € I', we have T’,9 = vTp.

Notice that if we denote by R : ’T — (°T the operator

(R38)(@) == &(a),

then 41" := R} o T o RY_, for any T' € B(¢°T"). That Wi (G) is a von Neumann algebra is clear since it is
the commutant of a unitary group associated with the action of I'. The *-representation 7*°¢ is then valued

in W, (G) as can be checked easily, and we have the *-representation

T A, — WEL(G).

This *-representation then extends to the maximal C*-algebra A,,.

The second von Neumann algebra that will be important for us will be called the average von Neumann
algebra W, (G) and we proceed now to define it. We set Gy := (T x I')/ ~ where we identify (6,~) with
(0, va) whenever o = 6. Then Gy is Borel and an element T' of W2 (G) is (a class of) a family (Tp)ger of
operators in ¢2(T'#), which satisfies the properties:

e For any measurable (as a function on Gy) v-square integrable section ¢ of the Borel field ¢2(I'/T(6))
over T, the map 0 —< Ty, &y > is Borel measurable where &[] := &£[0,7]

e 0+ ||Ty]| is v-essentially bounded on T}

e For any v € I', we have T’,9 = v1p;
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Here we denote by R : (F/F(@)) — (*(T/T(y0)) the isomorphism given by (R:&)[a] = &[an], and
YT == R:oT o R_,. Again W} (G) is a von Neumann algebra; for more details on this constructions see
for instance 1], 2]

There is an interesting representation 7 of L*(G) in W (G) defined as follows. Let f € C.(G); for any
0T, we set

B HO@ =)= > Y flabap )y, &€ PT/T0)).

yel'/T0)  [Bl=y
Remark 1.1. If we identify T /T(0) with the orbit T then m* becomes
g = > D f 80" =Y f(0 '9')
0""€T0 b’ =0’ a€l

Proposition 1.2. For any f € LY(G) and any 0 € T, the operator 73" (f) is bounded and the family
T(f) = (7§°(f))oer defines a continuous *-representation of L'(G) with values in W}, (G). Hence, ™
yields a =-representations of the maximal C*-algebra A,, in W, (G).

Proof. 1f we set for any f € Cc(G), f0(0,0") := 3 4_¢ f(0',7), then for g € Cc(G) we have:

(f*9)0(0,0) = > (f+9)0,7)

v.0=6"
= > D FO )90 )
v0=0" y1 €l
= Z Z f(9/771)9(9”772)
0”erl.0 ,7*1 0= 9//7 *1.9//:0
= Z fo(0",60")g0(0,0")
0'"el’.0

= (.fO * gO)(ea 9/)

Since 7 (f) is simply convolution by the kernel fy, we deduce that 7 is a representation of the convolution
algebra A.. Now, the kernel (f*)o is given by

= > Ty Zfea fo(6",6).

v0=0" af'=

It remains to prove that 7% is L'-continuous. But, we have:

=3 (HENE = D 1D FO e

0’cTo ~el
< O IF@ ) < OO 1P
6'eld ~el yel
< Nl DS I LGP
0'cld ver
< RS DD 1O (0", )]
~€ET 07€T0
< |IfI3IEN3.
So, |7 ()| = supger 75 (F)Il < I £]]1- =

We therefore deduce the existence of a x-homomorphism of C*-algebras:

7 A — WE(G).
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1.4 Traces

For any non negative element T = (Tp)ger of the von Neumann algebra W (G) (resp. W2, (G)), we set

reg

™(T) := /T < Ty(be), 0 > dv(0),

where in the regular case, J, stands for the § function at the unit e of I'; while in the second case it is the §
function of the class [e] in T'/T'(6).

Proposition 1.3. The functional 77 induces a faithful normal positive finite trace.

Proof. Positivity is clear since T is non negative in the von Neumann algebra if and only if for v-almost
every 0 the operator Ty is non negative. If the non negative element T' = (Ty)per satisfies 7(T) = 0 then
< Ty(de), 0. >= 0 for v-almost every 6. But, the I'-equivariance of T implies that

<Ty(0y),04y >=0, VyeT andv a.e.

Therefore, Ty = 0 for v-almost every 6 and hence T'= 0 in W;;g(g). In the second case, the proof is similar
again by I'-equivariance and by replacing 6, by 4.

If T(n) T T is an increasing sequence of non negative operators which converges in the von Neumann
algebra to T, then for v-almost every 0, the sequence T'(n)y increases to Tp. But then since the state
< +(0¢), e > is normal, the conclusion follows by Beppo-Levi’s property for v.

If now 7' is in the von Neumann algebra Wi, (G) then writing Ty as an infinite matrix in 22T and using
the I' equivariance we deduce that

T,%’B — T:%:@V'

If we now consider a second operator S in Wy, (G), then we have

—1 -1

e,e _ €Y QY6 €,y Y e

(TySp)* =D Ty Sgc=> S5 17,
yel’ yel

by the T'-equivariance property. The I'-invariance of measure v can now be applied to yield that 7 (T'S) =
77(ST). A similar proof works for the von Neumann algebra W2 (G). O

We define the functionals 7, and 7%, on A, by setting for f € A,

reg

7 (f) = /T £(6,€)du(0), (2)

0 (f) = /T S 1(0,9)| (o). 3)

g€r'(0)

Lemma 1.4. 1. We have 77 om"® =77, and 77 o™ = 7..

2. Hence, 1y, and 7y, extend to finite traces on A, and Ay,.

Proof. The statement for the regular trace is classical and we thus omit the (easy) proof. We consider for
any f € L'(G) the Borel family of operators (75" (f))ger defined in the previous paragraph.
For any f € A., denote as before by fy the function

fo(0,0') = > f(0/,).

~O=0"
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Then we know that 72V (f) is given as convolution with fo. If f € A., then we have, using the identification
r/T(0) =T6:

/ <3 (/). 05 > du(h) = / fol6,6)dv(6)
T T
| X s

~v€ET(0)

av (f)-

= T
O

As a Corollary of the above Lemma notice that the traces 777, : A — C and 77, : A, — C induce group
homomorphisms

Tregs ' Ko(Ar) =R, 70 Ko(An) = R (4)

reg,*

2 Foliated spaces

2.1 Foliated spaces

Let M be a compact manifold without boundary and let I' denote its fundamental group and M its universal
cover. The group I' acts by homemorphisms on the compact topological space T" and hence acts on the right,
freely and properly, on the space M x T by the formula

(1, 0)y := (my,y10), (m,0) € M x T and y € T.

The quotient space of M x T under this action is denoted by V. We assume as before the existence of a
T-invariant probability measure v. If we want to be specific about the action of I" on T" we shall consider it
as a homomorphism ¥ : T' — Homeo (7). We do not assume the action to be locally free H .

If p: M xT — V is the natural projection then the leaves of a lamination on V are given by the
projections Ly = p(My), where 6 runs through the compact space T', and

My := M x {6} . (5)

It is easy to check that this is a lamination of V' with smooth leaves and possibly complicated transverse
structure according to the topology of T', see for instance @] By definition, it is easy to check that the
leaf Ly coincides with the leaf Lg/ if and only if " belongs to the orbit I'f of # under the action of I in T.
We shall refer to this lamination by (V,F) and sometimes shall call it a foliated space or, more briefly, a
foliation. If T'() is the isotropy group of 6 € T then we see from the definition of Ly that Ly is diffeomorphic
to the quotient manifold M /T'(6) through the map Ly — M /T'(#) given by [/, 8] — [i/], if # = ~. Note
however that Ly is also diffeomorphic to M /T'(#) for any 6’ € T'9. Moreover the monodromy cover of a leaf
L is obtained by choosing 6§ € T such that L = Ly and by using the composite map

M — My — (My)/T(0) ~ Ly = L.

which is a monodromy cover of L corresponding to 6.

Notice that the set of @ € T for which I'(f) is non-trivial has in general positive measure. This is the
case, for instance, when there exists a subgroup I'; of ' whose action on T has the property that v(T*) > 0,
where T is the fixed-point subspace defined by T';. In fact, one can construct simple examples where the
measure of the set of § € T for which I'() is non-trivial is any value in (0,1). See Example P.2 for a specific
situation.

IRecall that an action is locally free if given v € T and open set U in T such that v(0) = 0 for any § € U then v = 1.
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Example 2.1. As an easy example where this situation occurs naturally, consider any Galois covering
M’ of M with structure group T' such that w (M') # 1. Assume the existence of a locally free T'-action
U’ : TV — Homeo(T) on T and let V be the resulting foliated space. Assume the existence of an invariant
measure v on T. Since I is a quotient of ' := 71 (M) we have a natural group homomorphism m : T — T
and thus an action V := VW o of I' on T. By definition v is also I'-invariant. The isotropy group of this
action at 6 € T is at least as big as the fundamental group of M'. Notice that one can show that

(M xT)/T =M xT)/T'=V

Summarizing: V is a lamination where the set of leaves with non-trivial monodromy has measure equal to
v(T)=1.

Example 2.2. Take M to be any manifold whose fundamental group is a free product of copies of Z, for
exzample a connected sum of S' x S?’s, so that now T is the free group of rank k. Let {v1,%a, ...,V } be the
generators. Let T be S?. Let C C S? be a parallel and let U C S? one of the two hemispheres bounded by
C. Let V(1) be any measure-preserving diffeomorphism of S? that fizes U. We then define U on the other
generators in an arbitrary measure-preserving way. Then any point 0 in U would have nontrivial isotropy
group T'(0). Clearly, one can jazz up this example by selecting any T and finding a single homeomorphism
whose fized point set is a set of nonzero measure.

Example 2.3. Following /@] we now give an example of a lamination with the set of leaves with non-trivial
monodromy of positive measure and, in addition, of a rather complicated sort. Take a (generalized) Cantor
set K of positive Lebesgue measure in the unit circle. Choose now a homeomorphism ¢ of the circle admitting
K as the fized point set. Let M be any closed odd dimensional manifold with (M) = Z. Consider the
foliated space V' obtained by suspension of ¢: thus V. = M xz S' with Z = m (SY) acting on S* via ¢ and
acting by deck transformations on M. The set of 0 € S* such that {v € Z|v8 = 6} is non-trivial is equal to
K, hence it has positive measure. Using /@/ page 105/106, we can find a Radon ¢-invariant measure v on
St and v(K) > 0.

Notice that in this class of examples, although the measure is diffuse, one can even ensure that the set of
leaves with non-trivial holonomy has positive transverse measure. These laminations show up in the study of
aperiodic tillings and especially of quasi-crystals. In [@/ for instance, the measured foliated index for such
laminations, a primary invariant, is used to solve the gap-labelling conjecture. The authors expect potential
applications of the foliated rho invariant to aperiodic solid physics.

2.2 The monodromy groupoid and the C*-algebra of the foliation

Let ~]\;[, I" and T' be as before. We define the monodromy groupoid G as the quotient space (]\Zf x M x T)/T
of M x M x T by the right diagonal action

(1, 0)y == (i, 'y, v 10).

The groupoid structure is clear: the space of units G(©) is the space V = M xrp T, the source and range
maps are given by
s[m,m’, 0] = [m/, 0] and r[m,m’, 0] = [m, 0],

where the brackets denote equivalence classes modulo the action of the group I'

It is not difficult to show that GG can be identified in a natural way with the usual monodromy groupoid
associated to the foliated space (V,F), as defined, for example, in [@] More precisely given a smooth path
a:[0,1] = L, with L a leaf, choose any lift B [0,1] — M of the projection of the path a in M through the
natural projection V' — M. Then there exists a unique § € T with a(0) = [3(0),6] and we obtain in this

way a well defined element [5(0), B (1), 0] of G which only depends on the leafwise homotopy class of o with
fixed end-points. This furnishes the desired isomorphism.



12 Moulay -Tahar Benameur and Paolo Piazza

We fix now a Lebesgue class measure dm on M and the corresponding I-invariant measure di on M.
We denote by B, the convolution *-algebra of continuous compactly supported functions on G. For f,g € B,
we have:

(f + ), i, /fmm Jglm” !, 6ldin” and  f*[m, . 0] = Tl 6.

More generally, let E be a hermitian continuous longitudinally smooth vector bundle over V; thus FE is
a continuous bundle over V such that its restriction to each leaf is smooth [B{]. Consider END(E) :=
(s*E)*®(r*E) = Hom(s* E,7* E), a bundle of endomorphisms over Gi. We consider BE := C>*%(G, END(E))
the space of continuous longitudinally smooth sections of END(FE); this is also a *x-algebra with product and
adjoint given by

(fr % fo) i, 0, /flmm, o ol i, 0] di",

f*[m m’ 9] = (f[m/vmve])*'

Let E be its lift to M x T; denote by Hy the Hilbert space Hy = L2(M x {0}; E
be viewed as a smooth kernel acting on Hy by the formula

|M><{(~)}) Any f € BY can

7y 2 (f) / flm,m,0)(&(m’))dm’, for any & € Hyp,

and this defines a x-representation 7, in Hy . We point out that the representation m,“? is continuous for
the L' norm defined by:

1£l = max{ sup /||f Olllpdii s sup /Hfmm llzdi'}

(m,0)eMXT (m,0)EMXT

If we complete B, with respect to the C* norm

[ fllveg = sup 7" (1],

then we get BE | the regular C*-algebra of the groupoid G with coefficients in E. When E = V x C then we
denote this C*-algebra simply by B, In the same way, if we complete B, with respect to all L' continuous
-representations, then we get the maximal C*-algebra of the groupoid G, that will be denoted by BE and
simply by B,, when £ =V x C.

2.3 von Neumann Algebras of foliations.

The material in this paragraph is classical; for more details see for instance @] . @ @

The representation 7“8 defined above takes value in the regular von Neumann algebra of the groupoid G.
More precisely, the regular von Neumann algebra W (G; E) of G with coefficients in F, acts on the Hilbert
space H = L*(T x M, E; v ® dm), and is by definition the space of families (Sp)ger of bounded operators
on L2(M, E) such that

e For any v € I', S,9 = 759 where 7Sy is defined using the action of I' on the equivariant vector bundle
E;

e The map 0 — || Sy|| is v-essentially bounded on T}

e For any (£,n) € H?, the map 6 —< Sy(£y),ne > is Borel measurable.
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The von Neumann algebra W (G; E) is a type 11, von Neumann algebra as we shall see later. It is easy
to see that for any S € BY, the operator 77¢(S) belongs to W (G; E).

In the same way we define a leafwise von Neumann algebra that we shall denote by W (V, F; E); this
algebra acts on the Hilbert space R H = f® L?(Lg, E|,)dv(0) where Lg is, as before, the leaf in V
corresponding to 6. Equivalently, and using the identification of the leaves with quotient of M under isotropy,
W (V, F; E) can be described as the set of families (Sg)ger of bounded operators on (L?(My/T'(8), E|g)scr
such that

e The map 0 — || Sy|| is v-essentially bounded on T

e For any square integrable sections &,7 of the Borel field (L2(My/T'(0), Eg))oer, the map 6 <
So(€e),me > is Borel measurable.

e Sy9 =Sy, for any (6,7) € T xT.
Notice that T'(v8) = yI'(8)y~! and hence the definition of 7Sy is clear.

Proposition 2.4. There is a well defined representation 7.y from the mazimal C* algebra BE to the leafwise
von Neumann algebra Wi (V,F; E) such that for f € C.(G,END(E)) the operator (may(f))e is given by the

kernel

fol@,y) =0 if Ly # Ly and fo([i, 0], [/,60)) := > flin,m'y,6].
Proof. For simplicity we take E the product line bundle. For f € C.(G) the formula

((mav ())e &) (2) = : folw,y)E(y)dy, &€ L*(Lo),x € Ly C V.

defines a bounded operator on L?(Lg). Indeed the sum on the RHS in the definition of fy is finite since f is
compactly supported. Moreover, when restricted to the leaf L, the kernel fy is supported within a uniform
neighborhood of the diagonal of L,. We have:

17 (£))o (E)IIZ = /LIL folz,2")&(a")da' [P dw

! ! ! N2 g0
= /Le (\/I/g |fO(I,I)|dI> </Le|f0(x7$)||§('r )| dI)dm
)P z,2/)|dzda’
< 1ol | €@OR [ 1fotea0)
S HE

Here || fo||1 stands for the L'-norm
Max(sup [ [fola,)ldz,sup [ fo(w.o")do').
z'eV JL, zeV JL,
Therefore, we have

sup [|may ()| < [l foll1-
ocT

But now it is easy to check that ||foll1 < ||f|l1. On the other hand m,y, is a *-representation; since for

fsg € C.(@) one has, with proof similar to the one given for G,

(f*g)o = fo*goand (f*)o= (fo)"

To sum up, these arguments prove that 7., on B, extends to a continuous *-representation of the ,, in the
von Neumann algebra W (V, F). This completes the proof. O
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2.4 Traces

We fix once and for all a fundamental domain F for the free and proper action of I' on M. Let y be the
characteristic function of F. Then we set for any non-negative element S € W (G; E),

T7(8) = /Ttr(MX o Sg o M, )dv(6),

where tr is the usual trace of a non-negative operator on a Hilbert space.

We shall also denote by x the induced function y ® 17, i.e. the characteristic function of F' x T in MxT.
Since F x T is a fundamental domain for the free and proper action of I' on M x T, we shall also denote by
o the same function y but viewed as the characteristic function of F' inside a given leaf Ly, which is the
image under the projection M x T — V of M x {#}. We define a functional 7 on the leafwise von Neumann
algebra Wi (V, F; E), by setting for any non-negative element S € W (V,F; E)

T£(8) = [ 1My, o S0 My, (o)
V\ihere the M,, appearing in the integrand is the multiplicz}tion operator in the L? space of sections over
My/T(0), by the characteristic function yy of F viewed in My /T'(6).
Proposition 2.5. With the above notations we have:
e the functional TV yields a positive semifinite normal faithful trace on W(G, E);
e the functional T yields a positive semifinite normal faithful trace on W} (V, F; E).
Proof. If R = 8*S € W}(G; E), then for any 6 € T,
M, o Rg o M, = (SpM,)*(SgM,) > 0.

Therefore, tr(M, o Rg o M,,) > 0 and hence 7¥(R) > 0. Moreover, 7¥(R) = 0 if and only if M, RyM, =0
for v-almost every 6. The I' equivariance of R implies the relations

My Ryo M,y = U, [M'Y*I'MXRGM’Y*IWX] Uy-1, vv,72 €
The same relations hold for S. In particular,
My RoMyy = Uy [MyRy-1gMy| Uy-1 = 0.
Since v is I'-invariant, we deduce that M, RyM,, = 0 v almost everywhere. Thus
> (Mo So My )" (Myry So Moy ) = Myy RoMyy =0, v —ae. 0 €T.
vy'el
As a consequence, we get that for v almost every 6 € T and for any v,7" € T,
My So Moy = 0,
which proves that S = 0 in W} (G, E) and whence R = 0 in W(G, E). On the other hand for any non
negative A, B € W (G; E), we have
MyAgBoM, = Y M, AgM,\ByM,
yel
= Y My Ag(U,MyU,-1) By My
yel’
= Y MU,A1gMBy-1gU,-1 M,
yel
= Y Uy [My-1, AyrgMyBy—1g M-, ] Uy
yel’
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and so,

tr(MyAgBoMy) = > tr [My-1 Ay 1My By1gM, -1, ]
yel’

> tr [MyBy-1gMy-1\ Ay-19 M, ]
yel

Now the I'-invariance of v yields again

™ (AB) = /T tr(M, Ag By M, )dv(6) = /T >t [MyByM, -1, AgM, ] dv(0)
yel’

_ / tr(My By Ag My )dv(6) = 7" (BA).
T

The normality is a consequence of normality of tr and of the Beppo-Levi property. That 7" is semi-finite is
straightforward.

