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REGULARITY OF ANALYTIC TORSION FORM ON FAMILIES
OF NORMAL COVERINGS

BING KWAN SO AND GUANGXIANG SU

ABSTRACT. We prove the smoothness of the L?-analytic torsion form for fiber
bundle with positive Novikov-Shubin invariant. We do so by generalizing the
arguments of Azzali-Goette-Schick to an appropriate Sobolev space, and proving
that the Novikov-Shubin invariant is also positive in the Sobolev setting, using an
argument of Alvarez Lopez-Kordyukov.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let M be a closed Riemannian manifold and F' be a flat vector bundle on M,
Ray and Singer in [17] introduced the analytic torsion which is the analytic analogue
of the combinatorial torsion (cf. [15]). Let Z — M = B be a fiber bundle with
connected closed fibers Z, = 7~ !(x) and F be a flat complex vector bundle on M
with a flat connection V¥ and a Hermitian metric h¥. Let TH M be a horizontal
distribution for the fiber bundle and ¢”# be a vertical Riemannian metric. Then in
[4] Bismut and Lott introduced the torsion form T (T M, g7% h¥) € Q(B) (cf. [4,
(3.118)]) defined by

+o00 (7.
W) Tt gt = - [y - X2 p)

dim(Z) rk(F)x(Z)  X'(Z; F)\ . iVt\) dt
(= ()T
See [4] for the meaning of the terms in the integrand. To show the integral in the
above formula is well-defined, it needs to calculate the asymptotic of f"(C{,h") as
t — 0 and the asymptotic as ¢ — oco. For the asymptotic as ¢ — 0, they used the
local index technique. For the asymptotic as ¢ — oo, the key fact is that the fiber
Z is closed, so the fiberwise operators involved have uniform positive lower bound
for positive eigenvalues. They also proved a C°°-analogue of the Riemann-Roch-
Grothendieck theorem and proved that the torsion form is the transgression of the
Riemann-Roch-Grothendieck theorem (cf. [4, Theorem 3.23]) and showed the zero
degree part of T(TH" M, ¢g"% ht") € Q(B) is the Ray-Singer analytic torsion (cf. [4]
Theorem 3.29)).

On the other hand, the L?-analytic torsion was defined and studied by several
authors, cf. [6], [12], [14] and etc. So it is natural to extend the L2-analytic torsion
to the family case, that is to define and study the Bismut-Lott torsion form when
the fiber Z is non-compact. From the above we see that it needs to study the as-
ymptotic of the L? analogue of f(Cy, h"V) ast — 0 and t — co. Since in the L? case
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(€Y RY) has the same asymptotic as t — 0, so this part is easy. But in general
the integral at oo does not converge, since in the L? case the positive eigenvalues of
fiberwise operator involved in f(C{, h") may not have a positive lower bound. To
overcome this difficulty, one considers the special case where the Novikov-Shubin in-
variant is (sufficiently) positive. In [7] Gong and Rothenberg defined the L?-analytic
torsion form and proved that the torsion form is smooth, under the condition that
the Novikov-Shubin invariant is at least half of the dimension of the base manifold.
Heitsch-Lazarov [10] generalized essentially the same arguments to foliations. In [I]
Azzali, Goette and Schick proved that the integrand defining the L2-analytic torsion
form, as well as several other invariants related to the signature operator, converges
provided the Novikov-Shubin invariant is positive (or of determinant class and L?2-
acyclic). However, they did not prove the smoothness of the LZ-analytic torsion
form. To consider transgression formula, they had to use weak derivatives.

The aim of this paper is to establish the regularity of the L?-analytic torsion form,
in the case when the Novikov-Shubin invariant is positive. Our motivation comes
from the study of analytic torsion on some “non-commutative” spaces (along the
lines of [§], etc., for local index). In this case one considers universal differential
forms (as in [§]), and the Duhamel’s formula for the heat operator having infinitely
many terms. Instead, one makes essential use of the results of [I] to ensure that ()
is well defined in the non-commutative case. We achieve this result by generalizing
Azzali-Goette-Schick’s arguments to some Sobolev spaces.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we define Sobolev
norms on the spaces of kernels on the fibered product groupoid. Unlike [I], we
consider Hilbert-Schmit type norms on the space of smoothing operators. Given a
kernel, the Hilbert-Schmit norm can be explicitly written down. As a result, we are
able to take into account derivatives in both the fiber-wise and transverse directions,
with the help of a splitting similar to [9]. In section 3, we turn to prove that having
positive Novikov-Shubin invariant implies positivity of the Novikov-Shubin invariant
in the Sobolev settings. We adapt an argument of Alvarez Lopez-Kordyukov [11].
In Section 4, we apply the arguments in [I] and conclude that the integral (1) con-
verges in all Sobolev norms, and hence the regularity of the L? analytic torsion form.
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author was supported by NSFC 11571183.

2. PRELIMINARIES

In this section, we will define Sobolev norms on the space of kernels on the fibered
product groupoid.

2.1. The geometric settings. Let Z — M = B be a fiber bundle with connected
fibers Z, = 7 Y(z), € B. Let E 2 M be a vector bundle. We assume B is
compact. Let V := Ker(dr) C TM.

We suppose that there is a finitely generated discrete group G acting on M from
the right freely, properly discontinuously. We also assume that the group G acts on
B such that the actions commute with 7 and My := M /G is a compact manifold.
Since the submersion 7 is G-invariant, M is also foliated and denote such foliation
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by Vp. Fix a distribution Hy C T'My complementary to V. Fix a metric on Vj and
take a G-invariant metric on B, then these induce a Riemannian metric on My as
g0 @1 gTB on TMy =V, & Hy.

Since the projection from M to My is a local diffeomorphism, one gets a G-
invariant splitting TM =V & H. Denote by PV, PH respectively the projections to
V and H. Moreover, one gets a G-invariant metric on V' and a Riemannian metric
on Mas g™ =gV on*¢g"™ on TM =V & H.

Given any vector field X € I'°(T'B), denote the horizontal lift of X by X ¢
[°°(H) C T°°(TM). By our construction, |XH|,,, (p) = | X|,5 (7(p))-

Denote by pz, up respectively the Reimannian measures on Z, and B.

Definition 2.1. Let £ 2 M be a complex vector bundle. We say that E is a
contravariant G-bundle if G also acts on E from the right, such that for any v €
E g € G, p(vg) = p(v)g € M, and moreover G acts as a linear map between the
fibers.

The group G then acts on sections of E from the left by

s g's, (¢"s)(p) = s(pg)g_1 € p_l(p), Vpe M.

We assume that E is endowed with a G-invariant metric gg, and a G-invariant
connection V¥ (which is obviously possible if E is the pullback of some bundle on
My). In particular, for any G-invariant section s of F, |s| is a G-invariant function
on M.

In the following, for any vector bundle F' we denote its dual bundle by F”.

Recall that the “infinite dimensional bundle” over B in the sense of Bismut is
a vector bundle with typical fiber T'S°(E|z,) (or other function spaces) over each
x € B. We denote by Ej, for such Bismut bundle. The space of smooth sections on
E, is, as a vector space, ['2°(E). Each element s € T'2°(FE) is regarded as a map

x> 8|z, €TT(E|z,), VYzeB.

In other words, one defines a section on Fj, to be smooth, if the images of all x € B
fit together to form an element in I'S°(E). In particular, I'°((M x C),) = C°(M),
and one identifies T>°(TB ® (M x C),) with I'®(H) by X @ f +— fX1.

2.2. Covariant derivatives and Sobolev spaces. Let V¥ be a G-invariant con-
nection on E. Denote by VI'M VTB the Levi-Civita connections (with respect to
the metrics defined in the last section). Note that [X Y] € T'°°(V) for any vertical
vector field Y € I'*°(V'). One naturally defines the connections

Vev = [X" Y], VY eT™(V,) 2T>(V),
Vis:=VE,s VseT™(E,)2IP(E).
Definition 2.2. The covariant derivative on FEj is the map
VE T2 T*B Q) @V R) B) - I (@' T*BR) @°V; Q) B,),
defined by

(2) (VPs) (Ko X1, X Yioo Y0) 1= VR s(Xr, oo Xis Vi, oo, YD)
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_ZS(Xla"' s X5 Y1, ’v;/{b()}/j’.” 7}7)_28()(17"' 7V§OBX27 7Xk;Y17"'YYl)7

]:1 =1
for any k,1 € N, Xo,--- , X € T°(TB),Yi,--- ,Y; € (V).

Clearly, taking covariant derivative can be iterated, which we denote by (VEb)m,
m=1,2,---. Note that (V)™ is a differential operator of order m.

Also, we define 0V : T®(®*T*BQ @°*V] Q E,) — I'*(*T*BR @* V) Q E,)
by

(8) (8%s) (X1, Xps Yo, Vi, Yi) o= VEs(X1, o, Xps iy, YY)

=Y s(Xy, e, X Ve, PY(VRYY), - T),
j=1

In the following definition, we regard (V)1 (9V)s € T®(@'H' Q@ @V’ Q E,).

Definition 2.3. For s € I'?°(E), we define its m-th Sobolev norm by

(4) sz, = 30 /

i+j<m’T

/EZ |(va)i(6v)jS‘2(x7 y)ﬂx(y)MB((L').

€eB

Denote by W™(E) the Sobolev completion of I'>°(E) with respect to || - ||m.

Recall that an operator A is called C'°°-bounded if in normal coordinates the
coefficients and their derivatives are C'**°-bounded.

Since M is locally isometric to a compact space M, it is a manifold with bounded
geometry (see [I8, Appendix 1] for an introduction). Moreover, V¥ is a C*-bounded
differential operator, because by G invariance the Christoffel symbols of VE and
all their derivatives are uniformly bounded. Using normal coordinate charts and
parallel transport with respect to V¥ as trivialization, one sees that F is a bundle
with bounded geometry.

Since the operators V% and 9V are just respectively the (0,1) and (1,0) parts
of the usual covariant derivative operator, our Definition 23] is equivalent to the
standard Sobolev norm [I8, Appendix 1 (1.3)] (with p = 2 and s non-negative
integers).

One has the elliptic regularity for these Sobolev spaces:

Lemma 2.4. [I8, Lemma 1.4] Let A be any C*°-bounded, uniformly elliptic, differ-
ential operator of order m. For any i,j > 0, there exists a constant C' such that for
any s € I'°(E)

8lli+m < C(lAsl: + lls]l5)-

Remark 2.5. Throughout this paper, by an “elliptic operator” on a manifold, we
mean elliptic in all directions, without taking any foliation structure into considera-
tion. We use the term “fiber-wise elliptic operators” to refer to differential operators
that are fiber-wise and elliptic restricted to fibers.
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2.3. The fibered product.
Definition 2.6. The fibered product of the manifold M is
M xp M :={(p,q) € M x M : n(p) = 7(q)},
and with the maps from M xpg M to M defined by
s(p,q) :=q, t(p,q) :=p.

The manifold M xp M is a fiber bundle over B, with typical fiber Z x Z. One
naturally has the splitting [9 Section 2]

T(M xgM)=Ha&V,® Vs,

where

Vs := Ker(dt), V; := Ker(ds).

Note that V5 = s*V and V; = t*(V). As in Section 1.1, we endow M x g M with
a metric by lifting the metrics on Hyg and V. Then M xp M is a manifold with
bounded geometry.

Notation 2.7. With some abuse in notations, we shall often write elements in
M xp M as a triple (z,y,z) and s(z,y,2) = (z,2),t(z,y,2) = (z,y) € M, where
x € B,y,z € Z,

Let G act on M x g M by the diagonal action
(p.0)g := (pg,q9)-
Let E — M be a contravariant G-vector bundle and E’ be its dual. We shall consider
E—MxpM:=t"E®s"E.
Given a G-invariant connection V¥ on E, let
VE = t'VF @ 1dg-p + Idge pp @ 8"V

be the tensor product of the pullback connections. Fix any local base {e1,---e,} of
E’ on some U C M, any section can be written as

T
5= Z u; @s'e;
i=1
on s~1(U), where u; € I*®(t*E). Then by definition we have

T T
(5) v (Z U @ s*ei> = Z(V&Eu,) ®s*e; +u; @ s*(VfS/(X)ei),
i=1 i=1
for any vector X on M.
Similar to Definition 2.2 we define the covariant derivative operators on

I'°(@*T*BQ @*(V{), ® @*(V{), ® E,).
Definition 2.8. Define
<va7,Z)) (X07X17"' 7Xk7yiv 7}/27Z17"' 7Zl’)

= ij{;w(Xh 7Xk;Y17”' 7}/27217”’ 7Zl’)
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- Z 1/}(X17 7Xk;Y17”' 7v§)0§97"' 7}/27217"' 7Zl’)

1<5<t
- Z w(Xh 7Xk;Yl7”' 7}/27217”’ 7V;/{bOZj7”’ 7Zl’)
1<5<V

- Z ’l/}(Xla 7v,§(?X27 7Xk;Y17"'}/luzlu"' 7Zl’)7
1<i<k

<as1/1> (Xla"' 7Xk;}/07Y17"' 7}/17217"' 7Zl')
= V)€0¢(X17 7Xk7yiv 7}/27Z17"' 7Zl’)

= Y (X, X Y, PYVEMY), - W 20 )
1<5<l

- Z w(Xla 7Xk;Y17"' 7}/27217"' 7PVt[}/07Zj]7'” 7Zl’)7
1< <V

(8%) (Xu, o Xus Vi, o Vi 20, 2,0 Z)

= V}Efow(Xla o 7Xk;Y17' o 7}/27207217' o 7Zl’)
= > (X, XY, P20, Y] Y0 2 Z)
1<5<i
- Z ZZ)(le ,Xk7Yi, 7%7217"' 7PVt(v§éVIZJ)7 7Zl’)-
1<y
Given any vector fields Y, Z € V. Let Y, Z* be respectively the lifts of Y and Z
to Vg and V;. Then [Y3, Zt] = 0. It follows that as differential operators,
[0%,0%] = 0.
Also, it is straightforward to verify that
[VE» §5] and [VE, 8t
are both zeroth order differential operators (i.e. smooth bundle maps).
Fix a local trivialization

Xo :® (Ba) = Ba X Z, p (m(p), 9" (p)),
where B = J,, B, is a finite open cover (since B is compact), and o[ 1(3) : Zp — Z
is a diffeomorphism. Such a trivialization induces a local trivialization of the fiber
bundle M x5 M % M by M = |J My, My := 7~ 1(By),
Xo 67 (Mo) = Mo % Z, (p,q) = (p,¢%(q))-
On M, x Z the source and target maps are explicitly given by
(6) 50 (%) (p,2) = (%) (7(p), 2) and t o (Xa) ' (p, 2) = p.
For such trivialization, one has the natural splitting

T(Myx Z)=H"@®V*®TZ,
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where H® and V“ are respectively H and V restricted to M, x {z}, z € Z. It follows
from (@) that
VY =dxo(Vs), TZ=dx.(Vt).
Given any vector field X on B, let X H X A e respectively the lifts of X to H and
H. Since dt(XH) = ds(X") = X it follows that
dxo(XH) = XH* 4 dp(xH).
Note that dp®(XH) € TZ C T(M, x Z).
Corresponding to the splitting T (M, x Z) = H* ® V* @& TZ, one can define

the covariant derivative operators. Let VTMe be the Levi-Civita connection on
M, and V7% be the Levi-Civita connection on Z. Define for any smooth section

¢ €M@ T"BRE* (V") QT2 Q(%,") L),
<v0¢¢> (X07X17"' 7Xk;Y17"' 7}/27217"' 7Zl’)
= (XZva)XéIQ¢(X17"' 7Xk;Yl7”' 7}/27217”’ 7Zl’)

- Z (b(Xla 7Xk;Y17"' 7[X0a7}/j7']7”’ 7}/277Z17"' 7Zl’)
1<j<l

- Z ¢(X17 7Xk;Y17”' 7}/27217”’ 7[XO aZjL”’ 7Zl’)
<<

- Z ¢(X17 ,V&?X“ 7Xk;Y17"' 7}/27217"' 7Zl')7
1<i<k

(8°6) (X1, X Yo, Vi oo Vi Za, o, Z0)

= (szEb)Y()gb(le” 7Xk;Y17”' 7}/27217"' 7Zl’)

- Z ¢(X17 7Xk;Y17"' 7PVQ(V}I;()J\JQ}/})7"' 7}/27Z17"' 7Zl’)
1<5<!