Finally, according to our description of the leafwise von Neumann algebra W (V, F; E), its elements are
also equivariant Borel families. So, the proof of the first item is readily adapted to take care of the quotients
by the isotropy groups. O

Recall the two *-representations
Treg : BE = Wi (G, E), Ta:BE - Wi(V,FE).

Corollary 2.6. The two functionals T, := T" 0 Treg and 7, 1= T# 0 Tay are traces on the C*-algebras BE

and BE respectively E Moreover they are explicitly given, for f € BE longitudinally smooth by the formulas

7 (f) = /F 5yl ) i () (6)
() = /F B Z() v, o (f177, 707, 6]) dindi (9). (7)

Proof. We only need to show the two formulas (E) and (ﬁ) The first one is tautological, so we only sketch
the proof of the second one. Let then f € B, longitudinally smooth be fixed. The operator [m.y (f)]o acts on
L?(Ly, E) with Schwartz kernel fy given by

Therefore, the operator M, [may (f)]oM, has Schwartz kernel supported in F' x F' viewed in Ly x Ly. Recall
that Ly is identified with M /T'(f). We deduce

()] = / foll2,6), 172, 6))dyso (72) (),

FxT

with dug(m) being the measure induced by dm on the leaf through . Whence, the formula is readily
deduced. O

E

m>

In the sequel we shall also denote by 7/, the resulting trace on the maximal C*-algebra B, obtained

eg
via the natural epimorphism BE — BE.

2these traces will not be finite in general
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Remark 2.7. The proof of the tracial property of T4, and 7%, can also be carried out directly. Here are the

reg

details (we only treat the averaged trace 1Y, and for szmplzczty we take E equal to the product line bundle).

Let f, ' be two elements of C.(G). We have:
(7« £ 0 = [ fln i o1 G o i

Hence we deduce

e (fxf) = /FF . ST flw i o, 0] f [ o, vy, O)din! dindu(0)

~yel'(0) ael

/ Z Z ' mya™, ab] flma ™t m’, abldm’ dindy(6)
FxFxT

~yel'(0) ael

/FXF / o fy T ma 0 flmat w0 Jdi dindw(6)

acl’* yrer(o)

/FXT Z (f'* f)[m 0')dm/ dmdv(0").

~' eT(0)

Now note that since ' € T'(0"), we have

("5 iy~ 0 = (f = )i’ 6]
Therefore, we get
Tao(f = ) =7 (f =+ f).

Proposition 2.8. 1. The trace 1, induces a group homomorphism Ty, . Ko(BE) — R.

2. The trace 7%, induces a group homomorphism 7%, , : Ko(BL) — R.

Proof. We only sketch the proof of this classical result: one shows, for instance, that L'(W}(G; E)) N BE,
with L}(W}(G; E)) the Schatten-ideal of 7¥-trace class operators, is dense holomorphically closed in BE.
Similarly L*(W}(V, F; E)) ﬁ Tav (BE) is dense and holomorphically closed in m,, (BE); this finishes the proof

by using the definition of 77, .
O

2.5 Compatibility with Morita isomorphisms

The goal of this subsection is to prove the compatibility between the different traces defined so far and the
isomorphisms induced in K-theory by Morita equivalence.

Recall the C*-algebras A, and A,, associated to the groupoid G := T x I'. Let K denote as usual the
C*-algebra of compact operators on a Hilbert space.

Proposition 2.9. There are isomorphisms of C*-algebras:
B, ~A @K, B, ~ A, @ K. (8)

Proof. We fix 1o € M and consider the subgroupoid G (o) consisting of the elements which start and end
in the image of {mo} x T in V:

G(mo) = {[mo, Mo, 0],0 € T and « € T'}.
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Notice that the composition in G(mg) can be expressed in the following way:
[0, Mo, 0'] 0 [Mg, Mea, &'0'] = [, Mo, 6] .
Then there is a groupoid isomorphism between G(mg) and the groupoid G given by
[0, Mo, 0] — (0, a7 ).

In particular the reduced (respectively maximal) C*-algebras associated to G(mg) and G are isomorphic:
C#(G(1g)) =~ A, (respectively C%,(G(1ng)) =~ Ay,). Now the main result in [Rf], see also [f], together with
the fact that the image of {mg} x T in V intersects every leaf of the foliation, we deduce that the stable
C*-algebra B, is isomorphic to the tensor product C*-algebra A, ® K. In the same way, the C*-algebra B,
is isomorphic to the tensor product C*-algebra A,, ® IC, using the maximal version of the stability theorem
which is valid as pointed out in [24].

O

Denote by M, : Ko(A,) = Ko(B,) and My, : Ko(Ar) = Ko(By,) the isomorphisms induced in K-theory
by the isomorphisms (f)

Proposition 2.10. The following diagrams are commutative

KO (Br> M KO (Bm)
KO (AT) J/lejcg,* KO (Am) J/Tel;v,*
N "N
reg, R av R

Proof. Let us identify T with a fiber of the flat bundle V' = M xp T — M. Let Q be an open connected
submanifold of M contained in a fundamental domain F of the action of I'. Let U be the projection in V'
of @ x T. Then U — T is an open neighborhood of 7" in V such that the induced foliation on U is given
by the fibres of U — T'. The subgroupoid G§; of G consisting of homotopy classes of paths drawn in leaves,
starting and ending in U, can be describe as

QxMxT

GY = {[m,m'y,0] € T

,[m, 0] € U and [m'v,0] € U}.

An easy inspection of the groupoid laws in G¥, shows that the bijection
[, My, 0] — (m,m, 0,7 1) € A x Qx (T xT),

is an isomorphism of groupoids, so that the reduced (resp. maximal) C*-algebra of Gg is isomorphic to
K(L?Q) ® [C(T) %, T] (resp. K(L?*Q) ® [C(T) xm I']). Recall that K(L?Q2) denotes the nuclear C*-algebra
of compact operators in the Hilbert space LS.

If we now fix a continuous compactly supported function ¢ on € with L? norm equal to 1 then for any
continuous compactly supported function £ € A., we set:

T(&)[m, i, 0] = Y p(iy)p(m'y)E(v"0,7 ).
vy er

Since ¢ is supported in a fundamental domain, it is clear that only one couple (y,v) gives a non trivial
contribution. Moreover, the function T'(¢) is well defined on G and is supported inside G¥. The map T is
a *-homomorphism from the algebra A, to the algebra B. which implements the Morita isomorphisms M,
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and My, in K-theory. Indeed, we have:
T(€) =T (& )[m,m', 0] = /T(ﬁ)[ﬁ%ﬁ%”ﬁ]T(é')[m” i, 0]dim”
S e [ A Ao i

a,a’,3,8’€T
€la, oflms’( 10,071
= Y elma)p(a) Y E(a”0,a7 B)E (B0, 57 )

a,a’ el Ber

= Y elma)p(a)(E+¢)(a"10,a" a)
a,a’ el

= T(gx&)m,m, 0.

Hence, we conclude that

T(€)=T(E)=T(*¢).
In a similar way one checks that (T'(£))* = T(£*) . )
T extends to a morphism between the corresponding reduced C*-algebras. More precisely, let f € L?(M),
then the regular representation 7'°® is given for any m € M by:

(T ET(€))o () (1) = / S ()N 0, ) (i

then, one easily shows that the function g belongs to ¢£?(T") and that its £>-norm can be estimated as follows:
gl = > lgP=>
’Y/ ’Y/

o'y~ f (') dii’

F~’

2

Gy =) f (i) din

M

2

<3 [ ispaa = 113
’ Fy!
¥
If we recall the regular representation of the algebra A., denoted also by 7%, then, using g we can write:
(mregT(€))a () (M) = Y d(7) > &(v10.97'y)g =Y e (m (€))7 )
~el’ v el ~yel'

Therefore, if we compute the L?-norm of the function (778T'(€))g(f) we get:

2

(e TE)a(NIE = /

= 3 |mEE©)9) @Y | [Btha)dim

acl

I (§)(9)13
1€1%, 913 < NI€N%, 1113

IN
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Summarizing: supper |(T5(TE))a| < i€]la, so that [T(€)]ls, < |€]La, as required.
It thus remains to show compatibility of the traces with respect to the homomorphism 7', and only on the
compactly supported functions. Let us start with the regular trace. We have:

\]
R
o
—

~
—~
7axY
~
=

I

/ (&), 1, O] diindiv(6)
FxT

| o / () Pdindu(0)
/5 (6,1)dv (8

= rcg 5)

Note that when m € Q, only v = 1 contributes to the sum defining 7'(¢).

Let us now check, briefly, that 7" induces a morphism between the maximal C*-algebras. It suffices to
show that 7T is continuous with respect to the L'-norms on the groupoids G and G. But for ¢ € A, and for
any m € ) we have

/ |(TE) i, ! 6]| it
M

IN

) /M o) i | 3 1o

y'el
< [1glhllellsoll€lly

A

Hence,

1Tl < ¢llall@lloclily -
Now let us check the compatibility with the average trace 7%,. We have, for £ € A.:

\]
gx
—

~
—
Iy
S—
S~—

Il

/FXT S™ 7€), vy, Ol du(6)

~€ET(0)

/Q Y T(© b .ol dv(o)

YEr(9)

/wa/w ) 2dim du(6)

~eT'(9)

/ Zf@’ydl/

Y€Er(0)

= Ta($)-

Note that in the expression T'(§)[m, m~, 6] for m € Q, only the couple (1,7) contributes non trivially to the
sum. |

3 Hilbert modules and Dirac operators.

3.1 Connes-Skandalis Hilbert module

Recall that V' = M xp T where M — M is the universal T-covering of the closed manifold M and where T'
acts by homeomorphisms on the compact space 7. We fix a hermitian vector bundle E over V' and we denote
by E its pull-back to M x T. We define a right action of the convolution algebra A, = C. (T xT)=C.(G) on

the space £, = C* O(M x T, E) of compactly supported sections of the vector bundle E which are smooth
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with respect to the M variable and continuous with respect to the T variable, as follows.
€)M, 0) = &0y, 90 f(40,7), §€&, [E A
yel’

A A.-valued inner product < .;. > on &, is also defined by [@]

<&136 > (0,7) 3:/

M

< 51 (m77_19)§§2 (m,y—1, 9) >E[ﬁl’9] dmu

where < .;. >pg is the hermitian scalar product that we have fixed of the vector bundle E. A classical
computation shows that these operations endow the space &£, with the structure of a pre-Hilbert module over
the algebra A..

As in the previous sections, we denote by A, and A,, the reduced and maximal C*-algebras of the
groupoid G . Recall that there is a natural C*-algebra morphism

A A — A,

The pre-Hilbert A.-module &, can be completed with respect to the reduced C*-norm to yield a right Hilbert
C*-module over A, that we shall denote by &,.. In the same way, we can complete &. with respect to the
maximal C*-norm and define the Hilbert C*-module &,, over the C*-algebra A,,. It is then clear that the
natural map £ — &, extends to a morphism of Hilbert modules &, — &,.. More precisely, we have a well
defined linear map

0:Em — & such that o(§f) = 0(OAf) [fe Ay, and £ €&y,
We denote as in the previous sections by G the monodromy groupoid
MxMxT

G = T

The algebra BE of smooth compactly supported sections of the bundle END(E) over G is faithfully repre-
sented in &. by the formula [Lq]

V(@) (€) (17, 0) = / ol GG 6!, € O(G,END(E)).£ € ..

M

Recall that BE and BE are respectively the reduced and maximal C*-algebras associated with G and with
coefficients in E. Given a C*-algebra A and a Hilbert A-module &, the algebra B4 (&) consists of bounded
adjointable A-linear morphisms of £. Recall also that the C*-algebra K4 (&) of A-compact operators is the
completion in B4 () of the subalgebra of A-finite rank operators. The following proposition is proved in

B, see also [B7 and [f.

Proposition 3.1. For any ¢ € BE, the map x(p) : E — E. is A.-linear and the morphism x extends to
continuous x-representations

Xr:BE — KA (&) and xm : BE — K, (Em),
which are C*-algebra isomorphisms.

Notice that the proof of this Proposition is usually given for the holonomy groupoid of the foliation;
however the same argument applies to the monodromy groupoid. Note also that the proof is usually given
for the reduced C*-algebra but it remains valid for the maximal C*algebra too [2€] [Remarque 5].

For any 6 € T', we have defined in Subsection a representation mg"¥ of the maximal C*-algebra A,, in
the Hilbert space £2(T'/T'(#)). By using Remark [L.1] we can write

(@) = > D O, EW0"), f € A& € P(T0) and 0 € T0.

0"€T.0 ~§"'=0"
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The family of representations (7§ )gpcr then yields the average representation of A, in the leafwise von
Neumann algebra Wi (V, F; E). Using the A,,-Hilbert module &,, together with the representation 74", one
defines the Hilbert space

HE i= Em Opav £2(T0).

Similarly
Hre(] = gm ®ﬂ_£eg [2(1—\)

Lemma 3.2. There exists an isomorphism of Hilbert spaces, ®g, between Hg" and the Hilbert space L*(Lg, E)
of square integrable sections of the vector bundle E over the leaf Lg through 0, induced by the formula

Dp(£ @ ), 0) = > f(30) [E(my " 90)], € €& and f € C(TV).

yell

Similarly there exists an isomorphism Wy of Hilbert spaces between H, and LQ(Mg, ) induced by the
formula

Wo(€ @ 0,) (1) = E(my ™, 70).
where § denotes the delta function at I

Proof. If a € T'(f) then we can write for & € E.:

p(E@ fmat,0) = Y f(0) [€(ma vy 40)]

yel’

= > f(B) (B, BO)

ger

= (@ f)(m,0)

Hence, (¢ ® f) is a smooth section of E over My which is T'(§)-invariant. Moreover, if f = 8.5 and if we
denote by K¢ the (compact) support of £ in M x {760} then the support of ®4({ ® d44) is contained in

[K’YG -] -T(0),

and hence is I'(#)-compact.
Let now g € A, be given. Then we have

Oy(g @ )M, 0) = D f(10)(€g)(my ", 70)

yel
= D f(19) Y glayd, )¢y ot ayb)
yel ael’

- ) ST F0)9(0”, a)émlay) Tt 0")

0,07l v0=0",a0'=6""

= > S 090", )s(mBt,0").

0,0l BO=0",a0’=0"

On the other hand, we compute

o6 @ (9) ()R 0) = > m )O7) D 0")

6" €T y10=0"

_ Z Z f(9’)g(9”,6)§(ﬁ161_1,9”)

0",0'€l’0 60'=0",6,0=0""

Hence, we obtain the equality ®¢(£g @ f) = ®o(€ @ 75V (9)(f)).



22 Moulay -Tahar Benameur and Paolo Piazza

In order to finish the proof, we need to identify the scalar product on the Hilbert space Hg”. We have
<E@fEaf> = <m(<§E>)(f), f>
= D U< EES)NO) )

0’elo

= Y 0> <&e>(0.8)F(870)
0'ere BeT

= Y FOre Z/~<§m619)§(mﬁ16‘)>dm
0/,0"eI'0 6" =06"

= Z Ffo" Z /~<§ma9)§(ma9)>dm
0,0 eI'o af’=0"

On the other hand, if we view ®4(£® f) as a section over the leaf Ly through 6, then we can use a fundamental
domain Fy for the free and proper action of the isotropy group I'(d) on M and write

< B(E® ) €D f) > = /F<<I>e(5®f)(mﬁ),%(&@f)(m,e)>dm

0T Y [ <etingt.€0myt 00 > din

01,05€T0 Y10=01,720=05 7 o

We fix a section ¢ : T'9 — T of the map v — v6. Then 8 = ¢(#1) 'v; is an element of the isotropy group
I'(#) and we have

<BE@ ), ol f)> = > FONE) DY, D / <&(mBrp(0") 1, 0"), (Mg 1, 6') > din
0'.0’cl'0 v20=0" BeT'(0)
- Y iy ¥
0'.6'€To y20=0" ger(0) 7 FoB ™1 (07)~

< &(ma,0"),E(map(0")Byy 1, 0') > ding

= Y fONfe) > Z/ < &(m1,0"),E(m1a, 0') > din

0,6€T0 ab'=0" ger (o)’ Fof~1e(07) 71

Setting 0 = (61)3 (1)~ and noticing that a fundamental domain Fy. is equal to Fpe(0”)~! we get

Q@ f) P f)> = > fONFE) Y. Y / < &(m1,0"), {(mra, a710") > dim
0/ 0//€F9 ae/ 9// 561_‘(9//) (F9¢(9l1)71)6
= Z (0" f(6") Z Z / E(my,0"), E(Mya, at0") > dim
0/,67€T0 ab'=0" ser(0r)” Forrd
= Z NICAYICA) Z /~ < &(my,a), E(mia, 0') > dm
0/,07€T0 ab’=0"

Hence < £® f,€R [ >=< Pp(ER f), Pp(€ @ f) > . It now remains to show that @y is surjective. Let n be
a smooth compactly supported section over the leaf Ly and denote by 7 its lift into a I'(#)-invariant section
over M x 6 and by & any extension of 7} into a leafwise smooth continuous section over M x T. Let  be
a smooth function on M such that ZQEF(H) a = 1 and such that for any compact set K in Ly ~ M/I‘( ),

the intersection of the support of ¢ with the inverse image of K, under the projection M —s Ly, is compact
in M. We view v as a function on M x T independent of the T variable and set

§ == ¥&o-
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Then € € C®9(M x T, E) and one checks immediately that ®¢(¢ ® ) = 1. The proof of the second
isomorphism is simpler and is left as an exercise. |

Recall that we have defined two representations, that we have both denoted 7Y, respectively of the
C*-algebras A,, and BE in the corresponding von Neumann algebras of the discrete groupoid G and of the
monodromy groupoid G with coefficients in the vector bundle E:

7V Ay = WE(G), 7V Bfl WiV, F;E).

Recall also that we have defined a *-representation x,, of BE in the compact operators of the Hilbert module
Ems:
Xm : BE S K, (Em).

Proposition 3.3. Let S be a given element of BE. Then we have
ﬂ-gv(s) = (1)9 o [Xm(S) ®7‘rg“ IgQ(Fg)} [¢) (1)0_1

with ®g : E, @nav 12(T0) — L*(Lg, E) the isomorphism given in Lemma [33. In the same way, we have
Wgeg(s) =Upo {XT(S) ®ﬂ,geg Igz(l—\):| o \110_1_

with Yo : Ey @pres (2(T) — L2(My, E) the second isomorphism given in Lemma B3

Proof. Let us fix an element k € C2>%(G;END(E)) and give the proof for S = k. We compute for £ € &,
and f € C.[I'0]:

®o(x(k)(€) © )i, 0) = Y f(0)x(k)() iy, 0)

yel’

= > _ f(9) /M k™t ! A6 (', v0)dim

yel

= 30 700) [ by, Ot o)

yel’

= S 06) [ K OlgGnr ! 20)din.

yel

On the other hand, we have:

mg" (F)(®e(§ © f))(m, 0) = /F Y klmma, 0]y f(O)EGR Yy 0)di!

yel a€el'(0)
= Y000 Y [ ko g
= aer(g) ” Foor
_ '0 k’ﬁl,ﬁl”,@ ' =1 '0)di!
Y B v Y
y'el M

So we get
Dy(x(K)(§) @ f) = 75" (F)(Po(§ @ [))

which proves the first statement by continuity. We omit the proof of the second statement as it is similar
and in fact easier. O
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3.2 T'-equivariant pseudodifferential operators

This subsection is devoted to a brief overview of the pseudodifferential calculus relevant to our study. All
stated results are known and we therefore only sketch the proofs.

Let &, be as before C2*0(M x T, E) endowed with its structure of pre-Hilbert A.-module. Recall that
if we complete the prehilbertian module £, with respect to the regular norm on A. then we get a Hilbert
C*-module &, over the regular C*-algebra A,.. In the same way, completing A, with respect to the maximal
C*-norm yields a Hilbert C*-module &,, over the maximal C*-algebra A,,. We fix two vector bundles F
and F over V and we denote by E and F their pullbacks to M x T into I'- -equivariant vector bundles; we
let E@ be the restriction of E to My. We set, as before, My := M.

Definition 3.4. Let P : C0(M x T, E) — CO(M x T, F) be a linear map. We shall say that P defines a
pseudodifferential operator of order m on the monodromy groupoid G if there is a continuous family of order
m pseudofifferential operators (P(0))ger,

Pg : OSO(MQ,EQ) — Ooo(Me,ﬁg)

satisfying:

(1) (PE)(m, 0) = (Po&(-,0))(m x {0})

(2) P is I'-equivariant: RIPR;_, = P;

(3) the Schwartz kernel of P, Kp, which can be thought of as a I'-invariant distributional section on M x
M x T, is of I'-compact support, i.e. the image of the support in (M x M x T)/T =: G is a compact set.

Notice that (2) can be then restated as: Pyg = 7Py V8 € T, Vy € I, exactly as in the definition of
the regular von Neumann algebra. The notion of continuity for families of pseudodifferential operators is
classical and will not be recalled here, see, for example, [E], [@], @], @], [@] Finally, because of the third
condition P maps C>*(M x T, E) into C°0(M x T, F).

Notice that a I'-equivariant continuous family of differential operators acting between the sections of two
equivariant vector bundles is an example of a pseudodifferential operator on G. R

If m € Z, we shall denote by ¥*(G; E, F') the space of pseudodifferential operators of order < m from E
to F' ﬁ . We set

UX(GE,F) = | ] V(G E,F) and 9;%(G; E,F) := (| V(G E,F).
MmeZL mezZ

Using condition (3) , it is not difficult to check that the space U2°(G; E , E) is a filtered algebra. Moreover,
assigning to P its formal adjoint P* = (P} )eecr gives ¥°(G; E, E) the structure of an involutive algebra;
the formal adjoint is defined also for P € ¥7*(G; E, F') and it is then an alement in ¥7*(G; F, E).

Remark 3.5. Notice that Definition fits into the general framework of pseudodifferential calculus on
groupoids, as developed by Connes and many others. More precisely, let P = (Py)ger be a pseudodifferential
operator on G as in Definition . For any 0 € T and any x = [m, 0] € Ly the diffeomorphism

pro: M — G® =17 x) given by pao(i') = [m,m,0],

allows to define a pseudodifferential operator Py on G* with coefficients in s* E, viz. Py 1= (p;710)*oP90(px79)*.
1t is easy to check that P, only depends on x and that the family (Py)zcv is a pseudodifferential operator
on G in the sense of Connes. Conversely if we are given now a pseudodifferential operator (Py)zecy in the
sense of Connes, then a choice of a base point mg in M allows to construct P = (Py)oer satisfying the
assumptions of Definition [3.4, viz. Py := Paoy.0 © Pro) © (p;(le))e)* with x(0) = [mg, 0] and [mg] = mo.

3The notation for this space of operators is not unique: in [@} it is denoted W7, C(M X T E, ﬁ) with X denoting equivariance
and ¢ denoting again of I'-compact support; in [@} it is simply denoted as \Illt(E, ﬁ)
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Remark 3.6. According to /@] a psedodifferential operator as in Connes, admits a well defined distributional
Schwartz kernel over G. It is easy to check that this Schwartz kernel coincides with our Kp when the two
families correspond as in the previous remark.

Remark 3.7. The construction explained in remark @ also allows to establish an identification between
Connes’ von Neumann algebra /@] for the groupoid G and our von Neumann algebra Wi (G, E). It is easy
to check that Connes’ trace [@] corresponds to our trace TV through this identification.

Lemma 3.8. A pseudodifferential operator P of order m yields an Ac-linear map P : E. — F.. Moreover,
the following identity holds in A.: < Pu,v >=<u,P*v > Yu € &, Yv € F..

Proof. Let £ € € and let f € A.. By definition ({f)(1) = >, (R7-:&)()f(ym(-),~) with 7 : M x T — T the
projection. Hence:

P(ES)

P <Z(R§1§)(~)f(w(-),7)>

Y

= Y (P(R-€) () FOm(),)

Y

>~ (R3-Pg) (U (().7) = (PO)S

where in the second equality we have used the fact that P commutes with multiplication by functions in
C(T) (indeed, P is given by a continuous family) and in the third equality we have used the I'-equivariance.
The equality < Pu,v >=< u, P*v > is established in a straightforward way.

O

Proposition 3.9. Let P be a pseudodifferential operator of order m between £, and F.. Then we have:

1. If m < 0 then P extends to a bounded adjointable A,,-linear operator P from &y to Fr, and to a
bounded adjointable A,.-linear operator P, from &, to F,.

2. If m < 0, then P, is an Ap-linear compact operator from Ep, to Fp, and P, is an A,.-linear compact
operator from &, to F,

Proof. We only sketch the arguments, following [@] For simplicity we take FF and F' to be the trivial line
bundles, so that £&. = F.. We give the proof for the maximal completion, the proof for the regular completion
being the same.

For the first item, one applies the classical argument of Hormander, see for example @], reducing the con-
tinuity of order zero pseudodifferential operators to that of the smoothing operators. We omit the details.
For the second item, one starts with P of order < —n, with n equal to the dimension of M. Then P is
given by integration against a continuous compactly supported element in G; in other words P = x(K), with
K € C.(G). We already know that such an element extends to a compact operator P on &,,, see @ If Pis
of order less than —n/2 then we consider Q := P*P which is of order less then —n and symmetric. We know
that Q extends to a (compact) bounded operator on &,,; thus if f € £. then, in particular, |Pf[|? < C||f||?
which means that P extends to a bounded operator P on &,,. Similarly P* extends to a bounded operator
P* and by density we obtain that P is adjointable with adjoint equal to P*. Now, again by density, we have
Q = P *P; thus we can take the square root of @ which will be again compact since Q is. Using the polar
decomposition for P we can finally conclude that P is compact which is what we need to prove.

If the order of P is m < 0 then we fix £ € N such that m2¢ < —n; then we proceed inductively, considering
(P*P)?" and applying the above argument.
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Let P = (Py)ocr be an element in W.(G); its principal symbol oy (P) defines a I-equivariant function on
the vertical cotangent bundle Ty (M x T') to the trivial fibration M x T — T'; equivalently, o¢(P) is a function
on the longitudinal cotangent bundle T*F to the foliation (V, F). If, more generally, P € vt (G E,F), then
its principal symbol will be a I'-equivariant section of the bundle Hom(wV(E) T (F)) := WV(E*) ® 7TV(F)
with 7y : T (M x T) — (M x T) the natural projection; equivalently, o¢(P) is a section of the bundle
Hom(r%E,m%F') over the longitudinal cotangent bundle 77 : T*F — V. We shall say that P is elliptic if
its principal symbol o¢(P) is invertible on non-zero cotangent vectors. We end this Subsection by stating
the following fundamental and classical result whose proof can be found, for example in the work of Connes
[@], see also . (Notice that in this particular case the proof can be easily done directly, mimicking the
classic one on a closed compact manifold.)

Theorem 3.10. Let P € V(G E, F) be elliptic; then there exists Q € V' (G; F, E) such that
Id— PQe ¥, ®(G;F,F), 1d—QPecV,>(G;E,E) (9)

Notice that in our definition elements in W_ > are of I'-compact support: this applies in particular to
both S :=1d — PQ and R:=1d — QP .

We end this subsection by observing that it is also possible to introduce Sobolev modules £*) and prove
the usual properties of pseudodifferential operators, see [@] For simplicity we consider the case k € N. In
order to give the definition, we fix an elliptic differential operator of order k, P; for example P = D*, with
D a Dirac type operator. This is a regular unbounded operator (see the next subsection). We consider the
domain of its extension DomP,,, and we endow it with the A,,-valued scalar product

< 8t >pi=< 8, >+ < Pps, Pt >
This defines the Sobolev module of order k, £). One can prove for these modules the usual properties:
e different choices of P yield compatible Hilbert module structures;
e if k> ¢ we have £¥) — £ and the inclusion in A,,-compact
e if R € U7(G, E) then R extends to a bounded operator £ — £(F=m)

Since we shall make little use of these properties, we omit the proofs.

3.3 Functional calculus for Dirac operators

Let D = (f)g)geT be a I'-equivariant family of Dirac-type operators acting on the sections of a I'-equivariant
vertical hermitian Clifford module E endowed with a T'-equivariant connection. We shall make the usual
assumptions on the connection and on the Clifford action ensuring that each Dy is formally self-adjoint.
Recall that D = (f)g)geT € V1(G; E) and that D induces a A.-linear operator on &, that we have denoted
by D.

Proposition 3.11. The operator D is closable in &, and in &,,. Moreover, the closures D, and D,, on the
Hilbert modules &, and &, respectively, are reqular and self-adjoint operators.

Proof. We give a classical proof based on general results described for instance in @] Since the densely
defined operator D is formally self-adjoint, it is closable with symmetric closures in &, and &, respectively.
Let Q € oG, E) be a formally self-adjoint parametrix for D:

[d-DQ=S, 1d-QD=R.

For simplicity, we denote by 7 the regular or the maximal representation, by & the corresponding Hilbert
module and by Dy the closure of D. Since ) has negative order, it extends into a bounded operator on &r,
denoted by Q,, or simply by Q.. On the other hand, we know that the zero-th order pseudodifferential
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operator DQ extends to a bounded A,-linear operator on &. If  belongs to the domain of this closure
(which is &) then there exists &, in C2>°(M x T, E) converging in the 7-norm to & and such that (DQ)&,
is convergent in the 7 norm. We deduce that Q(€) is well defined and is the limit of Q{n. Hence we deduce
that Q,& belongs to the domain of D, and that ImQ, C DomD,. Hence, D,Q, is a bounded operator
which coincides with the extension of ﬁ@ and we have with obvious notation,

DTI'QTK':I_STF;

so QiDE C (D-Qx)* = I — 8% and hence Dom(D%) C Im(Q%) + Im(S%). Since Q is self-adjoint we deduce
that
Dom(D}) C Im(Qy) + Im(S;) € Dom(Dy).

The last inclusion is a consequence of the fact that S is induced by a smoothing I'-compactly supported
operator. So D, is self-adjoint. Now, the graph of D, G(D,), is given by

G(Dr) = {(Qx(n) + Sw(ﬁ’)va(Qw(ﬁ)) + Dw(&r(n’)), NS Ex}

Hence G(D;), which is closed in &, x &, coincides with the image of a bounded morphism U of A,-modules

given by
o Qﬂ' Sﬂ'
U= < D,Q, D,S; >

Now, as a general fact, the image of such morphism, when closed, is always orthocomplemented. Thus D,
is regular. O

Recall that we established in Lemma @ isomorphisms of Hilbert spaces
Dp 1 En Dge (2(00) > L2 (Lo, E), Vo : Egy @prea (2(T) — LA(My, E).
Proposition 3.12. Let ¢ : R — C be a continuous bounded function. Then for any 60 € T, the bounded
operator, acting on L*(Lg, E), given by
Dy o [(Dm) @nsv Lp2(re)] 0 Py ',

coincides with the operator W(Dy,) where Dr, is our Dirac type operator acting on the leaf Lyg.
In the same way the operator, acting on L?(My, Eg), given by

Wo 0 [¥(Dm) Oryes ey | 0 05"

coincides with the operator 1(Dy).

Proof. We prove only the first result, the proof of the second is similar. Since the operator D,, is a regular
self-adjoint operator, its continuous functional calculus is well defined. See [@] Let £ € . and let f € C.[T'0],
then we have

Do(D(§) @ £) (110, 0) = D f(40)(DE) 1y, 70)

yel

= Y f(O)[R;-.(DE) (1, 0)

yel’

= 3 S(O)D(R;- €)1, 6)

yel’

On the other hand, the action of the operator Dy, on the image of ®4 is given by

(DL, 0 ®g)(§ 0 £)(112,0) = > F(v0) Do ([y€lo) ().

yel’
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Since by definition of D we have D(y~€) (1, 8) = Dg([y~'€]g)(17) we obtain that
Pgo (D @I)0o®," = Drp,.
If ) is as above then we get as a consequence of the definition of functional calculus,

$(Dr,) = (o (Dp@I)od,")
g oh)(Dp, @ 1) 0 d,t

By uniqueness of the functional calculus we also deduce that (D,, ® I) = ¥(D,,) ® I, and hence the proof
is complete. O

Before proving the main result of this Subection, we recall two technical results about trace class opera-
tors. First we establish two useful Lemmas. The first one is classical and generalizes Proposition A.3.2
while the second one is an easy extension of similar results for coverings established in [l

Lemma 3.13. Let S € W} (G, E); then the following statements are equivalent:
e S is TV Hilbert-Schmidt (i.e. 7V(S*S) < +00);
e there exists a measurable section Kg of END(E) over G such that for v-almost every 6 the operator
Sy is given on L*(My, Eg) by (Sp€)(m) = [ Ks(m,m/,0)6(m/)dm/ , with
/ tr (Kg(m,m',0)* Kg(m,m',0)) dimdm’ dv(f) < +oo
MxFXT

where we interpret Kg as a I'-equivariant section on MxMxT.

Moreover in this case the T Hilbert-Schmidt norm of S, ||S||2_ps := 7(S*S), is given by

v

|\S|\,%_HS:/M . Ttr(KS(m,m’,o)*KS(m,m’,e)) din dim/ dv(9) .
X X

Proof. We have, by definition,
11 s = 7(5%8) = [ 1S0MlFas v(6)
where the integrand involves the usual Hilbert-Schmidt norm in L2(M9, Eg). Therefore the proof is easily

deduced using [f] [page 251] O

Lemma 3.14. Let S be a positive selfadjoint operator in W (G, E); then the following statements are
equivalent:

o 77(S) < 4o0;
e for any smooth compactly supported function ¢ on M, the measurable function
T30 — Tr(MgoS(g o My)
is v-integrable on T', where the trace is the usual trace for bounded operators on the Hilbert space
L?*(M,E);
e for any smooth compactly supported function ¢ on M, the function

T30 — |87 0 Mylis

is v-integrable on T'.
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Proof. We follow the techniques in [El] and use Lemma . The second and third items are clearly equivalent.
Assume that 7(S) < 400 and let ¢ be a smooth compactly supported function on M with uniform norm
|#lloc- We let T'y be a finite subset of I' such that the support of ¢ lies in the union Uyep, Fy. Here F is a
fundamenal domain as before. Then S'/2 is 7 Hilbert-Schmidt and if Kgu/2 is its Schwartz kernel, then we

easily deduce

/~ o)t (K g2 (i, 0)* Kgiyz(m,m/, 0)) dindm’ dv(6)
MxMxXT

- ¥ / (A2 tr (K 12 (170, 10, 0)* K guyo (i, ', 0)) di dii! d(8)
~eT, M X FyxT

IN

lol% x> /M L (K g1/2 (i, @, 0)* K g1/2 (0, i/, 0)) dindii’ dv(6)
'YGFd) X £y X

= |olI% x Z /M . Ttr (Kgi/2(my™ " m,v0)* K gz (™" !, 40)) dindin/ dv(0)
’YGF(;; XX

= [|¢||& x Card(L'y) x 77(S) < +o0.

Conversely, let ¢ be any nonnegative smooth compactly supported function on M such that ox = X, where
X is the characteristic function of F. Then we have

(8) = [ Ty y0 M) dv(e)

/ Tr(M, o My o Sgo My o M,)dv(h)
T

IN

/ Tr(My 0 Sp o My) dv(0) < 400
T

O

Proposition 3.15. Let S = (Sp)ger be an element of the von Neumann algebra Wi(G; E). We assume
that Sy is an integral operator with smooth kernel for any 6 in T and that the resulting Schwartz kernel Kg
is a Borel bounded section over G.

o [f S is positive and self-adjoint, then S is TV trace class and we have
TV(S) = / tr(Kg(m,m,0))dmdv(0), (10)
FXT
where F' is a fundamental domain in M and where in the right hand side we interpret K(S) as a
I'-equivariant section on M x M x T'.

o If S is assumed to be TV trace class, then formula (@) holds.

Proof. Let us prove the first item. Let ¢ be a smooth compactly supported function on M. The operator
MyoSpo M7 acting on L?(My, E) has a smooth compactly supported Schwartz kernel and is therefore trace
class with

Tr(My o Spo My) = / |p() |2 K s (1, 1, 0) din .
M,

Since Kg is bounded as a section over G and since v is a borelian measure, we have

/ Tl“(M¢ 0Syo Mg)du(ﬁ) < +00.
T
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This shows, using Lemma , that S is 7V trace class and also that S/2 is 7 Hilbert-Schmidt. By Lemma
we deduce that the S1/2 is an integral operator with measurable Schwartz kernel Kg1,» satisfying

115122 == /M . Ttr(Ksl/z(m,m/,ﬁ)*Ksl/z(m,m/,ﬁ))drhdrh/du(ﬁ) < +00.
XX

On the other hand we also have

Kg(m,m,0) = Ko (!, 0)Kg2 (i, i, 0) din

The last equality employs the fact that S'/2 is selfadjoint. Taking pointwise traces we get:

tr Kg(m,m, 6‘)

/ tr (Kgaya (1, i, 0) K gaa (1, i, 0)*) it
M

/~ tr (KS1/2 (’ﬁ’L, fh’, 9)*KS1/2 (rh,m’, 9)) dm .
M

Therefore

(8) = [|SV2| % = / tx K s (17, 17, 0)diind(0) .

FxT

This finishes the proof of the first item.
Regarding the second item, assume now that S is 77 trace class i.e. 77(]S|) is finite. Write S = U|S]| for
the polar decomposition of S in W(G, E). Then the operators |S|'/? and U|S|'/? are 7¥ Hilbert-Schmidt
and thus have L? Schwartz kernels K |sj/2 and Kpyjgpi/2. Using Lemma and the polarization identity
we deduce:

< U|S|1/2, |S|1/2 >HS /M - TtI’KU|S|1/2(’ﬁ’L,ml,e)K|S|1/2(m,ﬁ’Ll,9)* dm dm/ dl/(e)
XX

_ / b Ky sy1/2 (17, 10, 0) K 172 (17 17, 0) i i i (6)
MxXFxT

/ tr Kg(m,m,0)dmdv(0) .
FXT

Hence
(8) =< U|S|Y/2,|S|1/? >HS:/ tr K g (i, m, 0) din dv(6) .
FxT
The proof is complete. O

Remark 3.16. A proof similar to the one given above shows, as in /E] (Proposition 4.16), that if R = (Rg)per
has a continuous (or even Borel bounded) leafwise smooth Schwartz kernel with T'-compact support, then R
is T trace class with 7V(R) = [}, tr Kr(m,m,0)dm dv(0).

A similar statement holds for a leafwise operator in W} (V,F; E) with a Borel bounded leafwise smooth
Schwartz kernel which is supported within a uniform C-neighbourhood, C' € R,C > 0, of the diagonal of
every leaf.

Proposition 3.17. Let ¢ : R — C be a measurable rapidly decreasing function. The the operator 1/)([)) =
(¥(Dg))oer satisfies the assumption of Proposition (second item). In particular (D) has a bounded
fiberwise-smooth Schwartz kernel Ky and we have

(D)) = /F (I i, )i d(6).
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Proof. Using [B{], Theorem 7.36 (which is in fact valid for any measurable rapidly decreasing function)
we know that K, is bounded and fiberwise smooth and that ¢(D) € W, (G, E) . Therefore it remains
to show that (D) is 7¥ trace class since then we can simply apply Proposition (second item). But
l(D)| = ||(D)| and |¢] is a measurable rapidly decreasing function; therefore [¢/(D)| has a bounded
fiberwise smooth Schwartz and thus satisfies the assumptions of Proposition (first item). We conclude
that ¢ (D) is 7 trace class.