- Z @(Xl, ,Xk7Yi, 7%7217"' 7PTZ[YY(]7Zj]7"' 7Zl’)7
1<j<r

(079) (X1,++ , XpsYa, o+ Vi Zo, 21, 4 Z0)

= (X:;VEb)Z()(b(le" 7Xk;Y17”' 7}67ZO7Z17”' 7Zl’)
- Z ¢(X17 7Xk7yiy 7PVG[ZO7YYj]7"' 7%7217"' 7Zl’)
1<5<1

- Z ¢(X17 7Xk;Y17"' 7%7217"' 7v£0ZZj7"' 7Zl’)'
1<5<v

Consider the special case when ¢ = u ® s*e, where u € T®(®*T*BQ ®* (V) ®
t*E), e € I®°(@°T* 7, ® E').

Lemma 2.9. For (x,y,z) € My X Z, one has
VA (u@ste)(x,y,2) = (VPulp, w2 (2,9) @ 8™ (e(@, 2)) + u @ s*(Ve(, 2))
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and
8a(u & S*e)(l‘, Y, Z) = (8vu|MaX{z}(x7 y)) ® S*(E(JE, Z))
Proof. It suffices to consider the case when Y}, Z;/ are respectively vector fields on M,

and Z lifted to M, x Z. From this assumption it follows that [Y;, Z;] = [ X", Z;] =
0. The lemma follows by a simple computation. ]

We express the (pu.llback of) the covariant derivatives VEI’Q,Z), 951 and 9% in terms
of V¥, 0% and 9%¢*, where ) := (x;')*1). One directly verifies

(7) <va¢> (X07X17"' 7Xk;yi7"'7}/27217"'72l’)

= (Xgl)* <V?X({Ia+d30a(Xé{))wa(Xlu"' 7Xk;dxoz(Y17'” 7}/27217"' 7Zl’))
- Z ,l/}a (Xla"' ,Xk;anY1,"' 7[X()fla7dxa}/jj]7”’ 7dxoc}/l7dxoz(Zla"' 7Zl’))
1<5<

- Z Tba(le“‘ 7Xk;dxoz(Y17'” ,}ﬁ),dvah"' 7[X0fla+dgoa(X(§;l)7dx(XZj]7 7dXOch’)
1< <V

- Z ¢Q(X17"' 7V1);§Xla 7Xk7yiv 7}/27Z17"' 7Zl’)
1<i<k
= (Xgl)* <vawa(X07X17'” 7Xk;Y17"' 7}/17217"' 7Zl’)
+8Z¢Q(X17"' 7Xk7yia 7}/27d90a(X(§;1)7ZI7"' 7Zl’)

+ Z ¢a (X17’” 7Xk;dXOc(Y17"' 7}/1)7dX(XZl7”' 7(VTZdQ0a(X(§{))(dXOzZJ)7 7dXOzZl’)) .
1<5<l

By similar computations for 9® and 9%, one gets:
(8) (80) (X1, Xps Yo, Vi, Vi 21, Z0)
= (X(;l)*(a'awa(Xl"n an§an(YO,Y1,"' 7}/27217"' 7Zl’))7

(9) (8%) (Xuveo, XisYa, oo i Zo, 21, 5 Z0)
= (x, ) (07 (X, -+, Xpsdxa Vi, -+ Y3, Zo, -+, Zp))
+ > WXy, Xy dxa(Ye, e, YD), dxo 21,
1< <V
o (VEL 0% Zj — dxo(PY*NEM Z)), - dxa Zy)).
2.4. Smoothing operators. For any (z,y,z) € M xp M, let d(x,y,z) be the

Riemannian distance between y, z € Z,. We regard d as a continuous, non-negative
function on M xg M.

Definition 2.10. (See [16]). As a vector space,

For any m € N,e > 0,3C,,, > 0
U (M xp M,E) =4 ¢ €I'*(E): suchthat Vi+j+k<m,
(75 (0% (0% < Crpe==.
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The convolution product structure on ¥ *°(M xp M, E) is defined by
¢1*¢2(!E,y,2) = /Z zﬁl(x,y,w)zbg(x,w,z),uz(w).

We introduce a Sobolev type generalization of the Hilbert-Schmit norm on U (M x
M, E), the space of G-invariant kernels. Since G is a finitely generated discrete
group and acts on M freely, properly discontinuously, then there exists a smooth
compactly supported function x € C°(M), such that

Y gx=1

geG

In particular, one may construct y as follows. Denote by mg the projection M —
My = M/G. There exists some r > 0, and a finite collection of geodesic balls
B(pq,r) of radius r, such that B(p,,r) is diffeomorphic to its image in My under
7@, and moreover {B(pq, 5)} covers My (since My is compact). Since G acts on M
by isometry, 7q(B(pag,7)) = 7 (B(pa, 7)) for all g € G. Thus one may without loss
of generality assume that B(p,,r) are mutually disjoint.

Define the functions f € C*°(R), F,, F € C*(M) by

Ft)=e @ ift >0, 0ift <0,

Fa(p) ::f(l _ 2d(]:pa))<f(3d(]:pa) _ 1) —I—f(l _ 2d(]:pa))>_l’ pe M,

F::ZFa.

«

Note that F' is well defined because Fy, is supported on B(p,,r), which is locally
finite. Since by construction

r
{ UB(pagv g)}gEG
is a locally finite cover of M, > g 9 F is also well defined. Define

x=FQ g F)"

Then clearly x is the required partition of unity. Moreover, observe that X% is a
1

smooth function because f2 is smooth and all denominators are uniformly bounded
away from 0.

For any G-invariant ¢ € W>°(M x g M, E)¢, recall that the standard trace of v
is

trg () (x) == / x(x, 2)tr(¥(x, 2, 2)) s (2) € C°(B).
2E€7y

The definition does not depend on the choice of y. The corresponding Hilbert-Schmit
norm is

(10) /B (tra (07) () s (@)
_ / / x(, ) / e, 2 )0 (@ 4, =)t () 1 ()11 ().
B = Zy
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Note that Equation (I0) coincides with the L%norm of 1. Generalizing Equation
(I0) to taking into account derivatives, we define:

Definition 2.11. The m-th Hilbert-Schmit norm on W=°(M x g M, E)% is defined
to be

19112 = (@,2) | [(VB) (@) (09 @y, 2 e (9) e (2)pm (@),
" H-]gk;m/ / / | "’

for any G-invariant element 1. Let ¥, (M xp M,E)“ be the completion of
U°(M xp M, E)Y with respect to || - ||asm.

Similar to Lemma[2.4], one has the elliptic regularity for the Hilbert-Schmit norm:

Lemma 2.12. Let A be a G-invariant, first order elliptic differential operator, then
for any m=0,1,---, there exists a constant C > 0 such that

[Yllas m1 < CAY|aS m + [©]lm2),
for allp € W=2°(M xp M, E)%.

Proof. Define
S:={g9€G:x(g"x) # 0}
Then S is finite because {g*x} is a locally finite partition of unity.