O

A statement similar to the one just proved holds for the leafwise Dirac-type operator D := (Dr)rev,F-
In order to keep this paper to a reasonable size we state the corresponding proposition without proof. See

Ii|

Proposition 3.18. Let ¢ : R — C be a measurable rapidly decreasing function. Then the operator (D) =
(Y(Dr))rev,F is TF trace class, has a leafwise smooth Schwartz kernel Ky, which is bounded as a measurable
section over the equivalence relation Urcy 7 L X L,and we have

P ((D)) = /F ([0 i, )i (o)

where now F x T s viewed as a subset in V.
We are now in position to prove the main results of this section.

Theorem 3.19. Let for simplicity ¢ : R — C be a Schwartz class function. Then ¢(Dy,) € Ka,, (Em) and

the element x;,' (¥(Dr)) € BE, admits a finite 77, trace and also a finite 77, trace. Moreover

o 7, (Xt (¥(Di)) = 7% [(W(DL)) Levyr] where (W(DL))pev,r is the corresponding element in the leaf-
wise von Neumann algebra Wi (V,F; E) and 7% is the trace on this von Neumann algebra as defined

in Subsection .

o 70, (' (W(D)) = 77 [(’lﬁ(f)g))ge'f} where (Y(Dg))ger is the corresponding element in, the regqular von

Neumann algebra Wi (G, E) and 7 is the trace on this von Neumann algebra as defined in Subsection
£l
Proof. We know from Corollary @ that 7, = 7% o m**. Therefore
Tao Ot (0 (Pm)])) = 7% [(7* 0 x5, ) (11 (Dim) )]
= TJV: (((I)g e} [|1/}|(Dm) ®ﬂ-gv I} e} q);l)eeT)
The last equality is a consequence of Proposition . Now, using Proposition , we finally deduce

Taw o' (10(Di)])) = 77 ((1W1(DL))revyr) < +oo.

Hence we see from Proposition B.1] that ;-1 (|¢(Dy)]) is trace class and the same computation with 1 instead
of |¢| finishes the proof of the first item. The second item is proved repeating the same argument. |

4 Index theory

Let M, T, and T be as in the previous sections and let (V,F), with V = M xp T, the associated foliated
bundle. We assume in this section only that the manifold M is even dimensional and hence that the leaves of
our foliation are even dimensional. Let £ be a continuous longitudinally smooth hermitian vector bundle on
V and let E be its lift to M x T. Let D = (DQ)QGT be as in the previous section a I'-equivariant continuous
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family of Dirac-type operators. The bundle E is Zs-graded, £ = ET & E~, and the operator D is odd and

essentially self-adjoint, i.e.

= (0 D,
and (Dy)* = Dyj. Let D := (Dr)rev/r be the longitudinal operator induced by D on the leaves of the
foliation (V, F).

4.1 The numeric index

We consider for each 6 the orthogonal projection 1:1(:9IE onto the L2-null space of the operator D;t. Similarly,
on each leaf L, we consider the orthogonal projections Hf onto the L2-null space of the operator Dy,. It is
well known that these orthogonal projections are smoothing operators, but of course are not localized in a
compact neighborhood of the unit space V', viewed as a subspace of the graph of the foliation equivalence
relation.

Proposition 4.1.

o The family I+ = (ﬁ;t)ge'f belongs to the regular von Neumann algebra W (G, ET). Moreover they
are TV trace class operators.

o The family 1T+ = (H%)LEV/F belongs to the leafwise von Neumann algebra W) (V, F; ET). Moreover
they are T% trace class operators.

Proof. As we have already mentioned, for any Borel bounded function f : R — C, the operator f(D) (respec-
tively f(D)) belongs to the von Neumann algebra W (G, E) (to the von Neumann algebra W (V, F; E)).
Hence, IT* belongs to W (G, EF) and IT* belongs to W (V, F; E*).

Recall on the other hand from Propositions that e=DP” is 7V trace class and that e~P” is TF

trace class. Hence the proof is complete since

ﬁ:f[e*Dz and H:HefDQ.

O
Definition 4.2. We define the monodromy index of D as
ind (D) == 7¥(II") — 7/ (II") (11)
We define the leafwise index of D as
indfoun (D) = TF(ITT) — 72(I17) (12)

As Dt is elliptic, we can find a I'-equivariant family of parametrices Q= (Qg)geT of I'-compact support
with remainders R and R_; the remainder families are I'-equivariant, smoothing and of I"-compact support,
ie.

R, =1-QD* and R_=I1-D'Q; RyecVU.>(G,E").

We know that R, are both 7V trace class. Let Q, Ry, R_ be the longitudinal operators induced on (V, F);
thus Q, Ry € W*(V,F; E*) and R_ € W;(V, F; E~) with Ry 7% trace class, see Remark B.16

Proposition 4.3. For any N € N, N > 1, the following formulas hold:

1nd11j1p(D) = TU(R'F)N - TU(R—)N ) indgown(D) = T;(R‘F)N - T./L/:(R—)N (13)
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Proof. Let N = 1; then the proof given by At1yah in I extends easily to the present context. Replacing
the parametrix Q by Qn = Q(l +R_+R%+-- 4+ RN which is again a parametrix, reduces the general
case to the one treated by Atiyah.

O

Using these formulas we shall now sketch the proof of the precise analogue of Atiyah’s index theorem on
coverings.

Proposition 4.4. The monodromy index and the leafwise index coincide:

ind}[, (D) = indgoy, (D) (14)

Proof. Given ¢ > 0 we can choose a parametrix Q € UG E- E+) with the property that the two
remainders Ri = (Ri)g, 0 € T are such that each (Ri)g is supported within an e-neighbourhood of the
dlagonal in Mg x My. Let R, Ei — &} be the induced operators on the A,,-Hilbert modules Ei since
Ry are smoothing and of I'-compact support we certainly know that R+ ,, are A,,-compact operators. Let
K* == x: (Rim) € BEi' K¥ is simply given by the Schwartz kernel of R+ and is in fact an element in

BE™. In particular K* has finite Treg trace and 7, trace. By arguments very similar (in fact easier) to those

establishing Theorem - we know that
TV(Ri) reg(Xm Ri m) - Treg(Ki) ? T;(Ri) = T;/v(x;leiﬂn) = T;/V(Ki) . (15)
Thus, from , it suffices to show that

Tieg(KT) = 70 (KF).

We can write

HAKE) =[S K iin. o) din (o)
FxT
yET(0)

= K*[m,m, 6] dmn dv(f / Z K*[m, my, 0] dim dv(6)
FxT FXT
YET(0)sv#e

= 7i( (K*) + / Z K* [, my, 0] din dv(6)
EXT yer(0)iyste

Choosing ¢ small enough we can ensure that K*[m,m~y,0] = 0 Vy € I'(f), v # e. The proof is complete.
O

Remark 4.5. The possibility of localizing a parametriz in an arbitrary small neighbourhood of the diagonal
plays a crucial role in the proof of the above Proposition. There are more general situations, for example
foliated flat bundles M xr T with M a manifold with boundary, where it is not possible to localize the
parametriz. In these cases the analogue of Atiyah’s index theorem does not hold.

4.2 The index class in the maximal C*-algebra

Let Dt be as in the previous subsection. As before we consider a parametrix Q := (Qg)ger € oG, E*, E*)
with remainders R, and R_. The family Q defines a bounded A,,-linear operator Q,, from &, to £F. The
families R+ and R_ define A,,-linear compact operators R+ ,, on the Hilbert modules EX respectively.

We now define idempotents p, pg in May2(Ka,, (Em) @ C) by setting

R, Rym(I+Rym)On 0 0
pi= (R:{W " E—R‘;’ ) ) po = (0 1) (16)

We thus get a Ko-class [p — po] € Ko(Ka,, (Em))-
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Definition 4.6. The (mazximal) index class IND(D,,) € Ko(B,,) associated to the family D is, by definition,
the image under the composite isomorphism

Ko(Ka,, (Em)) = Ko(By) = Ko(Bn)
of the class [p — po].
One also considers the index class in Ko( A ):
I0d(Dyn) 1= ML (IND(D,0) € Ko(Ay) (17)

with Mpax : Ko(Am) = Ko(Byn) the Morita isomorphism considered in Proposition .

Recall now the morphisms 7%, , : Ko(B,,) — C and 7, , : Ko(B;) — C. Using the natural morphism

reg,*

Ko(By,) — Ko(B,) we view both morphisms with domain Ko (B,,):

Tov s Ko(Bm) = C, The o Ko(Bm) — C (18)

reg,* *

Recall also that using the natural morphism Ko (A,,) — Ko(A,) we have induced morphisms

Tov e Ko(Am) = C, Trog + - Ko(Am) = C (19)

reg,* *

Proposition 4.7. Let IND(D,,) € K¢(B,,) and Ind(D,,) € Ko(A.) be the two index classes introduced
above. Then the following formulas hold:

ind[,(D) = 7% .(IND(Dn)) = 7, . (Ind(Dyn)) (20)
indgoun (D) = 75 (IND(Dp)) = 73, . (Ind(D)) (21)

Consequently, from (@), we have the following fundamental equality:
Treg,«(Ind(Dr)) = 77, .(Ind(Dry ) (22)

Proof. We only need to prove the first equality in each equation, for the second one is a consequence of the
definition of Ind(Dp) € Ko(Ay) and the compatibilty result explained in Proposition R.10. For the first
equality we apply (B) with N = 2 and the parametrix Q). Using now (@), (E) we get

indy, (D) = 7((R+)?) = 77 ((R-)?) = 7itg(Re.m)?) = Tieg(R—m)?) = it . IND(Dy))

The proof of the other one is similar.
O

Remark 4.8. The equalities in Proposition E can be rephrased as the equality between the numeric C*-
algebraic index and the von Neumann index. Notice once again that there are more general situations where
this Proposition does not hold, in the sense that there exists a well defined von Neumann index but there does
not exist a well-defined C*-algebraic index we can equate it to. The simplest example is given by a fibration
of compact manifolds L — V — T with V and L manifolds with boundary. The von Neumann index defined
by the family of Atiyah-Patodi-Singer boundary conditions is certainly well defined (this is the integral over
T of the function that assigns to 0 € T the APS index of D;r). On the other hand, unless the boundary
family associated to (D;_)QGT 1s invertible, there is not a well defined Atiyah-Patodi-Singer index class in
Ko(C(T)) = K(T).
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4.3 The signature operator for odd foliations

We briefly review the definition of the leafwise signature operator in the odd case. Recall that when
dim(M) = 2m — 1, the leafwise signature operator is defined as the operator D&% acting on leafwise
differential forms on V', defined on even forms of degree 2k by

Diisr — i (— 1)kl (x 0o d — d o %),
and on odd forms of degree 2k — 1 by
Dyt = im (1) M(dox +xod),

where d is the leafwise de Rham differential and * is the usual Hodge operator along the leaves associated
with the Riemannian metric on the foliation [Bg. An easy computation shows that the two operators Dy
and Dg8" are conjugate so that their invariants coincide and it is sufficient to work with one of them. In
contrast with [[], D% will be in the sequel the operator D?#". Using the lifted structure to the fibers of the
monodromy covers M x {0} of the leaves, we consider in the same way the I'-equivariant family of signature
operators Dsien — (D“g")ge;p which actually coincides with the lift of DS'8" as can be easily checked. The
following is well known, see [}, [{] for the first part and [R7 for the second:

Recall that the K index of D" is the class of the Cayley transform of D*'8", see for instance [@]

Proposition 4.9. The operator D¥8" is a leafwise elliptic essentially self-adjoint operator whose K index
class is a leafwise homotopy invariant of the foliation.

The square of D®#" is proportional to the Laplace operator along the leaves and hence it is leafwise
elliptic. The proof that D&% is formally self-adjoint is straightforward, see [E], and classical elliptic theory
on foliations of compact spaces allows to deduce that it is essentially self-adjoint. Now DS'8" is unitarily
equivalent to DS8" and hence is also formally self-adjoint. We shall get back to the index class later on. The
homotopy invariance means that if f: (V, F) — (V', F’') is a leafwise oriented leafwise homotopy equivalence
between odd dimensional foliations, then with obvious notations we have

£, Ind(D¥2") = Ind (D)

where f, is the isomorphism induced by the Morita equivalence implemented by f @]

5 Foliated rho invariants

Recall that 7' is a compact Hausdorff space on which the discrete countable group I' acts by homeomorphisms,
M is a compact closed manifold with fundamental group I' and universal cover M and that V = M xp T is
the induced foliated space. We are also given a Borel measure v on T which is I'-invariant. We assume in
the present section that M is odd dimensional and whence that the leaves of the induced foliation F of V'
are odd dimensional. We fix as in the previous section a Dirac-type operator along the leaves of the foliation
(V, F) acting on the vector bundle £. We denote by D this operator acting leafwise, so D = (Dr)rev/r
where each Dy, is an elliptic Dirac-type operator on the leaf L acting on the restriction of £ to L. We also
consider the lifted operator D to the monodromy groupoid G of the foliation (V, F') as defined in Section
@ More precisely, D= (Dg)@eT is a -equivariant continuous family of Dirac type operators on M.

5.1 Foliated eta and rho invariants

The construction of foliated eta invariants was first given independently in the two references [@] (1] and
the two definitions work in fact for general measured foliations. Notice that [@] works with the measurable
groupoid defined by foliation, whereas [@] works with the holonomy groupoid. As we shall clarify in a
moment, the choice of the groupoid does make a difference for these non-local invariants. We give in this
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paragraph a self-contained treatment of these two definitions following our set-up, but using the monodromy
groupoid instead of the holonomy groupoid considered in [@]

We denote by k; and k; the longitudinally smooth uniformly bounded Schwartz kernels of the operators
©+(D) and (D) obtained using the function ¢ (z) := ze~*"*" for t > 0. See Lemma B17

Lemma 5.1. (Bismut-Freed estimate) There exists a constant C > 0 such that for any (i, 0) € M x T, we
have:
| tr(ke ([, 0], [, 0))| < € and | tr(ke([rm, m, 0)))| < C, fort < 1.

Proof. A proof of these estimates appear already in [@] We give nevertheless a sketch of the argument.

The Bismut-Freed estimate on a closed odd dimensional compact manifold M is a pointwise estimate on the
vector-bundle trace of the Schwartz kernel of D exp(—t2D?) restricted to the diagonal. See the original article
[ but also [@] As explained for example in the latter reference the Bismut-Freed estimate is ultimately
a consequence of Getzler rescaling for the heat kernel of a Dirac laplacian on the even dimensional manifold
obtained by crossing M with S!. Since these arguments are purely local, they easily extend to our foliated
case, using the compactness of V := M xp T in order to control uniformly the constants appearing in the
poinwise estimate. O

The operators D? and D? (as well as the operators |D| and |D|) are non negative operators which are
affiliated respectively with the von Neumann algebra W (V, F; E) and the von Neumann algebra W(G; E).
(This means that their sign operators as well as their spectral projections belong to the von Neumann
algebra.) Moreover, according to the usual pseudodifferential estimates along the leaves (see for instance
B3, [{), the resolvents of these operators belong respectively to the C*-algebras K(W; (V,F; E),74%) of
T%-compact elements in W (V, F; E) and K(W(G; E), ") of 7¥-compact elements of W} (G; E). We recall
that these compact operators are roughly defined using for instance the vanishing at infinity of the singular
numbers, and we refer, for example, to [E] for the precise definition of these ideals. Set

+oo ~ +oo N
D? = / ME, and D?= / ME),
0 0

for the spectral decompositions in their respective von Neumann algebras. So F) and E, are the spectral
projections corresponding to (—oo, A). Since the traces are normal on both von Neumann algebras,

N(\) =14(E\)  and  N(\) =, (Ey),

are well defined finite (Proposition @ in the next subsection) non-decreasing and non-negative functions,
which are right continuous. Hence there are Borel-Stieljes measures ¢ and ¢ on R, such that:

TEHD) = [ f@)ddta) and (£D) = [ f@)ii (o)
for any Borel function f : R — [0, +00]. Since N and N are finite, the measures ¢ and 9 are easily proved

to be o-finite.

Proposition 5.2. The functions t T}(De_t2D2) and t T”(ﬁe_t2f’2) are Lebesgue integrable on
(0, +00).

Proof. We have
22 v 22 v 42 D2 U Al 2 D2
[TF(De” " P)| < TH(IDle™" ") and  |V(De”" )| < 77(|IDJe™" 7).

. . 22 . . . o
Therefore and since the function x + |z|e™*"*" is rapidly decreasing, we know from Propositions and

that for any ¢ > 0

2(|D|e""P*) < 400 and (| D]e " P%) < +00.
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We also have the formulae

(Dl Py = [ e Td¥(z) and 77(Dle P = [ ae UTdi(x).
Therefore, by Tonelli’s theorem

+oo 00 0o
/ 2(|Dle Pyt = / \/5/ e dt di(z)
1 0 1
= / \/Eefz/ e~ (* -1z dt di(x)
0 1
1 (oo} o0
= 5/ \/Ee_w/ 27V2 (w4 )72 du di (x)
0 0
1 o0

< 5</0 ezdﬁ(x)) </000u1/26“du>

NG

= TT}(eiDQ )
The same proof show that

+oo -
/ 7(|D]e"*P*)dt < +oc.
1

On the other hand, we have

1 1
[ im@e Py < [0 fuathm ol o) amdv(o) e
0 0 JEXT
1
< / / Cdmdv(0)dt
0 JEXT
= Cxvol(V,dm®v) < +oo.
Again, the same proof works as well for the regular trace and the regular von Neumann algebra. O

We are now in position to define the foliated eta invariants.

Definition 5.3. We define the up and down eta invariants of our longitudinal Dirac type operator by the
formulae

N 2 400 N _ 2 “+oo
0, (D) v /0 T (De " PYat  and Y. (D) - /0 7%(De " P dt.

Since the traces on both von Neumann algebras are positive, the two eta invariants are real numbers.

Definition 5.4. The foliated rho invariant associated to the longitudinal Dirac type operator D on the
foliated flat bundle (V,F) is defined as

p"(D; V, F) =i (D) = Noun(D)
with D the lift of D to the monodromy cover.

We are mainly interested in the present paper in the leafwise signature operator D" and its leafwise
lift to the monodromy groupoid D®&". In this case, we can state the following convenient result.
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Lemma 5.5. Denote by A; the Laplace operator on leafwise j-forms. Then the foliated eta invariant of
the operator D¥% on (V, F) is given by

. 1 +o0 2 1 oo 2
nu(Dmgn; V, ]:) - T;_—(*de_t Am—l)dt [ T}/:(d * e—t Am)dt-
VT Jo v Jo

Similar statements hold for the lifted family D",

Proof. This is an immediate consequence of a straightforward leafwise version of the computation made in
[Pl[p. 67-68]. O

5.2 Eta invariants and determinants of paths

We review the notion of determinants of paths, adapting the work of de La Harpe-Skandalis ] to our
context. Recall that M is odd dimensional. For any von Neumann algebra M endowed with a positive
semifinite faithful normal trace 7, we denote by L(M,T) the Schatten space of summable T-measurable

operators in the sense of [2]. Recall that L'(M,7) N M is a two sided *-ideal in M. By Propositions B.17,
we have for any rapidly decreasing Borel function

$(D) = (¥(Do))ser € L' (W) (G; B), ™) "W (G; E)
W(D) = (¥(Dr,))oer € L' (W, (V. F; E), i) "W (V, F; E).

We set D = U|D| and D = U|D]| for the polar decompositions in the corresponding von Neumann algebras.
Then, this decomposition obviously coincides with the leafwise decompositions

D9 = [79|D9| and DL = UL|DL|.

For any 0 € T with L = Ly, we write the spectral decompositions:
~ “+o0 ~ “+o00
| Dy| :/ MES and | Dy :/ NEL.
0 0

As we have already remarked, the collection of partial isometries U = (Up)ger (vesp. U = (Up,)per) as
well as that of spectral projections E\ = (Ef)ger (resp. E) = (Ef")geT), all belong to W(G; E) (resp.
W (V, F; E)).

Proposition 5.6. We have 77(E)) < +00 and T%(E»\) < +00 for any A € R.

Proof. We know that for any A < 0 the operator (|D| — \)~! is 7¥-compact in W (G; E). In the same way,
the operator (|D| —A)~! is T%-compact in W (V, F; E) [Lq]. Hence the spectral projections of (|D| — \)~*
are 7V-finite and the spectral projections of (|D| — A\)~! are 7%-finite. This completes the proof. O

For any ¢ > 0, the ¢t-th singular number of the operator D with respect to the probability measure v is
defined by [2J

je(D) = it {||Dlgll, = 7 = §* € W(G; E) and /T te(My(T — i) M )du(6) < t}.
In the same way, we define

(D) =t (| Dlpl. p =5 =p" € Wi(V.F5E) and | (UL = pr,)M)au(6) < 1)
T
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From Proposition @L we deduce that 0 < (D) = py(|D]) < +oo and 0 < py(D) = (| D]) < 400. The
spectral measure of |D| with respect to the probability measure v is denoted fi, while the spectral measure
of |D| is denoted p. So for D for instance we have

w(B) = / tr(My15(|Dr,|)M,y)dv(8), for any Borel subset B of the spectrum of |D| and
T
f(B) = / tr(M, 15(|Dg|) My )dv(0), for any Borel subset B of the spectrum of |D|.
T

We denote by ZKg reg (resp. ZKg uiv) the subgroup of invertible operators in Wi (G; E) (resp. in

Wx(V,F; E)) which differ from the identity by an element of the ideal (W, (G; E), ") (vesp. KW (V, F; E), 7%)).

The subgroup of bounded operators which differ from the identity by a 7¥-summable (resp. 7%-summable)

operator will be denoted IL}E,mg (resp. IL}EVmV).

Whenever possible we shall refer to both von Neumann algebras W, (G; E) and W (V, F; E)
as M. We shall then use the notation ZK (resp. ZL'!) and denote by 7 the corresponding trace.

Lemma 5.7. The space ZL' (resp. IK) is a subgroup of the group of invertibles GL(M) of the von Neumann
algebra M.

Proof. We only need to check the stability for taking inverses. Let then I + T be an invertible element in
M such that T € LY(M, ) (resp. K(M,7)). Then we can write

(I+T)y ' —I=I+T)'I~I+T)=~I+T) T € L"(M,7) (resp. K(M,7)).
O

Proposition 5.8. Let v : [0,1] — ZK be a continuous path for the uniform norm. For any e > 0, there exists
a continuous piecewise affine path . : [0,1] — ZL' such that for any t € [0,1] we have ||y(t) — Y. (t)| < e.
Moreover, if v(0) and (1) belong to TL*, then we can insure that v.(i) = (i) for i =0, 1.

Proof. Since ~ is continous for the operator norm, we can find § > 0 such that
[t —s] <6 =[v(t) —(s)l < /3.

We subdivide [0,1] into 0 = zp < 21 < -++ < @, = 1 so that |zj41 — ;] < J for any j. On the other hand,
the ideal L'(M,7) N M is dense in K(M,7) for the uniform norm. Therefore, for any j = 0,--- ,n, we can
find ve(z;) € B(v(z;),€/9), the ball centered at vy(z;) with radius €/9, such that ~v.(z;) € ZL'. We then
define a path 7, : [0, 1] — ZL" which is affine on every interval [z, z;1+1] and prescribed by the values v, (z;)
for j =0,---,n. The path 7. is then continuous and differentiable outside the finite set {z;,7 =0, - ,n}.
Moreover, for t € [z}, x;41] we have

[7e(®) = vel@y)Il = £ X Mlve(@jen) = ve(@)l < Mlve(@jan) = ve(@p)ll < [v(wj40) = v(@))l + 2€/9 < 5€/9.

Therefore,
V(&) =@ < [I7(8) = (@)l + [ (25) = velzp)ll + [7e(zs) = @) < €/3 4 €/9+ 5e/9 = €.
O

Definition 5.9. Given a continuous piecewise C* path ~y : [0,1] — ZL' for the L'-norm in M, we define
the determinant w” () by the formula

1
W)= g [ )

When M is W}(G, E) this determinant will be denoted by w”(y) while when M is equal to
W3 (V,F; E) this determinant will be denoted w'% (7).
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We summarize the properties of the determinant in the following
Proposition 5.10. Let v : [0,1] — ZL' be a continuous piecewise C* path for the L*-norm.

1. Assume that
H’Y(t)_IHl <1, fOT any t € [07 1]

Then, for any t € [0, 1] the operator Log(v(t)) is well defined in the von Neumann algebra and we have

1

w’ () = /T [7(Log(v(1))) — m(Log(v(0)))]

2. There exists 0, > 0 such that for any continuous piecewise C* path o : [0,1] — ZL' for the L* norm,
with
la(t) =) < 6y and a(i) =~(i),i = 0,1,

we have w (o) = w” (7).

3. Ifv is a continuous piecewise C* path for the uniform norm, then the determinant w™ (7y) is well defined.
Moreover, w™ () only depends on the homotopy class of v with fized endpoints and with respect to the
uniform norm.

Proof. This proposition is a straightforward extension of the corresponding results in [E] We give a brief
outline of the proof here for the benefit of the reader. It is clear in the first item, since 7 is a positive trace,
that the function ¢ — Log(y(t)) is well defined (using for instance the series) and is a piecewise smooth path.
Moreover, we have

&7 (Log(r(1) = (v (0 2 (1)

This completes the proof of the first item.

Let a be a continuous piecewise C'! path satisfying the assumptions of the second item. We consider the
continuous piecewise C* loop 3 : [0,1] — ZL! given by 8(t) = v(t) 'a(t) which satisfies 5(0) = 3(1) = I.
We have

18() = Iy < Iv@)7H < [y (2) = B

Therefore, with §, = m, we are done using the first item.

The rest of the proof is similar and is omitted. O

Definition 5.11. Let 7 : [0,1] — ZK be a continous path for the uniform norm such that v(0) and (1)
are in IL'. We define the determinant w™ () by w™ () := w™ (), for any continuous piecewise C* path
a:[0,1] = ZL' such that

lat) = 4(0)]h < 8, and ali) = 4(i),i = 0,1.

Remark 5.12. It is clear from the previous proposition that the above definition is well posed.

We now set
2 * .
p(x) == 7/ e ds, Yi(x) = =™ and fi(z) == ze """ for z € R, and any t > 0.
T Jo

Then the function 1 — 44, the derivative ¢} and the function f; are Schwartz class functions for any ¢t > 0.
Using the results of the previous sections, we deduce that the operators I — ¢(Dp,), ¥’ (D) and fi (D)
are A,,-compact operators on the Hilbert module &,,. Moreover, their images under the representations
in the von Neumann algebras W (G; E) and W (V,F; E) are trace class operators. Note also that the
operator 1 (D,,) is invertible with inverse given by —eimP(tDm) 50 1)y (D,) is a smooth path of invertibles
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in ZK 4,, (Em) whose image under 7“9 o .t in Wi, (G; E) is also a smooth path of invertibles in ZLj; .

The same result holds for the image under 7 o x,t in W (V, F; E). We denote by

VE(Dy) = (1 (D) ezo 1= (779 0 X ) (4(Dm))) 1o

and
7 (Dm) = (1Y (Dn))ez0 = (7 0 X5, ) (@t(P))) 1

the resulting smooth paths in the two von Neumann algebras. Using the traces 7 and 7%, we define

Wy (D) = 0" (1°55(Dyn)) and wy (D) 1= W (1™ (D).

reg,e av,e

with 77°&¢(D,,) the path ((77% o X,}l)(l/it(pm)))ii/é and similarly for v*V:¢(D,,)

Theorem 5.13. The following relations hold:

. v _ 1 e . v _ 1 v
lg% wreg,e(Dm) - 57711 (D) and lg% wav,e(Dm) - Qndown(D)

and hence
2pU(D; V7 ]:) = lﬂ[w;/cge(pm) - wu (Dm)]

av,e

Proof. We have by definition and by straightforward computation

d 2 e
reg -1 _reg _ reg 1 . —12p2,
% (D)™ =% (Dm) ("8 o x;nt) (mrDm N )

2iv/m (78 o x ;1) (fe(Dm))

But we know by Proposition that

(77 0 X' ) (fe(Dm)) = (f+(Do))ser,

where (ﬁg)@eT is the I'-invariant Dirac type family. Hence we get

re; — d re; . 2

Y: (Dim) 1@% 8(Dm) = 2iv/7(f:(De))ser,
where this equality holds in the von Neumann algebra W (G; E). Applying the trace 77, integrating over
(0, +00) and dividing by 2im, we obtain

o N S LR 1ot 1, =
liy oy (D) = i —= [ P (FiDo)oen)at = —= [ (Do)t = 3 (D)
The proof of the second equality is similar and one uses the equality
(7™ o x') (fe(Pm)) = (fe(Dr))rev/r,
which is proved in Proposition . O

6 Stability properties of p” for the signature operator

6.1 Leafwise homotopies

Let I, T and M be as in the previous sections. Let V := M xp T be the associated foliated flat bundle.
Assume that M’ is another [-coverings and let T’ be a compact space endowed with a continuous action of
I" by homeomorphisms. We consider M’ x T and the foliated flat bundle V’ := M’ xp T.
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Definition 6.1. Let (V,F) and (V',F') be two foliated spaces. A leafwise map f : (V,F) — (V/,F') is a

continuous map such that
e The image under f of any leaf of (V,F) is contained in a leaf of (V', F').
e The restriction of f to any leaf of (V,F) is a smooth map between smooth leaves.
Remark 6.2. 1. We do not assume, that the leafwise derivatives to all orders of f are also continuous.

2. If V and V' are smooth manifolds and f :V — V' is a differentiable map, then f is a leafwise map if
and only if fo : T(V) — T(V') sends TF to TF'.

Roughly speaking, a leafwise map induces a ”continuous map” between the quotient spaces of leaves.
When the foliations are trivial, a leafwise map f: M x T — M’ x T’ is given by

f(m,0) = (h(m,0),k(0)), (m,0)e M xT,

where k and h are continous and h is smooth with respect to the first variable. In the case of foliated bundles
considered in the present paper, i.e.

V=MxprT and V' =M xpT,

we obtain a leafwise map f : V — V' as a continuous lift of a map ¢ : T/T" — T'/T" which satisfies the
regularity properties of Definition @

An easy example of a leafwise map occurs when f is the quotient of a leafwise map f M xT — M xT'
between the two trivial foliations, which is (T, I")-equivariant with respect to a group homomorphism « :
I' — I'V. We shall get back to this example more explicitely later on. It is easy to construct a leafwise map
between V' and V' which is not the quotient of a (I',T) equivariant leafwise map f . Moreover, if f exists
then it is not unique: indeed, for example, if 6 € Z(I') C I is an element in the center of I, then the leafwise
map f5 := fod* (where 8* : M x T — M x T is the diffeomorphism induced by the action of 6 on the right),
is equivariant with respect to the same homomorphism « : I' — I (because § € Z(T")) and also induces f.

Given a foliated space (V, F) in the sense of [Bf], a subspace W of (V, F) will be called a transversal to the
foliation if for any w € W there exists a distinguished neighborhood U, of w in V' which is homeomorphic
to RP x (U, NW). Then one can show that the intersection of W with any leaf L of (V,F) is a discrete
subspace of L, that is a zero dimensional submanifold of L. Such a transversal is complete if it intersects all
the leaves. In our example of foliated bundle V = M xp T, any fiber of V' — M is a complete transversal
which is in addition compact, and any open subset of such fiber is a transversal.

Definition 6.3. 1. Let (V,F) be a foliated space. Two leafwise maps f,g: (V,F) — (V', F') are leafwise
homotopic if there exists a leafwise map H : (V x [0,1], F x [0,1]) = (V', F') such that H(-,0) = f
and H(-,1) = g.

2. Let (V,F) and (V',F') be two foliated spaces. A leafwise map f : (V,F) — (V',F') is a leafwise
homotopy equivalence, if there exists a leafwise map g : (V',F') — (V, F) such that
e go [ is leafwise homotopic to the identity of (V,F).
e fog is leafwise homotopic to the identity of (V', F').

3. We shall say that the foliations (V,F) and (V', F') are (strongly) leafwise homotopy equivalent if there
exists a leafwise homotopy equivalence from (V,F) to (V', F').

Note that according to the above definition, the homotopies in (2) are supposed to preserve the leaves.

It is a classical fact that two leafwise homotopy equivalent compact foliated spaces (V, F) and (V', F')
have necessarily the same leaves dimension [E] Note also that each leafwise homotopy equivalence sends a
transversal to a transversal.
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Lemma 6.4. A leafwise homotopy equivalence induces a local homeomorphism between transversals to the
foliations.

Proof. See also [E] Let f be the leafwise homotopy equivalence with homotopy inverse g, and denote by
h:[0,1]xV — V the C°" homotopy between g f and the identity. Let w € V. Let W be an open transversal
of (V, F) through w € W. Take a distinguished chart U’ in (V’, ') which is an open neighborhood of f(w)
and which is homeomorphic to D’ x W' for some transversal W’ at f(w). Then one finds an open distinguished
chart U in (V,F) such that f(U) C U’. Reducing W if necessary we can assume that U is homeomorphic
to D x W for some disc D. Now, it is clear that since f is leafwise, it induces a map f : W — W'. By the
same reasonning, we can assume furthermore that g(U’) is contained in a distinguished chart Uy in (V, F),
homeomorphic to D1 x Wi.

The homotopy h induces a continous map h : W — W, and this map (or its reduction to a smaller
domaln) is simply the holonomy of the path ¢ — h(t,w). Hence h is locally invertible and it s clear that
h~1§ is a continuous inverse for f O

When V =M xp T and V' = M’ xp T', a particular case of leafwise homotopy equivalence is given by
the quotient of an equivariant leafwise homotopy equivalence between M x T"and M’ x T'. Recall that a
fiberwise smooth map f: M x T — M’ x T is a continous map which can be written in the form

f(m,0) = (h(1m,0),k(0)), (m,0)eMxT,

with /i smooth with respect to the first variable. If av: I' — I’ is a group homomorphism, then the fiberwise
map f: M x T — M’ x T" is a-equivariant if f((r,0)y) = (f (1, 0))a(y).

In the following definition we extend the action of I' and I on M x T and M’ x T” to M x [0,1] x T and
M’ % [0,1] x T" respectively, by declaring the action trivial on the [0, 1] factor.

Definition 6.5. We shall say that f : (V,F) — (V',F') is_a special homotopy equivalence if there exist
contmuousmapsf M><T—>M’><T’§ M xT — MxT, H: Mx[0,1]xT — MxT, H :
M’ x x [0,1] x T" — M’ x T', and group homomorphisms o : ' —T7, B : TV = T such that:

° f, g, H and H' are fiberwise smooth;
° f is a-equivariant; g is B-equivariant; H is T-equivariant, H' is T’ -equivariant;

e the restriction of H to M x {0} x T (resp. of H' to M’ x {0} x T') is the identity map and the
restriction of H to M x {1} x T (resp. of H' to M’ x {1} x T") is Go f (resp. fo§);

o f:(V,F)—= (V',F') is induced by f : M x T — M’ x T".

If there exists such a special homotopy equivalence, we say that (V, F) and (V', F’) are special homotopy
equivalent.

Lemma 6.6. If the pairs (V,F) and (V',F') are special homotopy equivalent, then they are leafwise homo-
topic equivalent.

Proof. The equivariance of H and H' with respect to « and 8, and the trivial action on the [0, 1] factor,
allows to induce leafwise maps H : V' x [0,1] = V and H' : V' x [0,1] — V' by setting,

H([m,0);t) := [H(m,t,0)] and H'([m',0'];t) := [H'(m/, t,0")].

In the same way the maps f and g induce leafwise maps f and g which are leafwise homotopy equivalences
through the homotopies H and H’. O

Lemma 6.7. If f : (V,F) = (V', F') is a special homotopy equivalence induced by f(im,0) = (h(m, 0), k(0))
as in the previous definition, then o : T' — TV is an isomorphism and k : T — T’ is an equivariant
homeomorphism.
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Proof. Let f and ¢ be equivariant leafwise smooth maps which give a special homotopy equivalence as in
the above definition. We denote by k and &’ the continuous equivariant maps induced by f and g on T and
T’ respectively. So,

k:T—T and k' : T — T.

Since our homotopies send leaves to leaves, the composite maps k' ok and ko k' are identity maps. Moreover,
if a and j are the group homomorphisms corresponding to the equivariance property of f and g respectively,
then the homotopy H satisfies

H((r, t,0)y) = H(m,t,0)(8oa)(y), Vtelo,1].

Therefore, applying this relation to ¢ = 0, we get 8 o a = idp. The same argument gives the relation
ao ff=idp. O

Remark 6.8. As already remaked, easy examples show that the foliations (V, F) and (V', F') can be leafwise
homotopy equivalent with non isomorphic groups I' and T and non homeomorphic spaces T and T'.

6.2 p”(V,F) is metric independent

We fix a continuous leafwise smooth Riemannian metric g on (V| F). g is lifted to a I'-equivariant leafwise
metric § on M x T, see [Bd]. So § = (§(0))scr, where §(0) is a metric on M x {#} and we assume that this
structure is transversely continuous and equivariant with respect to the action of I'. In what follows we shall
refer to the bundle of exterior powers of the cotangent bundle as the Grassmann bundle. Consider the I'-
equivariant vector bundle E over M x T', obtained by pulling back from V' the longitudinal Grassmann bundle
E of the foliation (V, F). Assume for the sake of simplicity of signs that the dimension of M is 4¢ — 1 that
is in the notations of Section E, m = 2{. Consider the associated I'-equivariant family of signature operators
(Dzlgn)ge'f associated with g, as defined in Section . We denote by D*'8" the longitudinal signature operator
on (V, F) associated with the leafwise metric g acting on leafwise 2¢ — 1 forms.

Recall that v is a ['-invariant Borel measure on 7. We have defined in Subsection @ a foliated rho-
invariant p¥(D%#"; V, F). We want to investigate the behavior of p”(D®8"; V, F) under a change of metric
and under a leafwise diffeomorphism. First, we deal with the invariance of p” with respect to a change of
metric. Up to constant, we can replace p”(DSig“; V,F), as it is usual, see [ﬂ] []E], by the p invariant of the
foliation (V, F) defined as:

dt
\/E’

where A and A are the Laplace operators on leafwise 2¢ — 1 forms, associated with the metrics g and g.

T
" (V,F;g) = ﬁ/o [T”(*de A 1Y (xde m}

Proposition 6.9. Let T, M, T, v and (V,F) be as above. Let (Qu)ue[o,l] be a continuous leafwise smooth
one-parameter family of continuous leafwise smooth metrics on (V,F). Then

" (V. F; 90) = 0" (V, F; g1) (23)

Proof. The proof of this proposition in the case where T" is reduced to a point was first given by J. Cheeger
and M. Gromov in [@] The Cheeger-Gromov proof extends to the general case of measured foliations and
in particular to the case of foliated bundles and we proceed to explain the easy modifications needed for
foliated bundles. Let D,, for 0 < u < 1, be the leafwise operator on 2¢ — 1 leafwise differential forms of
(V, F), given by D,, = %, od, where d is the leafwise de Rham operator and x,, is the leafwise Hodge operator
associated with the metric g,. It is easy to see that u T]”_-(Due_m“) is smooth. Since V' is compact, the
elliptic estimates along the leaves are uniform and we have for instance

R(e—er) c DOm(Au)7 Vr >0 and u € [0, 1]'
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Here R denotes the range of an operator and Dom the domain. Therefore, we can follow the steps of the
proof in and deduce the fundamental relation

d dx*

d d*
T (du

(0)de t20) + 2t —71

s (Due ™! = SrE (e

(0)de™*20)).
Using integration by parts, we then deduce

d*

o (0)de™<A0).