Consider (x(z, Z))%T/J. By Leibniz rule, one has
(VR @Y (8 xb = 3 (V) (@Y (894w
modulo terms involving lower derivatives in 1. Since (X(a;,z))% is smooth with
bounded derivatives, there exists some C > 0 such that for any (z,y,2) € M xg M,

A | 3 [VEYEY @ x Y (VR @Y w!(xy,
i+j+k<m 2+]+k<m
SZQ*X<01 ST (VB (04 | ) T, Y, 2
ges it jtk<m—1

Similarly, since AX% — X%A is a C*°-bounded tensor, one has

12) | 3 EY@E@ A x> (V)@ (@4 vl
i+j+k<m i+j+k<m
<Sox(c D [VE@Y @ ).
geSs itj+k<m
Since the integrand is G-invariant, for any g € G
* S 3 2
o X (R @ PO e e nte) = s
MxpM it j+k<m—1
Observe that A being G-invariant implies A is uniformly elliptic and C'°°-bounded.

Therefore applying Lemma [2.4] for (X(a;,z))%l/}, there exists constant C3 > 0 such
that

Eyvicgs yt\k (5 2 ; .
/MXBM ST VB (0NF ()| e (y) e (2) s ()

i+j+k<m+1
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<o [, T IEIE e At @

i+j+k<m

wf Y @R @Y ) P un ().
MxBMiyjtk<m
Then by Equations (1) and (I2]), we get the lemma. O

2.5. Fiber-wise operators. We turn to consider another class of operators and a
different norm.

Definition 2.13. A fiber-wise operator is a linear operator A : T°(E,) — W(E)
such that for all x € B, and any sections si, so € I'2°(E}),

(As1)(z) = (As2) (),
whenever s1(z) = sa(z).

We say that A is smooth if A(T'2°(FE)) C I'°(E). A smooth fiber-wise operator
A is said to be bounded of order m if A extends to a bounded map from W™ (E) to
itself.

Denote the operator norm of A : W™(E) — W™(E) by || Allop m-

Example 2.14. An example of smooth fiber-wise operators are ¥ *°(M xp M, E),
acting on W (FE) by vector representation, i.e.

(93) @) = [ ol 2)sta, 2 2)

Notation 2.15. For the fiber-wise operator A : T°(E,) — WY(E) which is of the
form given by Example 2.14] we denote its kernel by A(z,y, z). We shall write

HA”HSm = HA('Z'7y7Z)”HSM7
provided A(z,y,2) € ¥, (M x5 M, E).

The following lemma enables one to construct more fiber-wise operators:

Lemma 2.16. Let A be any first order, C*°-bounded differential operator on M and
U e U (M xp M,E) be as in Example[2.14. Then [A,¥] is a fiber-wise operator
in U (M xp M, E).

Proof. Since multiplication by a tensor or differentiation along V is fiber-wise, it

remains to consider operators of the form VEZ 1, for some vector field X on B. Let

LVH = qv” IxH + zXHd , where dV" is the twisted de Rham operator. In the
followmg of this paper, the Lie derivatives are all defined in this way.

Let s € I'°(FE) be arbitrary. We first suppose that Z is orientable and p, is a
volume form. By the decay condition in Definition 2.10] one can differentiate under
the integral sign to get

AUs(x, z) :/ L;i(w(:c,y,z)s(w,y)ﬂx(y))

x

:/Z (L;i?ﬁ(x,y, z)) s(z, y)pa(y / U(x,y, 2 XHs(x y))'uw(y)

; Yz, y, 2)s(z, y) (LY ia(y)).
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The second term in the last line is just ¥ As. Hence the result.
For the general case, one can take a suitable partition of unity and integrate over
local volume forms, then one obtains a similar equation. O

Let A be a smooth fiber-wise operator on I'°(E,). Then A induces a fiber-wise
operator A on I'°(E,) by

~

(13) A s'e) = Alulyguisy) ® (%)
on t~1(M,) = M, x Z, for any sections e € I*°(E'),u € T®°(t*F) and ¢ = u®s*e €
().

Note that A is independent of trivialization since A is fiber-wise, and for any «, 8
and z € Z, the transition function xs o (x,)~! maps the sub-manifold Z, x {z} to

Zy X {gog o (p2)~1(2)} as the identity diffeomorphism.
2.6. The main theorem. Suppose that A is smooth and bounded of order m for

all m € N. Consider the covariant derivatives of A®.

Theorem 2.17. For any smooth bounded G-invariant operator A, there exist con-
stants C1,Cho > 0 such that for any ¢ € VW 2°(M xp M)®, one has Ay €
U (M xg M)C and

[AY[lus1 < (C1l|Allop1 + C1 ol Allopo) [¥ ]l 1-

Proof. Fix a partition of unity {0,} € C°(B) subordinate to {B,}. We still denote
by {64} its pullback to M and M xp M. Fix any Riemannian metric on Z and
denote the corresponding Riamannian measure by pz. Then one writes

(Xa)«(pepiB) = JaptBpz,

for some smooth positive function J,. Moreover, over any compact subsets on B, X Z,
Ji is bounded.
[e%

Given any ¢ € UZ°(M x5 M)%, let 1® := x%(1)). The theorem clearly follows
from the inequalities

(14) / / x(@,2) /Z V% A0 2 10 ()2 (21 (2)

<(CLIAIZ, + Call A2, 0) ]2 .
(15) / / x(, %) /Z 10 (00t pto () pa (215 (2)

<(CLAIZ, + Call A2, 0) ]2 .
(16) /B / RES / 1P A P s (I () < 1ALl -

Let Z = |J, Zx be a locally finite cover. Then the support of xf, lies in some
finite sub-cover. Let y, be the characteristic function

Xa(z,2) = 1if (x0a)(z,2) >0, 0 otherwise.

Without loss of generality we may assume E'|z, are all trivial. For each A fix an
orthonormal basis {e}} of E'|p,«z,, and write

P = Zu? ®s*er.
T
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Using Lemma one estimates the integrand of the Lh.s. of Equation (I4]), then
there exits constant C'3 > 0 such that

V(4600 (2.9,2)

=[S A (0t ) (. 9)) © 576 + (A0)) © 57 (V 7))

).

. 2
<Cy > (V2 Al rax ()@ )| + [(Aa)) ©57(T )
T
By integrating, one gets for some constants Cy, ¢ = 4,--- , 10, that

/ ) / x@2) [ VA P @ia (s ()
304%:/@/&/2 Z VE&AH U | a2 ()

T r

‘ 2

+ (A0 u)) @ s*(VEeM)

ez (z)
<3 L] S (i, (95002

+ 10V 0o (a1 xg23) () + |00 2100 12 (2, 9)])
+ CollAllopolbate?|*) ta ()11 (w)11(2)

< Z/Zk/ ; Ja(C7]|Al12,1 + Csll Allopo) (| V0atial’

+10%0atba]’ + [070atba|” + |Oatbal ) e (W) p ()2 ()
= /B/Z Xa /Zz<09||A||2p1 + ChollAllop0) (| Vx5 (Ba) |

S * 2 A * 2 * 2
+0°x5, (0a)|” + 0% x5 (Bat)|” + | x5 (0at)|") 1o () 1o (2) 1 (2).
Now we use an argument similar to the proof of Lemma 2121 Namely, write the
integrand as a sum

Xo ([ V55 (0010 + [0°x5 (0a) |” + |08 (0at) | + 55 (00t0) )

=3 xag X ([VERL(0a)[* + |0°x5(0a)|* + |0%x5 (0a)|” + |x5(0atd) ).
geSs

Then since for all g
/ TX(VEREO0) | + 0% (Batd)|” + |08 (00| + [x5(00)|*) = ¢ ]l1s 1,

equation (I4) follows.
Using the same arguments with 9% in place of V¢, one gets the Equation (13).
As for the last inequality, since t*E| Max{z} and the connection (x;l)*VS*E is
trivial along exptZg, one can write

Aulpg, fexpizy @ 8" e +u® VEF's"e

d
(Au ®s'e) = %,
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d * s*E’ _x 1 a *
:A(E‘tzowMax{exptZ}) QKset+u® VZOE s*e = A( Zo(u ®s%e)).
It follows that o o
8ZAwa — A(aZTZJQ),
and from which Equation (I8l follows. O
Clearly, the arguments leading to Corollary [Z17] can be repeated and we obtain:

Corollary 2.18. For any smooth bounded operator A and m = 0,1,---, there exists
C! >0 such that for any 1 € W °(M x5 M)%, one has

1A [sm < (D CndllAlop) 1l -

0<i<m

Notation 2.19. In view of Corollary 2.18] we shall denote
HAHOp’m = ( Z Om,lHAHopl)-

0<I<m
We may assume without loss of generality that C,; > 2. Then one still has
(17) ||A1A2H0p’m < HA1||0p’m||A2H0p’m'
3. LARGE TIME BEHAVIOR OF THE HEAT OPERATOR

In this section we will prove that under the condition of the positivity of the
Novikov-Shubin invariant, the heat operator also convergences to the projection
operator under the norm || - ||gs m.-

3.1. The Novikov-Shubin invariant. Let M — B be a fiber bundle with a G
action, and TM = H ® V be the G-invariant splitting, as defined in Section 211
Recall that we assumed the metric on H = 7*T'B is given by pulling back some
Riemannian metric on B. In other words, V is a Riemannian foliation.