A *
Vo / %D, e-mwjg—zf (5 (0)de~A0) — 2 ers(o

Using the normality of the trace 7% and the spectral decomposition in the type Il von Neumann algebra
Wi(V,F; E), we deduce that

—Aloy _
Agxfoozfrf( (0)de=A%0) = 0.

Now, the same estimates are as well valid in the type Il von Neumann algebra W (G; E) with the normal
trace 7¥. Hence, we are reduced to comparing the limits as € — 0 of the difference

2/ers (5 (0)de= ) — 2v/er (2 (0)de).

Replacing the heat operators by corresponding parametrices which are localized near the units V', in the two
groupoids involved, see for instance [@], the limit of the two terms in the above difference is proved to be
the same by classical arguments, which finishes the proof. O

According to the previous Proposition we can now denote by p”(V,F) the signature rho
invariant associated to any metric as before. All the leafwise maps considered in the rest of
the paper are assumed to respect the orientations.

If we are now given a leafwise smooth homeomorphism f : V — V', then we can transport the leafwise
metric g from V to f.g on V’ and form the corresponding signature operator D8"’ along the leaves of
(V',F') and also the T-equivariant signature operator DS/ = (Dsign b )orer corresponding to the lifted
T'-invariant metric. Finally, the I'-invariant measure v on 7', yields a holonomy invariant transverse measure
A(v) on the foliation (V, F). The leafwise diffeomorphism f sends transversals to transversals and allows to
transport the measure A(v) into a holonomy invariant transverse measure f.A(v) on (V', F’). Such a measure
yields by restriction to a fiber a I''-invariant measure v’ on T” so that f,A(r) = A(v'). More precisely, a fiber
v , of the fibration V' — M’ is a transversal to the foliation 7’ and hence the holonomy invariant transverse

measure f«A(v) restricts to a measure on Vy;%. On the other hand, by fixing m( with [mg] = m{ we get an
identification of VA% with the space T”. It is an easy exercise to check that the corresponding mesure on 7"

through this identification is I'V-invariant and that the associated holonomy invariant transverse measure on
the foliation (V', F’) is precisely fiA(v).

Proposition 6.10. With the above notations, we have the following equalities for the eta invariants associ-
ated with the two signature operators D8 and D%&"’;

Miown (D) = (D7) and i, (D7) = i, (D0 ),

Proof. Let us prove, for example, the second equality (the first one will be obtained in a similar way). Let
W be the regular von Neumann algebra associated to (V, F), the vertical Grassmann bundle E and g. Let
7 be the trace defined by g and v and let W’ and 7/ be the corresponding objects, associated to (V’, F'),
f+g and the transported measure v’ under the leafwise diffeomorphism f. The leafwise diffeomorphism f
lifts to a leafwise diffeomorphism f between the monodromy groupoids G' and G’. More precisely, for any
x €V f lifts to a diffeomorphism f, : Gy — G’f(x) which induces, by the pull-back of forms, a unitary
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U, between the spaces of L?*-forms. Recall that the metric on (V’,F’) is f.g. The signature operator on
G’f(w) associated with the metric f.g is easily identified with the push-forward operator under f, that is the

conjugation of the signature operator on G, by the unitary U,. Hence the functional calculus of DSlg“’ )

is also the conjugation of the functional calculus of D;ig“ by U,. So, in particular, for any x € V we have

DE) " exp(—H(D}))?) = U, D3E" exp(—t(DFE"))U; .

Now, by definition of the trace 7/ associated with the image measure 1/, one easily shows that
T/(U ﬁsign exp(_t(ﬁsign)2)U71) _ T(ﬁsign exp(_t(bsign)2))'

Therefore, the f,A(r) measured eta invariant of the G’-invariant family (D&’ )arev as defined by Peric
in [ coincides with the A(r) measured eta invariant of the G-invariant family (Dsig™),cyy. On the other
hand and as we already observed, these measured eta invariants coincide with ours for the I'V-invariant and
T'-invariant families of signature operators on M' xT" and M x T respectively. Hence the proof is complete.

O

Corollary 6.11. Let (V, F,v) and (V',F', V") be two foliated bundles as above and assume that there exists
a leafwise smooth homeomorphism between (V,F) and (V',F') such that f.v =v'. Then

p'(V,F)=p" (V/,F').

Proof. We use the two previous propositions. The first one allows to compute p”(V, F) using any metric g.
Then we apply the same proposition to p/*¥(V’, F') and compute it using the image metric f.g. Finally, the
second proposition allows to finish the proof. O

7 Loops, determinants and Bott periodicity

As before, let A, be the maximal C*-algebra of the groupoid T' x T'; let &,, be the A,,-Hilbert module
considered in the previous sections. Thus &,, is obtained by completlon of the A.-Module C° (M x T, E)
Let D,,, be the regular unbounded A,,-linear operator induced by a I'-equivariant family of Dirac operators.
Let

IKa,, (Em) :={A € Ba,, (En) such that A —1Id € K4, (En) and A is invertible}
Let Q(ZK 4,,(Em)) be the space of homotopy classes of loops in ZK 4, (£,,) which contain the identity
operator. Then, using the inverse of the Bott isomorphism 871 : Q(ZK4,, () — Ko(Ka,, (Em)), the
isomorphism (x;,1)« @ Ko(Ka,, (Em)) = Ko(BE) induced by x,, : BE — Ka,,(Em), and the inverse of the
Morita isomorphism M,, : Ko(A,,) = Ko(BE) of Proposition .10, we obtain an isomorphism

ATKa (En)) 25 KoK, (Em)) 3" Ko(BE) ™M Ko(Am)

We denote by © : Q(ZK 4,, (Em)) — Ko(A,,) the composition of these isomorphisms. Recall the representa-
tions
e BEL WG E); 7 BEL - W3(V,F; E).
Given a morphism « between two C*-algebras, we denote, with obvious abuse of notation, by Qa the
induced map on homotopy classes of loops. We thus obtain maps Qn*®8, Qy.-1, Qr®'; we define

0" UIKA,, (Em)) = UIKW (G E))); o™ QUIK,, (Em)) = UIKW(V, F; E)))
with
0" = Q™ o Oy, b, o™ = Q™ o QL.

Recall, finally, that if £ is a loop in ZLY(W}(V,F; E)), or more generally in ZK(W(V, F; E)), then ¢ has
a well defined determinant w%(¢) € C. Similarly, if ¢ is a loop in ZL'(W;(G; E)), or more generally in
IK(W3(G; E)), then ¢ has a well defined determinant w”(¢) € C.
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Proposition 7.1. The following diagram commutes:

QIZK A, (Em)) —° . Ko(Am)
lo™ b
UIK(V(V,FE)  — .
Similarly, the following diagram commutes:
QT 4, (E10) T KolAn)
Lo b g
QIK(W?(G; E))) w” C.

Proof. Recall that for a C*-algebra A the Bott isomorphism 5 : Ko(A) — K;1(SA) is given by the map
[p] — [(exp(27itp)]; as there will be several C*-algebras involved, we denote this map by 54. We observe
that

Baz © (X' )x = QX' )x © B, (Em) -
Therefore,

Q1™ 0 Bpz © (X' )e 0 Bt () = 1™ 0 Q06w )w © (Bra,, ) © Bk (o))
= Q™o Qxy')s

— o av

On the other hand, by definition of Qn®V,

Qn™ o Bpe = Bwyr(v,FE) © Ty

therefore

v av _ 1 av
wr o Q™ o fgr = Wwx o Prwy(v,FiE)) © T,
v av
= TrOom,
v

- Taw7 *

where 77, is the trace on BE as defined in Subsection P-4 and with the equality w'% o Bic(ws(v,FiE)) = TF

v

proved by direct computation. To finish the proof we simply apply Proposition . O

Definition 7.2. We shall denote by wy, : QZK 4,,(Em)) = C and wye, : ALK 4, (Em)) — C the composi-

tions w” o o™ and w" o o'°® respectively.
We can summarize the previous Proposition by the following two equations

wy, =007 ., W, =007, (24)
Remark 7.3. Definition can be extended to a path in TK 4, (Ep) provided the two extreme points are
mapped by 7 o x,;1 and 7 o x,,! into TV trace class and T% trace class perturbations of the identity
respectively.
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8 On the homotopy invariance of rho on foliated bundles

Before plunging into foliated bundles and the foliated homotopy invariance of the signature rho invariant
defined in Section E, we digress briefly and treat a general orientable measured foliation (V, F). We denote
by A the holonomy invariant transverse measure. We fix a longitudinal riemannian metric on (V, F) and we
denote by D®8" the associated longitudinal signature operator. Let G be the monodromy groupoid associated
to (V,F). Then, as already remarked, Peric has defined in [[fI]] a foliated eta invariant (Dsie)| with Dsien
the lift of D'8" to the monodromy covers, a G-equivariant operator on G. The work of Peric employs the
holonomy groupoid, but is is not difficult to see that his arguments apply to the monodromy groupoid as
well. Ramachandran, on the other hand, has defined in [@] an eta invariant 7" (D%#") using the measurable
groupoid defined by the foliation, as we have already observed. We infer that the definition of foliated
rho invariant is basically present in the literature. It suffices to define p™ (D) := n? (DSig“) — n(Dsien).
Assume now that G% is torsion-free for any x € V, then Connes has defined in [B] a Baum-Connes map
K.(BG) — (C’;‘cg( F)) which factors through a maximal Baum-Connes map with values in the K-theory
of the maximal C*- algebra Ckx (V. F). Here BG is the classifying space of the monodromy groupoid, see
[@], page 126. If (V, F) is equal to the foliated bundle V' = M xr T, then BG is given by the homotopy
quotient ET'x T, with ET equal to the universal space for I" principal bundles. The Baum-Connes conjecture
states that the Baum-Connes map is an isomorphism. We shall make a stronger assumption here, namely
that the mazimal Baum-Connes map is an isomorphism. This is a non trivial assumption and even if it is
known to be satisfied for instance for amenable actions, there are simple examples where it fails to be true.
The general conjecture one would then like to make goes as follows.

Let (V',F’) be another foliation, endowed with a holonomy invariant transverse measure A’ and let f :
(V,F) = (V',F’') be a leafwise measure preserving homotopy equivalence.

Conjecture: If GZ is torsion-free for any x € V and K.(BG) — K.(C}

rax (Vo F)) is an isomorphism,
then pA(Dsign) — pA (Dsign /)

We shall now specialize to foliated bundles. Let T, T and M be as in the previous sections. Let V :=
M xt T and let (V, F) be the associated foliated bundle. We assume the existence of a I-invariant measure
on T let A(v) be the associated holonomy invariant transverse measure on (V,F). Let D = (Dr)rev/r
be a longitudinal Dirac-type operator. Let D = (Dg)geT be the associated I'-equivariant family of Dirac
operators. As already remarked the eta invariant of Peric (with the monodromy groupoid replacing the
holonomy groupoid in Peric’ definition), n*(*) (D)7 is equal to our nup(D). Similarly, the eta invariant of
Ramachandran, n*(")(D), is equal to our 7% (D). Thus the rho invariant p*(*)(D) defined above, is
indeed equal to our rho invariant p¥(D; V, F). Assume now that M’ is the I universal covering of a compact
manifold M’ and let 7" be a compact space endowed with a continuous action of I by homeomorphisms. We
consider M’ x T' and the foliated bundle V' := M’ xp T". Let (V', F') be the associated foliated space. We
assume the existence of a I''-invariant measure v’ on 77 and we let A(v') the associated transverse measure
on (V' F'). Given a measure preserving foliated homotopy equivalence f : V' — V' we can apply the general
conjecture stated in the previous section to the invariants p) (D), pA)(D’) with D and D’ denoting now
the signature operators. We obtain in this way a conjecture about the homotopy invariance of the signature
rho invariant p¥(D;V, F) defined and studied in this paper; we shall deal with the general conjecture on
foliated spaces in a different paper. In the rest of this Section, we shall tackle the homotopy invariance of
rho for the special homotopy equivalences descending from equivariant homotopies f : MxT — M xT' as
described in the previous section.

8.1 The Baum-Connes map for the discrete groupoid 7" x I

In order to tackle the homotopy invariance of our p¥(D®8";V, F) we first need to describe in the most
geometric way the Baum-Connes map relevant to foliated bundles. This subsection is thus devoted to recall
the definition of the Baum-Connes map with coefficients in the I' — C*-algebra C(T') and, more importantly,
to give a very geometric description of it. There are indeed several definitions available in the literature,
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with proofs of their compatibility sometime missing. The differences are all concentrated in the domain
and, consequently, in the definition of the application; the target is always the same, namely K.(C(T) x,.T")
(which is nothing but K.(A,) in our notation). Notice that if 7" is a point, we also have two different
possibilities for the classical Baum-Connes map, depending on whether we consider, on the left hand side,
the Baum-Douglas definition of K-homology or, instead, Kasparov’s definition; although the compatibility
of the two pictures has been assumed for many years, a complete proof only appeared recently, see the paper
[ﬁ] Going back to our more general situation, we begin with the Baum-Connes-Higson definition [E], which
is given is terms of Kasparov KK-theory and the intersection product:

ppon : KF(ED; O(T)) = Ky (C(T) », T) (25)
The group on the left is, by definition,

Jim K(Co(X), C(T)

with the direct limit taken over the directed system of all I'-compact subset of ET'. Similarly, there is a
maximal Baum-Connes-Higson map:

ppen : Kj (ET;C(T)) — K;(C(T) 1, T) (26)

Next, we have the original definition of Baum and Connes [], with the left hand side defined in terms of
Gysin maps:

ppc : KI(T,T) — K;(C(T) x, T) (27)

We are not aware of a published proof of the compatibility of these two maps.

There is a third description of the Baum-Connes map with coefficients in C'(T): consider as set of cycles the
(isomorphism classes of ) pairs (X, E — X xT) where X is a spin, proper I'-manifold and F is a I'-equivariant
vector bundle on X x T ; define the usual Baum-Douglas equivalence relation on these cycles, bordism, direct
sum and bundle modification; we obtain a group that we denote by Kfe"(T x ') with j = dim M mod 2.
The Baum-Connes map in this case is denoted

fise : KE°(T % T) — K;(C(T) %, T) (28)

and is very simply described as the map that associates to [X, E — X x T the index class of the I'-equivariant
family (Dg)ger, with Dy the spin. Dirac operator on X twisted by E‘XX{O}' Also in this case we have a
maximal version of the map:

fixe : KE°(T % T) — K;(C(T) %, T) (29)

Thanks to the Ph.D. thesis of Jeff Raven [iff we know that the two groups K} (ET;C(T)) and K§°°(T % T)
are isomorphic and the two pairs of maps (£3), () and (d), () are compatible; the proof of Raven’s
isomorphism is far from being trivial. Notice that, as in 2], we can consider orientable manifolds instead of
spin. manifolds; thus the set of cycles for this version of Raven’s group is given by pairs (X, E — X xT') with
X an orientable proper riemannian I'-manifold and E a I'-equivariant vector bundle on X x T endowed with
an equivariant Clifford-module structure with respect to C1(7*X). Introduce on these cycles the equivalence
relation given by bordism, direct sum and bundle modification as in [ (Subsection 2.2, pages 59 and
60). The resulting group will be isomorphic to K feo(T x I') and the resulting Baum-Connes map will be
compatible. In the rest of this work we look at the stability properties of our foliated rho-invariant for the
signature operator under a bijectivity hypothesis on the map (@) However, in order to exhibit examples we
do need to use the compatibility between (Rf) and (R9); indeed almost all examples where the Baum-Connes
assumption is satisfied are proved using the Baum-Connes-Higson description.
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8.2 Homotopy invariance of p”(D%%*;V, F) for special homotopy equivalences
We can state the main result of this Section as follows:

Theorem 8.1. Let V := M xp T and V' := M’ xp: T' be two foliated flat bundles, with T and T" discrete
torsion-free groups ﬁ Assume that there exists a special leafwise homotopy equivalence f : (V,F) —
(V',F") and let k : T — T’ be the induced equivariant homeomorphism . Let v' be a I'-invariant measure

on T'; let v := k*V' be the corresponding I'-invariant measure on T'. Assume that the Baum-Connes map
() for the mazimal C*-algebra

fie : KE°(T 1 T) — K. (C(T) Ymax T)

is bijective. Then )
o’ (V,F) = p” (V' F'). (30)

Sketch of the proof. We follow the method of Keswani, see [2d], [Bd] and R§. We simply denote the
relevant signature operators by D" = (D7) previ /7, D' = (D})oer, D, and D = (Dr)rev)F, D = (Dg)ger,
Dy We shall first assume that T'= 7" and I" = I". Consider, with obvious notation, the trivial I'-equivariant
fibration (M’ LI—M) x T — T as well as the foliated space (X, F“), with X := V' (=V) and F" induced by
F and F'. The longitudinal Grassmann bundles on V' and —V define a longitudinally smooth bundle H over
the foliated space X. Let H be the equivariant vector bundle on (M "U—M) xT — T obtained by pulling
back the bundle H. All the constructions explained in the previous sections extend to (M "U—-M YXT =T
and H as well as to (X, F”) and H. More precisely, we treat (M’ L —M) x {6} as the leaf of the product
foliation even if it is not connected and we consider the induced lamination F~. So the leaves are not
connected for us. Clearly, we can define the C*-algebra B as the completion of the convolution algebra of
compactly supported continuous sections over the corresponding monodromy groupoid G", with respect to
the direct sum of the regular representations in L2(M’, E') & L?(M, E). Note that G" can be identified with
the space
GY = [(M'U—M) x (M'u—M) x T)/T.

The reader should note that B is different from the C*-algebra of the monodromy groupoid of the disjoint
union of the two foliations (V/, F’) and (V,F), and that B is Morita equivalent to the C*-algebra A,,.
Indeed, we then have a well defined A,,-Hilbert module H,, (this is nothing but &/, & &,,) as well as an
isomorphism y, : BE — K 4, (M) constructed in the same way as in the previous sections. Now, there are
again representations

w8 = (1 )oer : Bip — Wi(GY H), 7™ = (7§ )oer : Bpy — W (X, F2 H).