Let £ — M be a flat, contravariant G-vector bundle, and V be an invariant flat
connection on E. Denote E® := A*V' ® E.

Since the vertical distribution V' is integrable, the deRham differential dgE along
V' is well defined. Write 0y := d‘v,E + (dgE)*, A := 8%, and denote by e~*? the heat
operator and Il the orthogonal projection onto Ker(A).

The following result is classical. See, for example, [2, Proposition 2.8] and [9]

Proposition 3.5].
Lemma 3.1. The heat operator e *2 is given by a smooth kernel. Moreover, for

any first order differential operator A, one has the Duhamel type formula

t
(18) (4, e 18] = — / =24 Alet Ay,
0

From Lemma B.] it follows that:
Corollary 3.2. [9, Corollary 3.11] For any i, j,k, there exist C, M > 0 such that
(V) (%) (94 Fe "% (a,y, 2) < Cem MW,

Hence e~1% € W°(M x5 M, E*)C.
As for Iy, one has
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Lemma 3.3. The kernel of Iy lies in Wy (M xp M, E*)%.

Proof. By [7, Theorem 2.2] Il is also represented by a smooth kernel ITy(x,y, z).
Moreover by [7, Theorem 2.2] and the fact that [Ty = II2, one has

sup { [ x(@.2) [ 106w, 2P iaie ()} = ol < o,

zeB
where || - || is the 7-trace norm defined in [7] (see also [1]).
Hence it remains to consider x,(z, vy, 2)Io(x, y, z), where x, € C°(M xg M)% is
a sequence of smooth functions such that
(1) 0<xa < 15
(2) xn is increasing and converges point-wise to 1;
(3) xn(z,y,z) = 0 whenever d(y, z) > nr for some r > 0.

To construct x,, let » > 0 to be the infremum of the injective radius of the fibers Z,,
and ¢ be a non-negative smooth function such that ¢1(t) = 1if t < g, ¢1(t) = 0 if
t > r. Then x1 := ¢1 od(y, z) is G-invariant. Define

Xn := X1 * - * X1 (convolution by n times).

Note that X, (z,y,2) > 0 whenever d(y, z) < %. Moreover, x, is G-invariant and
Xn(z,y,2) = 0 whenever d(y,z) > nr. Since Y,+1 is bounded away from 0 on the
support of x,, clearly one can find smooth functions ¢,, such that x, := ¢, o xn
satisfies conditions (1)-(3). O

Because of Corollary and Lemma [3.3] it makes sense to define:

Definition 3.4. We say that A has positive Novikov-Shubin invariant if there exist
~v > 0 and Cjy > 0 such that for sufficiently large ¢,

sup { / x(, 2) / (74 — Ho)(%y,Z)Wx(y)ux(Z)} < Cot™7.

Remark 3.5. The positivity of the Novikov-Shubin invariant is independent of the
metrics defining the operator A.

Remark 3.6. Since e~ 24 — IIj is non-negative, self adjoint and (e_%A —IH)? =
e~ tA — Iy, one has

sup { / X(z, 2) / (e734 — Ho)(x,y,Z)Wx(y)ux(Z)} = |le™"* — Iy

Hence our definition of having positive Novikov-Shubin invariant is equivalent to
that of [I]. Our argument here is similar to the proof of [5, Theorem 7.7].

In this paper, we shall always assume A has positive Novikov-Shubin invariant.
From this assumption, it follows by integration over B that there exist constants
~v > 0 and C' > 0 such that for ¢ large enough

(19) ”e_tA — HOHHSO < Ct™7.
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3.2. Example: The Bismut super-connection.

Definition 3.7. A standard flat Bismut super-connection is an operator of the form
V= dy" + VP 4,
where O is the V-valued horizontal 2-form defined by
ox{, xi .= —PV[x{, xI], VXi,Xyc™(TB),
and 1g is the contraction with ©. Note that PV is not canonical and it depends on

the splitting TM =V ¢ H.

Observe that the adjoint of the Bismut super-connection, (dvE)' = (dgE)* +
(VE) — Ag-, is also flat. It follows that
(VE)(@dV")" + (@) (V) =o.
Define 1
Q= 5((vE»')' - V).
Observe that € is a tensor (see [I1] for an explicit formula for ). Moreover one has
VE @YY+ (dY )V = 20(dY ) + 2(dy ) Q.
Also, observe that (dY") + (dY")* + VZ + ((VF))* is an elliptic operator.
3.3. The regularity result of Alvarez Lopez and Kordyukov. We first recall
that an operator A is called C*°-bounded if in normal coordinates the coefficients
and their derivatives are uniformly bounded. As in [I1], we make the more general
assumption that there exists C'"°°-bounded first order differential operator @, and
zero degree operators Ry, Ro, R3, R4, all G-invariant, such that dgE + (dgE)* +Qis
elliptic, and
(20) QAY” +dy Q= Ridy” +dy Ry,
E * E * E * E *
QY )"+ (dV )'Q = Rs(dy )" + (dV )" Ra.
Clearly, in our example, VE + ((VE))* satisfies Equation (20).
Write 09 := d‘v,E + (dgE)*,A := 0%, and denote by I, , Ig;, respectively the

orthogonal projections onto the range of dgE, (dgE)*, which we shall denote by

Rg(dv ), Rg(dy)).
In this section, we shall consider the operators

B; ::Rlﬂdv + R3Hd€/,
By :=IIg4;, Ry + 114, R,
B :=ByIly + By (id —IIy).
We recall some elementary formulas regarding these operators from [11]:
Lemma 3.8. [I1, Lemma 2.2] One has
QdY" +dy"Q =Bidy" +dy’ By,
QY™ )" + (@Y ) Q =Bi(dY" )" + (dV" )" Ba,
[Q, A] =B1A— ABy; — 60(31 — 32)50.
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One can furthermore estimate the derivatives of Ily. First, recall that
Lemma 3.9. One has (c¢f. [11l, Corollary 2.8])
(Q + B, IIp) = 0.
Proof. Here we give a different proof. From definition we have
B = (g, Ry + 1IqRy) o + Ra gy, + R3llg:,,
where we used 1y, Il = Hd;«/ﬂo = 0. Hence
BIly — oB = (Ig;, R + Hay, Ra)Ilo — HoR111g, — HoR311 gy, .
For any s one has
I, s = nh_l}l;o dsp,

for some sequence §,, (in some suitable function spaces). It follows that
H()RlHdVS = lim HOR1d§1
n—o0
= lim Ho(QdY" +dy" Q —dy" Ry)5) = I1oQI1g, 5.
n—oo
Similarly, one has HgRng;/ = HOQHd;«/ and by considering the adjoint g RoIly =
Hd;Qﬂo, and Hd’*‘}RLLHO = Hd*‘}QHO. It follows that
[Q -+ B,Ho] = (ld _Hdv — Hd{ﬁ/)QHO — H()Q(id _Hdv — Hd;) = 0. O
In other words, regarding [Q, IIy] and [B, IIy] as kernels, one has

1@, Holllas m = I[B, ol || 1s m.

provided the right hand side is finite. Hence, using elliptic regularity and the same
arguments as Lemma [3.3] one can prove inductively that

Iy(z,y,2) € U, (M xg M,E®), Vm.
Next, we recall the main result of [11]

Lemma 3.10. For any m =0,1,---,

(1) The heat operator e™**, and the operators doe 2, Ae™t4 map W™(E) to
itself as bounded operators. Moreover, there exist constants C°,CL C2 >0

such that
||€_tA||opm §Crom
”606_m”0pm St_%crln?
HAe_tAHOpm §t_1072m
for allt > 0.