Here, the von Neumann algebras Wi (G"; H) and Wi (X, FY; H) are defined using v-essentially bounded
families over T' as in the previous sections, except that the operators act on the direct sums of the Hilbert
spaces. Said differently, we are again simply allowing disconnceted leaves. Finally, the previous constructions
of traces and determinants on foliations, work as well for these two von Neumann algebras. So, extending
obviously the constructions of Section ﬂ, using the composition operation of Hilbert modules, we can consider
determinants

Wrog : UIK A, (Hm)) = C,  wy, : QZIKa,, (Hm)) = C
Following the notation of Subsection .9, consider the path in ZK4,, (H)

We i= (64(Dl) & (tn(Dy)) 1) 22

Consider wy, (W) and wy, (We) (one can easily show that the determinants of these paths are indeed well

defined, see Remark E) The proof proceeds along the following steps:

4The assumption on I' and I can be replaced by the weaker assumption that the isotropy groups are torsion-free, as can be
checked in the proof.
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e we connect Y (D)) & (Ye(Dy,)) ™! to the identity using the small time path ST.. This step is based on
the injectivity of the Baum-Connes map and on the homotopy invariance of the signature index class;

e we connect ¥y ,.(D;,) © (wl/E(Dm))*l to the identity via the large time path LT /.. This step is based
on the surjectivity of the Baum-Connes map, on the foliated homotopy invariance of the space of
leafwise harmonic forms and on the homotopy invarance of the signature index class;

e we obtain in this way a loop £ in ZK 4,, (H,), i.e. an element of Q(ZK 4,, (Hm));

e we prove that wy,(LTy /) and wg, (LT} /) are well defined and that

reg

W (LTyy) = 0 and  wy, (LTy)) =0 as €] 0 (31)

e we prove that wi,(ST,) and w5, (ST.) are well defined and

reg

(Wreg

(ST.) — w5 (ST.)) =0 as €0 (32)

Now consider the map O : Q(ZK 4, (Hm)) = Ko(A,). By the surjectivity of the Baum-Connes map one
proves, using ©, the following fundamental equality:

wie, (0) —w (0) =0 (33)
which means that
(Wreg (We) — Way We)) + (Wrog (LT1/e) — Way (LT /) + (Wreg (STe) — wiy (STe)) = 0
Taking the limit as e | 0, using (B)), (B2) and recalling that

lisn(wity (W) = wi, (W) = g (D¥3 V!, F) = (D55 V. )

€

we end the proof in the particular case T = T’ and I' = I'. In the general case we know that, since we
have assumed the special homotopy equivalence, T' and T’ are homeomorphic and that the two groups are
isomorphic. Therefore, the above proof can be adapted easily.

9 Proof of the homotopy invariance for special homotopy equiva-
lences: details

We shall now provide more details for the proof of Theorem @; most of our work in the previous sections
will go into the proof. We shall work under the additional assumption that T'=T" and I" =T".

9.1 Consequences of surjectivity I: equality of determinants

The following Proposition will play a crucial role in our analysis. Recall that we have defined traces 7, , :
Ko(Ay) = Cand 77, , : Ko(Ay,) — C; where in our notation A,, := C(T') X, T.

av,*
Proposition 9.1. Assume the Baum-Connes map ji : K§°(T x T') = Ko(C(T') %, I') surjective; then

Txf/cg,* = Tel;v,*
Proof. Each K-theory class a € Ko(C(T') x,, I') is, by the surjectivity of 1, the index class associated to a
I'-equivariant family of Dirac-type operators on manifolds without boundary. Using formula @) (which is
a consequence of the analogue of Atiyah’s index theorem on coverings and Calderon’s formula), we end the

proof. O
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Proposition 9.2. If the Baum-Connes map piy : K§°(T x T) — Ko(C(T) %, I') is surjective, then wY,

and wy,, coincide on QUZK 4,, (Em))-

Proof. Recall that wy, : QZK4,,(Em)) — C and wy,, @ QUIK4,,(Em)) — C are defined by passing to
the respective Von Neumann algebras and then taking the de La Harpe - Skandalis determinant there (see
Definition [7.9): in formulae

o eg
Wy (=W 00", Wi, 1= =w" oo

Using the commutative diagram of Proposition @, as summarized in formula (@), and the equality of traces
on Ky given by Proposition @, we immediately conclude the proof. O

Corollary 9.3. Let V = M xp T and V' = M’ xp T be two homotopy equivalent foliated bundles as in
the previous subsection, i.e. through a special homotopy equivalence. Let H, = =& & &y be the A,,-Hilbert
module associated to the disjoint union of M’ x T and —(M x T). Let £ be a loop in QTK ., (Hm)).
If the Baum-Connes map [y is surjective, then

w (0) = w!

av

reg(0) (34)
If we consider, in particular, the loop ¢ € QZK 4,, (Hym)) defined in the sketch of the proof of Theorem
B.1], then we have justified formula (B3).

9.2 Consequences of surjectivity II: the large time path

Let V.= M xp T and V! = M’ xp T be two homotopy equivalent foliated bundles as in the previous
subsection, i.e. through a special homotopy equivalence with I' = TV and T" = T’. We consider the Cayley
transforms of the regular operators D, : &, — &y and D), - E/ — &)

U := (D, —ild)(D,, +ild)~, U := (D, —ild)(D., +ild)~*

Let f M xT — M’ x T be a fiberwise smooth equivariant map inducing the special homotopy equivalence
between (V, F) and (V’, F'); let g and § choices for the homotopy inverses of f and f, with § : M'xT — MxT
inducing g. Following [RJ] (Section 3) one can construct a path of unitaries in H,, = &, ®En, V(1),t € [0,2],
connecting U’ U = V(O) to the identity Idy,, = V(2). The path V(t),t € [0,2] (which is denoted W (t)
in [@]) is obtained by defining a perturbation o(t) of the grading operator defining the signature operator;
the definition of o(¢), which is really due to Higson and Roe, employs the pull back operator defined by the
homotopy equivalence § (precomposed and composed respectively with an extension to &, and &/, of the
smoothing operators (¢(Dg))oer ((b(D(’,))geT, ¢ being a rapidly decreasing smooth function with compactly
supported Fourier transform). We omit the actual definition of V(¢) since it is somewhat lengthy and refer
instead to [RJ], pages 968-969.

Recall that our goal is to construct a path connecting 1 ,.(D},)) ® (¥1/¢(Dm))) ", (where 1q(z) =
- exp(m% I e~ du), to the identity on H,,

To this end, notice that the Cayley transform of the operator D,, can be expressed as — exp(imx(Dp,)),
with my(z) = 2arctan(z). Recall, from [@, that a chopping function is an odd continuous function p:R—
C such that |p(z)| <1 and lim, 100 p(z) = £1; both x(z) := 2 arctan(z) and ¢(z) = f NG e~ du are
chopping functions. Two chopping functions p; and ps can be homotoped one to the other via the straight
line homotopy ks = (1 — s)u1 + spa. Thus U’ UL, which is equal to — exp(imx(D.,)) & — exp(—imx(Dm)),
can be joined to

—exp(imo(D})) © —expl-ind(Dn) . olo) = | e du

via the path K(s) := —exp(inks(D},)) ® — exp(—iwks(Dy,)). We denote by LT the concatenation of K(s)
and V(t); LT is a path joining —exp(inp(D,,)) & —exp(—ind(Dy,)), with ¢(x) f fo e du, to the
identity.



Index, eta and rho invariants on foliated bundles 53

Definition 9.4. Let € > 0 be fized. The large time path LT} ;. is the path obtained from the above construction
but with the operators Dy, and D), replaced by %Dm and %D;n respectively. The large time path connects

2 [T,
V1/e(Dh) @ (U1,e(D))) ™", with 4y c(z) = —exp (W(ﬁ/o e du)) ,

to the identity.

For later use, we notice that

, : 2 [ e
Y1/ = —exp(ingy ), with  ¢y/(x) = ﬁ/ e "“du. (35)
0

For each fixed € > 0 LT, is a path in ZK 4,, (Hm) (we recall that this is the group consisting of the

operators A € B4, (Hm) such that A —1Id € K4,, (Hm) and A is invertible). In order to show this property
we first recall that at the end of Subsection @, Sobolev modules &(,f) were introduced and the compactness
of the inclusion & — & ), ¢ > k was stated. Observe then that if y is any chopping function with the
property that x’' ~ 1/x? as |z| — oo, then, using the compactness of the inclusion of the Sobolev module
&Y into &,,, one proves easily that —exp(imx(Dm) € ZK4,, (Hm). Notice now that both 2 arctan(z) and

= e du satisty this condition; thus LT} ). € ZK 4,,.

9.3 The determinants of the large time path

Recall the isomorphism y, : BE — K4, (Hm), and the representations
7 B s WXGY H); 7™ BE - WHX,FY H), with X =V U (=V)

Proceeding as in Section [}, we can use x;,! and 7€ in order to define a path o*°® (LT ) in ZK(W,;(GY; H)). The
end-points of this path are 7% trace class perturbations of the identity; thus, see Remark @, the determinant
w” (0*8(LT .)) is well defined and we can set

U};/Cg(LTl/E) = ’U}U(O'reg(LTl/e)) .
Similarly,
Wl (LT ) = who (™ (LTy/0)

is well defined (and we recall that F" is the foliation induced on X = V' U (=V) by the foliations F and F’
on V and V).

Proposition 9.5. As e | 0 we have
w (LTl/E) — 0, w;v(LTl/e) — 0 (36)

reg

Proof. Fix € > 0 and recall that LT}, is the composition of two paths: the path V; /., connecting

1 1 2
—exp(irx(=D.,)) ® —exp(—inx(=Dy,)) (with x(z) = = arctan(x)) to Idy,, ,
€ € T
and the straight line path K1 /, connecting ¢1 /¢(D},))®(¥1/¢(Dm))) ~* to — exp(inx (1D}, ))®— exp(—imx (1 Dp)).
Consider ¢"°¢(LT} /) in ZIC(W (G"; H)); for the signature family P associated to M’ LI (=M) x T — T
denote by II := (IT)per the element in W*(GY; H) defined by the family of orthogonal projections onto the
null space. Then, proceeding as in Keswani [@], one can show that 0"8(LTy,.) converges strongly to the
path o
- T+ 10, te[-1,3/2]
o (t) = - ’ 37
Voo (1) { —e(OIL+11+, te(3/2,2] (37)
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with

e(t) = - (eXp%m't) 0 )

exp(—2mit)

More precisely: o"°¢(K;,.) converges strongly to the constant path II + II', whereas o™&(V, se) (is ho-
motopic, with fixed end-points, to a path that) converges strongly to f)oo(t). Similarly, if we denote by
Me WxX,F“;H), X =V'U(-V), the projection onto the null space of the longitudinal signature opera-
tor on X, then 0™ (LT} ,.) converges strongly to the path

[ STI+T, te[-1,3/2]
Veolt) = { —e(OI+11+, te(3/2,2] (38)
We can now end the proof ﬁ Recall the function ¢y /c(z) := % foz/e e*“Zdu, see formula (@), consider

the function a(z) equal to zero for z = 0, equal to 1 for z > 0 and equal to —1 for x < 0; let @,/ (t) =
(1 —t)¢1/e + ta be the straight-line path joining ¢/, to o; consider the path

Xl/é(t) = exp(iﬂ—wl/e(t)(f)l) D - exp(_iﬂ—wl/e(t)(D)) :

We notice for later use that as e — 0, ¢/, converges pointwise to «; using once again the spectral theorem
for unbounded operators this means that, in the strong topology,

d1/0(P) — a(P) as €0 (39)

where we recall that P denotes the signature family on (M’LI(—M))xT — T. We go back to the path X1/6(1),
which is a path in W (GY; H) joining 0" (¢1/c(D},)) ® (¢1/¢(Dm))) ™) i ¢1/e(D) ® (¢1/¢(D))) ™", to
the constant path —II+1II+. Consider the loop 71/¢ in W*(G"; H) obtained by the concatenation of Xi/e(t),
fioo(t) and the reverse of 0*°¢(LT}.); by the above results the loop ;. is strongly null homotopic, thus its
determinant is equal to zero. Summarizing:

w” (0" (LT1)e)) = "’ (Veo) + w” (X1/c)

which can be rewritten as

wllr,eg(LTl/e) = wU(VOO) + wV(Xl/e)

Computing
= 0, te|-1,3/2
V (t)%M: 105 0/]~
> dt (2m')<0 _Id)n, t € [3/2,2]

and recalling that the von Neumann dimension of the null space of the signature operator is a foliated
homotopy invariant, see [@], we deduce that w”(Va(t)) = 0. Thus the first part of the Proposition will
follow from the following result:

w”’(Xy) — 0 as  €]0.

However, this is clear from (@) and the normality of the trace, given that, by direct computation,
“(X10) = 57 (61/(P) — a(P))
= — -«
w 1/e 27”;7- 1/e

Essentially the same argument, using the strong convergence of 0 (LT} /) to Voo (see (BY)), shows that
wy (LT /e) — 0.
O

5Notice that the proof given by Keswani for coverings is not totally correct; the argument given here corrects the mistakes
there.
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9.4 Consequences of injectivity: the small time path
So far, we have connected the t = 1/e endpoint of the path

We = (4(Dp) @ (D)) )= in K, (Hon)

to the identity using the large time path LTj,.. We also showed that

li_r)%(w;/cg(LTl/e) - wZV(LTl/e)) =0.
We now wish to close up the concatenation of W, and LT} /. to a loop based at the identity. This step will
be achieved through the small time path ST, a path in ZK 4, (H,,) connecting the ¢ = ¢ end point of W,
to the identity. We shall want to ensure once again that

lim (wyeg (STe) — wy, (STe)) = 0. (40)
e—0
The existence of a path connecting (¥¢(D},) ® (e(Dp)) ™) to the identity is in fact not difficult and follows
from the proof of the Hilsum-Skandalis theorem; what is more delicate is the construction of a path satisfying
the crucial property (@) It is here that the injectivity of the Baum-Connes map is used.

Let V.= M xpr T and V! = M’ xp T be two homotopy equivalent foliated bundles as in the previous
subsections, with M and M’ orientable. We fix leafwise T-equivariant metrics on M x T and M’ x T.
We denote by D = (Dy), D = (Dp) rev/Fr and Dy, respectively the I'-equivariant signature family, the
longitudinal signature operator on (V, F) and the A,,-linear signature operator on the A,,-Hilbert module
&,,; we fix similar notations for V/ = M’ xp T and we let as usual H,, = & @ Em. We denote by A and A’
the vertical Grassmann bundles on M x T and M’ x T respectively. Consider the index classes Ind(D,,),
Ind(D.,), two elements in K;(A,,). By the foliated homotopy invariance of the signature index class we
know that Ind(D,,) = Ind(D},). On the other hand, using the very definition of the Baum-Connes map i,
we have Ind(D,,) = pux[M,A — M x T] and Ind(D,,) = px[M’', A’ — M’ x T}, so that, by the assumed
injectivity of u, we infer that

[M,A— M xT)=[M' AN - M xT] in K¥(TxT). (41)

This is the information we want to use. Before stating the main result of this subsection we give a convenient
definition.

Definition 9.6. We shall say that a chopping function x is controlled if
e the derivative of x is a Schwartz function;
e the Fourier transform of x is supported in [—1,1] f|;
o the functions x*> — 1 and x(x*® — 1) are Schwartz and their Fourier transform is supported in [—1,1].
For the existence of such a function, see [B.

Theorem 9.7. If [M,A — M xT) = [M', A — M’ xT) in K¥°(T xT) then there exist a I'-proper manifold

-~

Y, a longitudinally smooth T'-equivariant vector bundle L — Y x T and a continuous s-path of I -equivariant
families on'Y

B := (Bsyg)geT S € (0, 1)
such that

6Notice that it is impossible to have, as required in @], that ¥ is smooth and compactly supported (since, otherwise, x
itself , which is the Fourier transform of x, would be rapidly decreasing and thus not a chopping function)
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1. for each s € (0,1) and 0 € T, (Bsy) is a first order elliptic differential operator on'Y acting on the
sections of Ll 19

2. the A, -Hilbert bundle L, obtained by completing C(Y x T, E) contains E!, B Ey as an orthocomple-
mented submodule; thus there is an orthogonal decomposition L, = (€. @® &) ® (E], ® Em)*

3. for any controlled chopping function x the path —exp(imx(Bs)) is norm continuous in the space of
bounded operators in L, (here, for s € (0,1), Bs denotes the regular A,,-linear operator defined by the

Jamily (Bs)oct);

4. we have, in norm topology,

lim (= exp(imx(B,))) = ldg,
lim (= exp(imx(Bs))) = (= exp(imx(Dy,)) & — exp(—imx(Dm)) ©1d 1

with 1d,  denoting the identity on (!, © Ey,)* .
5. —exp(inx(Bs)) € IK 4,,

Proof. Tt [M,A — M x T] = [M’,N’ — M’ x T] in K¥°(T x T), then we know that we can pass from
(M,A — M x T) to (M', A" — M’ x T) through a finite number of equivalences. The most delicate one is
bordism, so we assume directly that we have a manifold X endowed with a proper action of I', a I'-equivariant
bundle H on X x T', a proper I'-manifold with boundary Z’ and an equivariant vector bundle F’ on Z’ x T
such that the boundary of Z’ is equal to X and F’ restricted to 0Z’ x T is equal to H. Consider the manifold
with cylindrical ends, Z, obtained attaching to Z’ a cylinder [0, 00) X X; consider the cylinder W = X x R;
these are proper I' manifolds if we extend the action to be trivial in the cylindrical direction; extend bundles
to the cylindrical parts in the obvious way. The I" manifold ¥ appearing in the statement of the Theorem
is the disjoint union of Z, —Z and W, as in [@] The bundle L is given in terms of H and its extension
to the cylindrical parts. The equivariant families B,, s € (0,1), appearing in the statement of the Theorem
are explicitly defined (in see: the last displayed formula page 70; the last displayed formula page 72; the
second displayed formula page 76 and the first displayed formula page 77). We shall see an example in a
moment. The common feature of these operators is that they are Dirac-type on all of Y but look like an
harmonic oscillator along the cylindrical ends. Since we have extended the action in a trivial way to the
R-direction of the cylindrical ends we can decompose the Hilbert module defined on the cylinder (X xR) x T
as En(X) @c L*(R); using the spectral decomposition of the harmonic oscillator we see, as in [, that
there is an orthogonal decomposition of Hilbert modules &,,(X x R) = (&,(X x R))' &+ (&,(X x R))” with
(Em(X x R)) equal to the tensor product of &,,(X) with the 1-dimensional space generated by the kernel
of the harmonic oscillator and (&,,(X x R))” equal to the tensor product of &, (X) with the orthogonal
space to this kernel in L?(R). In particular, (£,(X x R)) =~ &,(X), so that the Hilbert module L,,
obtained completing C2:0(Y x T, H) does contain &,,(X) as an orthocomplemented submodule. Regarding
the statements involving the continuity and limiting properties of — exp(iwB;): we shall treat only the first
of the four steps proving Theorem 5.1.10 in [ Thus Y is the cylinder X x R and

- 0 DX 1 xr 8w .
B, = (Dx 0 >+¥ (—t% _x) with ¢ € (0,1].

The operator B; restricted to (&, (X x R))" is precisely ( 0 Dx

; let us consider B; restricted to the
Dx 0

orthocomplement (&,,(X x R))” and denote it C¢, so that

(0 Dy
a- (2 ™)ee
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We can prove the norm-resolvent continuity of C; (this notion extends to the C*-algebraic framework) exactly
as in [Rg); we also obtain that f(C;) goes to 0 in norm as ¢ — 0 for any rapidly decreasing function f. Using
the fact that x? — Id is indeed rapidly decreasing we see that y2(C;) — Id goes to zero in norm as t — 0. A
similar statement holds for x(C:)(x?(C;) — Id). Then, writing as in [2J]

—exp(imz) = h(7?(1 — 22)) + (inz)g(72(1 — 2?))

with h and g entire, we prove that —exp(imx(C;)) converges in norm to the identity on (&, (X x R))”, so
that — exp(imx(B;)) converges to (two copies of) —exp(inDx) @ Idy as t — 0. Of course, it is not true in
this case that —exp(imyx(B;)) converges to the identity as ¢ — 1 but the idea is that there will be further
paths of operators in ZK 4,, with the property that their concatenation will produce the desired path, joining
—exp(itDx) @ 1d, to the identity up to stabilization. For the bordism relation these paths are obtained by
adapting to our context, as we have done above, the remaining three paths appearing in the treatment of the
bordism relation in [@]; see in particular the Subsections 5.1.2, 5.1.3, 5.1.4 there. Finally, let us comment
about cycles that are equivalent through a bundle modification. We are thus considering, in general,

(X,E—>XxT)~(X,E - X'xT)=(X,E— X xT)

where, as explained for example in [@], Xisa sphere bundle %" — X 5 X and E is the tensor product
of (7 x Id7)*(E) and a certain bundle V built out of the Grassmann bundle of X; V is defined originally on
X and then extended trivially on all of X x T. Consider the two T-families of Dirac-type operators defined
by the equivariant Clifford modules F — X x T and E’ — X’ x T respectively and denote them briefly by
P = (Py)ger and P’ = (P})per (for this argument we thus forget about the tilde). Let &,, and &/, be the
two Hilbert modules associated to these data and let P and P’ be the regular operators defined by the two
families above. Then we want to show that there exist

e an orthogonal decomposition of Hilbert modules &/ = &, ® &

a continuous s-path of I'-equivariant first order differential operators R := (Rs0)oecr, s € [0,2), on X
with Ry = P’ and with regular extensions R, s € [0, 2);

e for any controlled chopping function x the path —exp(imx(Rs)) is norm continuous in the space of
bounded operators in &/,

o (—exp(inx(Rs))) — (—exp(inx(P))) @ Id, as s — 2

The existence of the s-path Ry := (R ¢)secr, s € [0,2), is proved following the arguments in [Pg], Subsection
5.2: thus we write P’ = P° + P! + Z° where for each § € T, P} is a vertical operator on the fiber bundle
s X 5 X, P} is a horizontal operator defined in terms of Py and Z§ is a 0-th order operator. Define
Ry, for s € [0,1] as Ry := P° + P' + (1 — 5)Z° so that Ry = P’ as required. Next observe, as in [pg,
that for each 6 € T the vertical operator P, has a one-dimensional kernel, when restricted to each sphere
of the sphere bundle S?" — XX ; using the orthogonal projection onto the null space of these operators
on spheres we obtain an orthogonal decomposition £/ = U @& U+ with U isomorphic to &,. We can now
define R, for s € [1,2); consider Ry and its extension to £/, which is diagonal with respect to the orthogonal
decomposition. The restriction of Ry to U is, by definition, P°, given that P! is zero on U; using the
isomorphism between U and &,,, P° can be connected to P, since they differ by the extension of a 0-th order
operator Z; (it will suffice to consider P°+ (s —1)Z1, s € [1,2]). For the restriction of Ry = P! + P to U+
we consider instead the open path PY + 2—;731, s € [1,2); summarizing, we have defined a continuous s-path
of regular operators R, s € [0,2). Using the fact that (P')? is strictly positive on U one can prove the
stated continuity properties, as well as the crucial fact that (— exp(imx(Rs))) — (—exp(imx(P))) ®Idy as
s — 2.

Putting together the above two constructions, the one for the bordism relation and the one for the bundle
modification relation, one can end the proof of the first four items in the statement of the Theorem. We
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finally tackle the property that —exp(imx(Bs)) € ZK4,,. From the fact that x is controlled, it suffices to
show that f(Bs) is in K4, if f is rapidly decreasing; let us see this property for the case of the cylinder
considered above. With respect to the above decomposition,

18 =1((p, T e s,

and it suffices to see that f(C;) is compact. Write f(Ct) = (f(C:)(CH)™) o (C?)~", where we recall that C? is
positive; since f is rapidly decreasing the first operator is bounded; thus we are left with the task of proving
that (C2)~% is compact. Recall that C? is the restriction to (€,,(X x R))” of (D? ® Idaxa + t~2X?2), with

X = (_% ?mx) Write (C2)~% in terms of the heat kernel, using the inverse Mellin transform:

ﬁ/ exp(—th)tN_ldt
— 'Jo

Observe that the heat kernel of (D? ® Idaxa + t~2X?) decouples. Using again the invertibility of C?, the
properties of the heat kernel of D? and, more importantly, of the heat kernel of the harmonic oscillator, it is
not difficult to end the proof.

e -

O

Let xe(x) := x(ex). Then, up to a harmless stabilization, the above theorem allows us to connect
(—exp(imxe(Dy,)) ® —exp(—imxc(Dy)) to the identity; we denote by 7 € ZK4,,, 7 = (7i(5))sejo,1) the
resulting path. Recall, however, that our goal is rather to connect (— exp(imgc(D.,)) & — exp(—inde(Dim))
to the identity, with ¢.(x) = % fOE ® e~ du. Take the linear homotopy between the two chopping functions
x and ¢ and consider

M(t) ==t (x(eD},,) & —x(€Dm)) + (1 — t) ($(eD;,) & —(eD1))
Consider the path
V3(t) = — exp(imM(t)).

Definition 9.8. The small time path ST, is the path obtained by the concatenation of v and ~5. ST¢ is a
path in K 4, and connects (D, (Ve (D))t = (— exp(inge(DL,)) © — exp(—inde(Dyn)) to the identity.

9.5 The determinants of the small time path

Let (X,F), X = Z xp T, be a foliated bundle as in the proof of Theorem @; let L be a continuous
longitudinally smooth vector bundle on X as in Theorem @ . Let L,, be the associated Hilbert A,,-
module. Let BL be the maximal C*-algebra associated to the groupoid G# := (Z x Z x T)/T. Recall the
isomorphism ., : BE — K4, (L), and the representations

78 BE WX (GZL); 7 BL - WX, F;L).

Proceeding as in Section [, we can use ;' and 72 in order to define a path 0™°(ST.) in ZK.(W(GZ; L)).
The end-points of this path are 7 trace class perturbations of the identity; thus, see Remark E, the
determinant w” (07°8(ST,)) is well defined and we can set

Wyog (STe) 1= w” (0" (ST,)) .

Similarly,
Woy (STe) i= wir (0™ (ST))

is well defined. The goal of this subsection is to indicate a proof of the following
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Theorem 9.9. As e | 0 we have
Wyog (STe) — Wy (STe) — 0. (42)

Proof. To simplify the notation we shall assume that the injectivity radius of (Mg, Jo) is greater or equal to
1 for each 6 € T'; we also assume that for each 6 € T the distance between m and m ~ is greater than 1 for
each m € My and for each v € I'(0), v # e. We begin by a few preliminary remarks. Recall that ST is the
concatenation of two paths: 7§ and 5. Using the fundamental Proposition we observe that

"¢ (1 (1)) = 0" (= exp(imx(By)) = — exp(imx(By))

and
o™ (71(t)) = o™ (—exp(inx(B;)) = — exp(imx(By))

with By = ((Bt)r)Lex/F the longitudinal differential operator induced by the I'-equivariant family B;. (Once
again, here and before the statement of Theorem @ we are using a slight extension of the results proved
in Section E, allowing for manifolds with cylindrical ends and operators that are modeled like harmonic
oscillators along the ends). Similarly, up to a harmless stabilization by Id; (that will in any case disappear
after taking determinants), we can write

0" (5(0)) = —expin (tx(eP) + (1= )0(eP)) , 0™ (35(t) = — expin (tx(eP) + (1 — )(eP))

where P and P are the signature operators on (M’ U (=M)) x T — T and on (X := V' U (=V), FY)
respectively (this is the notation we had introduced in the subsection on the large time path). One can prove
that for j = 1,2 the paths 0™(75) and o*(v5) are all made of trace class perturbations of the identity;
moreover, the determinants of these two paths are well defined individually and without the regularizing
procedure explained in Proposition @ We shall justify this claim in a moment. This property granted, we
can break the proof of ([Id) into two distinct statements:

wrucg (’Yf) - w;v (’ﬁ) — 0. (43)

Wreg(72) = Way (12) — 0. (44)

We now tackle (@) which is slightly easier since it involves exclusively operators on manifolds without
boundary.

First we observe that to each operator Py and P, we can apply the results of [, [@] In particular, using
the properties of y, which is of controlled type, and ¢ we have:

1. X(Pg) and x(Pr,), are given by 0-th order pseudodifferential operators with Schwartz kernel localized in
an uniform R-neighbourhood of the diagonal (remember that the Fourier transform of x is compactly
supported); we shall assume without loss of generality that R = 1;

2. ¢(Py) and ¢(Pr) are each one the sum of a 0-th order pseudodifferential operators with Schwartz kernel
localized in an uniform R = 1-neighbourhood of the diagonal and of an integral operator with smooth
kernel;

3. if X denotes the linear chopping function equal to sign(z) for [x| > 1 and equal to z for [z| < 1 then
(x(Py) = X(Py))oer and (¢(Py) — X(Po))ocT are TV trace class elements given by longitudinally smooth
kernels (indeed, the differences x — x and ¢ — x are rapidly decreasing);

4. similarly, (x(Pr) — X(Pr))rex/rv and (¢(Pr) — X(PrL))rex/Fu are T, trace class elements given by
longitudinally smooth kernels;

5. consequently, (x(Py) — ¢(Ps))ger and (x(Pr) — @(PL))Lex/Fu are both trace class elements given by
longitudinally smooth kernels; indeed it suffices to write (x(Py) — ¢(Pp))oer = (x(Py) — X(Ps))ger +
(X(Pp) — &(Fy))oer
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Notice that these properties imply easily the claim we have made about the determinants of 0°¢(y§) and
o™ (~5). We go back to our goal, i.e. proving ([[4). We observe that since 5 is defined in terms of a linear
homotopy, we have, by direct computation,

wlg(05) = —57 (XeP) ~ 6(eP))  wly(45) = —57h (X(eP) — 6(cP))
Write

™ (x(eP) = 6(eP)) = 7 ((\(eP) = (#(eP).) = (#(eP) = (4(eP).))

with (¢(eP)). a compression of ¢(eP) to a T-equivariant e-neighbourhood of {(in,m,6),7m € M, € T} in
M x M x T. Both (x(eP) — (¢(eP)).) and (¢(eP) — (¢(eP)).) are individually 7 trace class: indeed the
first term is the e-compression of a longitudinally smooth kernel (since x(eP) is already e-local) and it is
therefore 7 trace class; the second term can be written as the sum (¢(eP) — x(eP)) + (x(eP) — (¢(eP)))
and both terms are trace class; thus

™ (}(eP) = 6(eP)) = 7 () = (@(eP))) = 7" (9(eP) = (9(cP)). )

A similar expression can be written for 77, (x(eP) — ¢(eP)). Consider now the difference wy,, (v5) —wy, (75)
which is the sum

(7 (x(eP) = 6(eP))e) = Thu(x(eP) = 9(eP))e) ) + (7 (6(eP) = (eP)).) = 75 (9(eP) = B(eP)).) ) - (45)

As already remarked the two differences x(eP) — (¢(eP)). and x(eP) — (¢(eP))c are given by longitudinally
smooth kernel which are supported in an e-neighbourhood of the diagonal. Proceeding as in the proof of
Proposition [£4 we shall now prove that 7V (x(eP) — ¢(eP).) — 7%, (x(eP) — ¢(eP).) is in fact equal to zero for
¢ small enough. Indeed, consider the I'-equivariant family x(eP); we know that x(eP) € W(G, E). Similarly,
consider ¢(eP), € (G, E). We know that x(eP) — (¢(eP)). € UZ°°(G, E) and that this operator extends
to an element Py , € Ka,, (Hm). Observe now that

(Pgy) @res Id = x(ePy) = (6(ePs))e,  (Pgy) @me Id = x(ePr) — (¢(ePp))e  with L= Lg

Using Theorem we thus can write

7/ (x(eP) = ¢(eP))e) — Tio (X(€P) = $(eP))e) = Tiey(Py ) — T (Py.s)

where we have omitted the isomorphism x..! : Ka,, (Hm) — B, Taking e small enough and proceeding
precisely as in the proof of Proposition Q we see that the right hand side is equal to zero for € small enough
(it is in this last step that we use the fact that Py, 4 is given by an e-localized smoothing kernel). Finally,
the terms in the second summand of (@) are individually zero since they are trace class elements given by
longitudinally smooth kernels which restrict to zero on the diagonal. Summarizing: wye,(75) — way (75) = 0
for e small enough.

We are left with the task of proving that +f has well defined determinants and that

lim wrucg (Fﬁ) - w;v (’ﬁ) =0. (46)
e—0

To this end we begin by writing explicitly the left hand side:

1
uto0D) = 5 [ (= expl-ima(eBi) (- explimy(eB) ) d (47)

1
) = g [ 78 (- expl-imy(eB) (- explimy(e) ) d (48)

2mi
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provided the right hand sides make sense. To see why the last statement is true, we begin by making a general
comment on the traces we are using. Remember that the two paths of operators B, and By, s € (0,1), are
defined on foliated bundles that might have as leaves manifolds with cylindrical ends. We define the two
relevant von Neumann algebras in the obvious way and we define the two traces 7 and 7% as we did in
Subsection @ Needless to say, an arbitrary smoothing operator will not be trace class on such a foliation,
since its Schwartz kernel might not be integrable in the cylindrical direction. (This is the typical situation
for the heat kernel associated to a Dirac operator which restrict to a R*-invariant operator % + Dy along
the cylindrical ends.) We now write

exp(inz) = h(m?(1 — 2%)) + (ir2)g(7*(1 — 2?))

with h and g entire. Recall that x is of controlled type; we shall now see that this implies that 1 — 2 (f?t) is
7V trace class and 1 — x?(By) is 77 trace class; moreover these operators are given by longitudinally smooth
kernels that are supported within a uniform (R = 1)-neighbourhood of the diagonal. These statements are
clear when (M, A — M x T) ~ (M', A’ = M’ x T) through a bundle modification or a direct sum of vector
bundles (indeed, from our discussion of the bundle modification relation in the proof of Theorem @, it is
clear that in this case we remain within the category of foliations of compact manifolds without boundary and
it suffices to apply [Ag] for the latter property and for the first). If (M, A — M xT) ~ (M', A — M’ xT)
through a bordism, then we use the fact that B&t and (By)r, are again of bounded propagation speed (this
is needed in order to make claims about their Schwartz kernel) and restrict to harmonic oscillators along the
cylinders of the relevant manifolds with cylindrical ends (this is needed in order to make claims about the
trace class property). For the trace class property we also make use of the results in [@], proceeding as in
[@] but using singular numbers instead on eigenvalues.

Using exp(inz) = h(n?(1 — 2%)) + (ir2)g(7%(1 — 2?)) we can then conclude, as in [P Lemma 4.1.7, that

0" (7i (1)) = —exp(inx(eBy)) and o™ (yi(t)) = —exp(inx(eBy)), t€[0,1]

are piecewise continuosly differentiable in the L' norm and that they both have a well defined determinant,
as we had claimed (notice that in the proof of Lemma 4.1.7 in [RJ] only the controlled property of x is used).
Having justified (i) and (), we next make the following

Claim: there exists polynomials p1,ps such that, uniformly in s € [0, 1],

IX(B.) = (Bl <pr(2), [X(Be) = x(eBo)lly < pa(>) (49)

€ €
Assume the Claim; then using the inequality

1AB|l; < [|AlL]|Bllc, A€LY(M,7)NM, BeM

which is valid in any Von Neumann algebra M endowed with a faithful normal trace 7, one can show,
proceeding exactly as in Lemma 4.2.8 of [@], that there exist polynomials ¢; and g2 such that, uniformly in
s €10,1],
_ 1 1

IX*(eB) —Tdl[s <ai(2) . |Ix*(eBs) —Id[1 < g2(<) (50)
We first end the proof of ([if]) using (50).
For any entire function f(z) = 0% a,2" we define [f(2)]x := Y.~ anz". Consider the entire function h
in the decomposition exp(inz) = h(n?(1 — 22)) + (irz)g(7?(1 — 22)). Proceeding as in Lemma 4.2.6 in [B]
we show using the first inequality in @) that for each o > 0 there exists an ¢ > 0 and an integer N, such
that

o [|h(x*(1d = x*(eBs)) — [A(n*(Id = x*(eBy))]n. |l <

o [h(n%(Id — x2(eBs))]n. is of propagation less than 1
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Remark here that N, is in fact fixed by € and, with our conventions, can be set to be equal to the integral part
of 1/e. Thus the left hand side of the above inequality can be thought of as a positive function of €, converging
to 0 when € | 0. A similar statement can be made for the derivative of h(ef?s) with respect to s. Applying the
same reasoning to the second summand in the decomposition exp(inz) = h(7?(1 — 22)) + (im2)g(m2(1 — 2?))
we conclude as in [@] Lemma 4.2.10, that for each a > 0 there exists an € > 0 and an integer N, such that

|y 7 (= exp(=imx(eBe)) 4 (— explim(eBy)) ) dt - (51)
Jy 7 (1= exp(=imx(eB)lv.) (= exp(imx(eB)w.) ) di] < a (52)

Similarly, using the second inequality in the Claim and the second inequality in (E), we can prove that for
each o > 0 there exists a 6 > 0 and an integer Ns such that

| Jo 7% (= exp(—inx(0B,))) & (~ exp(imx(By)))) dt — (53)
Jo 7% ([ exp(—imx(§B2))] vy )k ([ explimx (0By))|n, ) dt| < o (54)

Since the left hand sides of the inequalities (B1)), (53) can be thought of as positive functions of € and §
converging to 0 as € |, 0 and 0 | 0, it is clear that we can ensure the existence of a common value, say 71
and N, for which both inequalities are satisfied. Consider again the difference |wy.,(v{) — wy, (7])| that we
rewrite as |A. + Be + C¢| with

A=t = [ 7 (- exp(imeB)l) (1= explim(eB)l) ) d

1
Be = [ (= expl-imy(eBln) (- esplinx(cB)ly.) )

1
= [ (- explim( B (- explima(eB)ly) ) d

1
Ceim [ 7 ([ explin(eB)Ix.) g (= explima(eB)la) ) di = uni

Obviously |Ac + Be + Ce| < |Ac| + |Be| + |Ce|. We know that for each o > 0 there exists a common € such
that |A¢| < a and |Ce| < «; on the other hand, using the fact that [—exp(imx(eB;))|n. is of propagation
equal to 1, we can prove, proceeding as in Proposition Q, that there exists € such that B, = 0. Thus we
have proved ([§) modulo the Claim.

We shall prove the Claim for the particular case of the cylinder; let us prove, for example, the first inequality.

Consider ~
~ 0 D 1/ x Ox .
B; = (f) 0) + ? (_890 _x) with ¢ € (O, 1]

Observe that the left hand side of the first inequality in the Claim is nothing but the last term in inequality
(4.3) in [Pg. Proceed now exactly as in the part of the proof of Lemma 4.7 in [Pg] that begins with the
inequality (4.3). It is not difficult to realize that the proof given there, i.e. the proof of the first inequality
in the Claim, can be easily adapted to our Von Neumann context using singular numbers and the results of
Fack and Kosaki. More precisely, the operator Bf can be diagonalized with respect to the eigenfunctions of

the operator X2, with
T Oy
X = <_ ' _x) |

The functional calculus of B? is then reuced to the functional calculus of the operator

= 1 . - D? 0
DI+¥)\I€, with D’:(O D2>
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and where )y, is an eigenvalue of X2 as in [B§ . Now the L'-norm ||x(Bs) — x(€Bs)||1 is given by the sum
over k of L'-norms in corresponding von Neumann algebras of the operator (y — x¢)(D’ + \¢). By [9], this
L'-norm is expressed in terms of the singular numbers p% (D’ 4+ \z) = p%(D’)+ Ay This reduces the estimate
to the similar estimate of the singular numbers of D’ exactly as in [@] This latter being a leafwise elliptic
second order differential operator, we can use the estimate pg (ﬁ’ ) ~ s?/? where p is the dimension of the
leaves, see for instance [E] Hence the proof of the first inequality of the claim is completed following the
steps of [@] The proof of the second inequality in the Claim is similar. Thus we have proved the Claim and
thus (@) in the case of cylinders. For manifolds with cylindrical ends we split the relevant statements into
purely cylindrical ones and statements on compact foliated bundles, as in [@] We end here our explanation
of the proof of ([td). The proof of Theorem B.]| is now complete.

O
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