(2) Ast — oo, =2 strongly converges as an operator on W™(E). Moreover,
(t,s) — e t4s is a continuous map form [0,00] x W™ (E) to W™(E).
(8) One has the Hodge decomposition

W™(E) = Ker(A) + Rg(A) = Ker(dp) + Rg(dp),

where the kernel, image and closure are in W™ (E).
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Remark that our case is slightly different from that of [11], where M is assumed to
be compact (but with possibly non-compact fibers). However, the same arguments
clearly apply because our M is of bounded geometry.

We recall more results in [I1], Section 2].

Lemma 3.11. [I1, Lemma 2.4] For any m > 0, there exists constant C§ > 0 such
that

@, e llopm < Ci.

Proof. Using the third equation of Lemma [3.8 Equation (I8]) becomes

¢ ¢

[Q, e_tA] = / e_(t_t/)AEﬁo(Bl — Bg)6oe_tlAdt, - / e_(t_t/)A(BlA — ABQ)G_t/Adt,.
0 0

Using Lemma B.10], we estimate the first integral

t
H/ 6_(t_t,)A60(Bl —Bg)aoe_t/Adt,
0

t dt/
<||B, - B Omc},ﬂ/ S —
L SB Bl [

:”Bl - B2H0pm(crln)27r'

op

As for the second integral, we split the domain of integration into [0, 5] and [£,1],

and then integrate by part to get

t t
/ e ABIA — ABy)e P Adt = / P e ANB, — By)e ! Aar
0 0

t
- / e~ =A(By — By)Ae V' Adt
t

2

(SIS

t
£ ¢
—(t—H _ (44! 4
e (t t)ABle t'A|2 e (t t)ABQC t' A
/=0 t'=
Again using Lemma [3.8] its || - ||op m-norm is bounded by

t
z dt bar
COCHBiloprt| Ballo) ([ 755+ [ G )OO+ B gt Ballop ).

N

. . . 2 / t /7
which is uniformly bounded because [ tcitt, = [i Ci—’; = log 2. O

Lemma 3.9 suggests that [Q + B,e *?] converges to zero as t — oo. Indeed,
we shall prove a stronger result, namely, [Q + B,e 4] decay polynomially in the
|| - ||zs m-norm for all m.

Lemma 3.12. Suppose there exist Cp,,y > 0 such that ||e™*? — ITy|lgsm < Crnt ™7,
then there exist C),,ym > 0 such that

11Q + B, e [lusm = I[Q + B, e — Ig)[las m < Crpt ™.
Proof. We follow the proof of [11, Lemma 2.6]. By Lemma B.8] we get
[Q + B, A] = (A(B1 + Ba) + 0o(B1 — B2)do)(id —1lo),

it follows that , ,
IH[Q + B,e 24 = [Q + B, e 34]1I; = 0.
Write

[Q+ B,e ) =[Q + B,e 7%]e 3% + ¢ 22[Q + B, e 74
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=[Q + B,e”24)(e” 2% — IIp) + (72 — Ip)[Q + B, e 4.
Taking || - ||gsm and using Corollary 218 and Lemma [B.I1] the claim follows. O

Theorem 3.13. Suppose |e™** — ITy||luso < Cot™ for some v > 0,Co > 0. Then
for any m, there exists C!!, > 0 such that

et — Iy|lusm < C" 77, V> 1.

Proof. We prove the theorem by induction. The case m = 0 is given. Suppose that
for some m, |le™* — Ip||usm < Crut™?. Consider ||e™*? — Iy |lus ma1-

Since @ is a first order differential operator, for any kernel ¢ € U (M xp
M, E*)Y, [Q,)] is also a kernel lying in ¥3>°(M xp M, E’)G that is in partlcular

given by a composition of the covariant derivatives VEb 9%,0% and some tensors
acting on 1. Since ||1||gsm, is by definition the || - ||gs o norm of the m-th derivatives
of v, elliptic regularity (Lemma 2.12]) implies

[ llus m+1 < Con (918 m + 1809 [lus m + 14¥80lns m + Qs %]llns m),

for some constant C,,, > 0. Put ¢ = e t4 — II;. The theorem then follows from the
estimates

180 (e™"4 — ITo) s m =I(e™ — Io)To||ms m
_t _t
<( D Crlldole 22 = o) lopt) lle™ 22 — Io|lus m

0<i<m

_% t\—

<( >, c zCl ) ?)Cm(3) s
0<I<m

Q. e~ — Iollus m </[Q + B,e™** — Iyllusm + [|[B, e~ — o] |ls m
<CLt™+2(0 Y CryllBllopt) Cont ™.
0<i<m
Note that we used Lemma for the last inequality. ([l

4. SOBOLEV CONVERGENCE

In this section we will use the method of [I] to prove that under the condition of
positivity of the Novikov-Shubin invariant the L2-analytic torsion form is a smooth
form.

Let VF be a flat connection on E. Define the number operators on A*H'@A*V'QE
by

._ R
NQ|MH'®M’V’®E =4, N|Af1H’®AfI’V’®E =q.

In this section, we consider the rescaled Bismut super-connection [3, Chapter 9.1]

1
t2 1
0(t) =t (d+ AW = St dy +diy) + (V5 + (T5)) + 73 (~Aer +10)).
Denote
1
1 1 t3
Dy = —i(dv—di‘/), Q= —5((va—(va)’)—T(—A@*—L@), D(t) := t2 Do+

The curvature of d(¢) can be expanded in the form:

3(t)? = —D(t)2 = tA + 20, Dy + t2 DoSY + Q2.
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Hence as a consequence of Duhamel’s expansion (cf. [3]), we have

dim B
e 0 — DM — o—tA 4 Z / e_rotA(t%QtDo + t%DOQt + Q?)e_”m

n=1 (7”07~~~7T‘k)62n

c - (£2 Dy + t2 Dy + Q2)e AR,

where X" := {(ro,71--- ,7) € [0,1]" 1rg + -+ + 1, = 1.
4.1. The large time estimate of the rescaled heat operator. In this section,
we follow [I, Section 4] to estimate the Hilbert-Schmit norms of e=9®* (see Theorem

4.4 below).
Let vy :=1— (1+cm;+m)_l, 7(t) := t~7". Fix t such that #(f) < (dim B+1)~L.
One has the following counterparts of [1, Lemma 4.2]:

Lemma 4.1. For c=0,1,2, there exists a constant C,, such that
H(\/Zﬁo)%e”w‘))z\\op/m < Cor~2, for any t > 1,0 < r < 1 (by Lemma [310);
And for any t > t,7(t) <r <1,
He”t(DO)2 s m <Cpn(rt)™7, (by Theorem [3.13)
1(V/£90) 2P0 ||yg  <Copr ™2 (rt) ™7, ifc=1,2.  (by Corollary [ZI3)

We furthermore observe that the arguments leading to the main result [I, Theorem
4.1] still hold if one replaces the operator and || - || norm respectively by | - |lop'm
and | - |lgsm for any m.

The arguments in [I, Section 4] are elementary, so we shall only recall some key
steps.

First, one splits the domain of integration X" = UI#{Ov,,,7n} Eg(t“, where

X = A{lro, )ty <7(0), Vi€ Ly 2 7(1),Vj & I}.
Define
(21)

n
K(t,n,I,co, - cpia,- - an) == / (t2 Dg)0e "0 H(@?i(t%Do)Cie_”m)dE”,
U i=1

for ¢; = 0,1,2,a; = 1,2. Then one has
o0 _ DB? _ ZK(L%LCo, S CpiAl, Oy

by grouping terms involving Dg together.

We shall consider the kernels K(t,n,I,cq,- - cp;a1,---ap)(z,y,2) of the terms
in the summation above. Consider the special case when ¢; = 0,1. One has the
analogue of [I, Proposition 4.6]:

Lemma 4.2. There exists € > 0 such that as t — oo,
K(t7n717607"'cn7a17"' ,an)(x,y,z)

_ [ GilloQ My -+~ Io)(w,y,2) + O(t™°)  if I =0,c0,-+ ,cn =0
|l O@t™9) otherwise

in the || - ||as m-norm.
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Proof. We first consider the case I = (). Suppose furthermore ¢, = 1 for some ¢. By
Corollary 218, The || - ||usm-norm of the integrand on the r.h.s. of (2I]) is bounded
by

1 1 1
”(ﬁDO)Coe_TOtA”Op’m Tt HQ?q ”op’mH(ﬁDO)e—thAHHSm Tt H(ﬁDO)cne_rntAHOp’m

Integrating, we have the estimate
HK(tu n,Coy - ,CpsA1, " 7an)(‘r7 Y, Z)HHSm S C;nt_ﬁ/+7l(%+ﬁ/) /d2n7

which is O(t7¢) with e = (1 — %).
Next, suppose I = @) and ¢; = 0 for all i. Write e 70*A~1o 4 T]; and split the

integrand

e

—r;tA

(e—rotAQtale—rltA . —rntA)(

z,Y,2)
into 2"! terms. If any term contains a e — Iy factor, similar arguments as
above shows that it is O(¢~7). Hence the only term that dose not converge to 0 is

(IIoQ“ Iy - - - I) (x, y, 2).

Since the volume of E;‘(t)’ ; converges to % as t — oo, the claim follows.

It remains to consider the case when I is non-empty. Write I = {iy, -+ ,is},
{0,--- ,n}\ I =:{ky, -+ ,kg} # 0. For ¢ sufficiently large I # {0,--- ,n}. Suppose
cq = 1 for some ¢ ¢ I. Then we take || - ||fsm-norm for (t%Do)e_rth term, and
estimate

HK(t,TL,CQ, oty Cpi G, 7an)(‘ruy7 Z)HHSW

7(t) 7(t) ) < _cq _en
S/ / </ C T02...rq2(rqt)_7...rn2
0 0 {(rky.n,rkfs):(ro,---,rn)GE?(t)’I}

d(rgy = T, ))dril ceedry,.
As in the I = () case, the integral over {(ry,), -~ ,7%, : (ro, -+ ,Tn) € E?(t)l} is

O(t™¢); while ( ) Fldm = O(t_“/(l_%)). Again the claim is verified.
Finally if ¢; = O for all ¢ € I, then

HK t n CO,"' Cp,Q1, " ,an)(fx,y,z)HHSm

Cil Cig
", "2 —2
/ / / Chrg 2 =+ Tn
Tkl,'“,T’kg)i(T’O,' T )EZ-(t) 1}

d(rgy Tk, )) dri, -+ - dr;,
— o™=y, 0
One then turns to the case for some i, ¢; = 2. If I and J are disjoint subsets

of {0, ,n} with I = {i1,--- ,4,}, and {0,--- ,n} \ (LUJ) =: {ko, -~ ,kq} # 0,
denote by

r(e),1,0 °= 1o, -+ 7n) € By p o7y = (1), whenever j € J},
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and define
K(tnIJco,- cn,al, cap)
/ / /{(rko, qu (ro,-,r )EE_(t)I}
(t% )00t H O (£2 Dy)“i e it4) A9 (g, Tr,)dr - - dry.

X0

Using integration by parts, one gets [I, Equation (4.17)],

K(t,n,IU{Zp},J, 727... 7ck07... N 7aip7aip+17...)
(22)

( K(t7n7[7ju{zp}’ 707... 7ck07... N 7aip7aip+17...)
_K(tjn_lrl—’t];...7...7ck07...;...7ai0+aip+17...) q>07
+K(t7n7IU{1p}7JU{kO}7 707”' 7ck07"' Yoot 7aip7aip+17"')

— _i_K(t,n’[U{flp},J’ 707... 7ck0+27... R 7aip7aip+17...)
K(t7n7[7ju{zp}’ 707... 7ck07... jeee 7aip7aip+17...)
_K(t,n_17[,J;”’7”’,Ck(),”’;"';ai0+aip+17"') q:O
_i_K(t,n’[U{flp},J’ 707... 7ck0+27... R 7aip7aip+17...)

We remark that the proof of [1, Equation (4.17)] does not involve any norm, therefore
we omit the details here.

Using Equation (22]) repeatedly, one eliminates all terms with ¢; = 2.

On the other hand one has the following straightforward generalization of Lemma
[4.2] (compare with [Il Proposition 4.7]):

Lemma 4.3. Suppose ¢; =0,1. Ast — oo,
K(t,n,I,J,CO,"'Cn;al,"' y An )(‘T yuz)

= (( |Jl) HOQ HO HO)(x7y7Z)+O(t_ﬁ/) 7;f‘[:®7007”' y Cn =0
ot™) otherwise,

for some ~' >0, in the || - ||gs m-norm.
Thus the term K (t,n,I,co,- - cy;ai,---ay,) converges to 0 unless
¢; =0 whenever ¢ € I, ¢; =2 whenever i & I.

Then one follows exactly as [I, Section 4.5] to compute the limit, and concludes with
the following analogue of [I, Theorem 4.1]:

Theorem 4.4. For k=0,1,2 and any m € N,
lim D(t)*e™"0" (2, y, 2) = Io(QTp)*e 1 (z,y, 2)

t—o00
. VB (UB)* L
in the || - ||asm-norm, where Q := ———=——. Moreover, there exits ¢’ > 0 such
that as t — oo,

[(D(#)* e 00 — [15(QTp) k1)) (2, y, 2 )| g = O ).



REGULARITY OF TORSION FORM 23

4.2. Application: the L?-analytic torsion form. Our main application of Theo-
rem[4lis in establishing the smoothness and transgression formula of the L?-analytic
torsion form. Here, we briefly recall the definitions.
On AN*T*M @ E = N*H @ AN°V' @ E, define N, N to be the number operators of
A*H' = =Y (A*T*B) and A*V’ respectively.
Define
FAE) = (2my/=1)~ 5 strg (27 N (1 + 2D (£)2)e 007,

Then under the positivity of the Novikov-Shubin invariant, we have the following
well-defined L?-analytic torsion form.

Definition 4.5. ([1])
L /oo {_FA(t)+strq,(NH0)+(dim(Z) rk(E) stry(Io)  stre(NIo)
0

2

In [1], it is only shown that the form 7 is continuous. Next we will show that
indeed the form 7 is smooth.

Theorem 4.6. The form 7 is smooth, i.e. T € I*°(A*T*B).

Proof. Using [3, Proposition 9.24], the derivatives of the t-integrand are bounded as
t — 0. It follows that its integral over [0,1] is smooth.

We turn to study the large time behavior. Consider str(2-'N(e=9®)* — ITy)).
Using the semi-group property, we can write

eT00? — 9= =03 ~3(5) 9

Also, since str(NIIo(QIIo)%) = str([NIIo(QUy), To(Q1)* 1)) = 0 for any j > 1
one has

str(NIly) = str(NHoe(QUO)z) — o str(NHoe(QHO)zﬂoe(QHO)z).

Therefore
N,

stlr(2_1]\f(e_‘>5(t)2 — IIy)) =272 str(2_1N(e_5(%)2e_5(%)2 - Hoe(QH°)2HOe(QHO)2))
— Hoe(QUO)Q))

+ 2= str (2_1]\7(6_6(%)2 - HOG(QHO)Z)HOG(QHO)Z)-

No 2 t\2

=272 str (2_1Ne_5(%) (6_6(5)

Now consider the L?(B)-norm of stry (2_1Ne_6(%)2(e_6(%)2 - Hoe(QHO)Q)). To

shorten notations, denote G := 2-1Ne=0(3)” (6_6(%)2 — pe®0)*) Writing G as a
convolution product, then there exists constant Cy > 0 such that

/B‘/sz(x,z)str(G(:E,z,z))uw(z)‘2uB(x)
N /B‘ /z Xstr <g /yezz e 05 (2, 2,9) (703" — My 0*) (z, y, z)ﬂx(y))um(z)‘

2

o dt
: ) (1—2t)e }7.

nB(z)

< CO/B </ X/yez ‘6_5(%)2|(x,z,y)|6_5(%)2 _Hoe(QUo)sz,y, z),ux(y),ux(z)fuB(x)

_3(t)2 _5(t\2 2
<Colle @) || &g olle 02" — moel0)7) g,
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where we used the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality three times. Since He_a(%)zHHso is
bounded for ¢ large (by triangle inequality), the expression above is O(t~).
We turn to estimate its derivatives. For any vector field X on B,

VL stre(Q) :/(LXHX(QZ‘,Z))Str(G($,Z,Z))/L$(Z)
+ [T stz ) (2)
—i—/x(az,z) str(G(z, z, 2)) (L xu iz (2)).

Differentiating under the integral sign is valid because we knew a-priori that the
integrands are all L'. Since Lyupz(2) equals p,(z) multiplied by some bounded
functions, it follows that the last term [ x(z, ) str(G/(x, 2, 2)) (L xa pz(2)) is O(t™7).

For the first term, we write Ly ux (2, 2) = 3 ,c¢(9"x) (2, 2)(Lxn x)(z, 2). The sum
is finite because Ly # X is compactly supported. By G-invariance,

/(g*x)(x,z) str(G(x, z, 2) )z (2) = /X(:E,z) str(G(z, 2, 2)) pie (2).
Since (LX}IIX)(x, z) is bounded, it follows that [(Lywx)(x, z)str(G(z, 2, 2)) e (2) is
also O(t~7).

As for the second term, we differentiate under the integral sign, then use the
Leibniz rule to get that there exists constant C7 > 0 such that

’LG T tr(G(az z,2))|

<01</ LY e ®E6_5(%)2(:ﬂ,z,y)"6_6(%)2 — Mgel ™10 (2, y, 2) | pa(y)
L
b e | O e, ) )
Zz
/ D (,2,9) e — e (2,y, 2) | sup Ll (v).

1T 2
LI e ? str(Ca, 2, 2))) e (2)| ()
<Cy ([l \\H51|re-5<%>2—noe<ﬂ”°>2\\%so
+ 1670 | 2o [le ™0 — el |2,
_a(t _a(1\2 2
+sup | Ly pal[e 706 |3ig 1 720 — Mpe @02 )
=0(t™).

Clearly the above arguments can be repeated and one concludes that all Sobolev

norms of stry(G) are O(t~).
By exactly the same arguments, we have as t — oo,

strg (2_1N(e_6(%)2 - Hoe(ﬂno)z)ﬂoe(ﬂno)z) =0(t™),

in all Sobolev norms.
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As for stry (271N (D(t)2e=2®*)), one has D(t)? = 2(2_NTQD(§)22%). Therefore
strg (g(D(t)2€_6(t)2)) —o 2 iy (N(D(%)%—B(%)?e_a(%)z — 1y(QIy)2e (0 (2110

=27 P stry (N(D(;)2 —9(3)? HO(QH0)2€(QHO) Je —09(3)? )

—27 = strg (NUO(QUO) (QUO)( 6(%)2_6(9170)2))

Y

which is also O(t="") as t — oo by similar arguments.
By the Sobolev embedding theorem (for the compact manifold B), it follows that

stro (N IIp) dim(Z) rk(E) stry (IIp)  strg(NIlp)
+ ( -
2 4 2
and its all derivatives are O(t~"") uniformly.
Finally, since all derivatives of the t-integrand in Definition are L', derivatives

of T exist and equal differentiations under the t-integration sign. Hence we conclude
that the torsion 7 is smooth. g

—FNt) +

)(1—2t)e”

Remark 4.7. If Z is L?-acyclic and of determinant class (cf. [I, Def. 6.3]), the
analogue of Remark reads

o0 dt dt
—tA —tA
/ o3 20X / et % < oo
0 t 0

(note that ITy = 0 by hypothesis). Unlike having positive Novikov-Shubin invariant,
the heat operator is not of determinant class in || - ||uso.

Given a power series f(z) = Y a;ja’. For clarity, let h be the metric on A*V ® E
and we denote

f(VA.VI®E, h) — gtr (Zaj(%(v/vvl@E . (V/\'V/(X)E)*))j) c FOO(/\QT*M)7
J
1

f(VA.VI®E, h)H'(Z,E') = stry (ZCL] (—

LIV (0 R 1)) € 1% (AT B)
J

Note that the summations are only up to dim M.

Let TZ be the vertical tangent bundle of the fiber bundle M — B and recall
that we have chosen a splitting of 7'M and defined a Riemannian metric on T M.
Let PTZ denote the projection from TM to TZ. Let V™ be the corresponding
Levi-Civita connection on T'M and define V%4 = PT2yTMpTZ 4 connection on
TZ. The restriction of VI to a fiber coincides with the Levi-Civita connection of
the fiber. Let RTZ be the curvature of V2.

For N even, let Pf: s0(IN) — R denote the Pfaffian and put

(23) o (17,577) = { P[5 ] if dim(2) is even,
7 0 if dim(Z2) is odd.
A classical argument [4], 13| 1] then gives:

Corollary 4.8. If dim Z = 2n is even one has the transgression formula

dr(z) = / X(@,2)e(TZ, V") f(VV'OE) — f(VvNVOE) ey,
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with f(z) = ze*”.

Now let h; be a family of G-invariant metrics on A*V ® E, [ € [0,1]. Define

1 Ng o1/
Jg(v/\-vugE7 hl) — /0 (2%\/—_1)7 str ((hl)_lﬁf,(vl\ \% ®E7 hl))dl,

dl

and similarly for f(V/"V'®F, hi)He(z,E)- Note that fI(VAVI®E ) uses the adjoint
connection with respect to h;.

Let € (T2, V140 vTZ41) € QM /QM0 (cf. [4]) be the secondary class associated
to the Euler class. Its representatives are forms of degree dim(Z) — 1 such that

(24) 42 (T2, V720 NT2Y) = ¢ (TZ,VT4Y) — ¢ (T2,V729).

If dim(Z) is odd, we take € (T2, VT%49 VT%1) to be zero.
One has an anomaly formula [4, Theorem 3.24].

Lemma 4.9. Modulo exact forms

(25) 7 —70 = / X(@, 2)e(TZ, V20 12N f(NVOF )

T

" / X(.Z', Z)G(TZ, VTZ’I).]Z:(VA.V/@Ea hl) - f(v/\'Vb'(@Eb ) hl)H'(Z,E)'

In particular, the degree-0 part of Equation (25)) is the anomaly formula for the
L?-Ray-Singer analytic torsion, which is a special case of [20, Theorem 3.4].

Remark 4.10. Let Zg — My — B be a fiber bundle with compact fiber Zy, Z —
M — B be the normal covering of the fiber bundle Zy — My — B. Then one can
define the Bismut-Lott and L?-analytic torsion form 7yz, 5, a5 € T°(A*T*B),
and one has the respective transgression formulas

s = / 1y ST 20 VI f(VATERE) — f(VAYEEE0) e
o xT

drarp = / X(@,2)e(TZ,VT2) f(VNVOE) — f(VNVO) e 4 .
Zg

Suppose further that the DeRham cohomologies are trivial:
H*(Zy, E|z,) = H}2(Z, E|z) = {0}.

Then d(7apr—B — Tmy—p) = 0. Hence Ty—p — Tam,—p defines some class in the
DeRham cohomology of B. We also remark that this form was also mentioned in [T
Remark 7.5], as a weakly closed form.

Remark 4.11. In our preprint [19], we extended the methods in this paper to the case
when B/G is not a manifold. Regarding B/G as a non-commutative space, in [19]
we defined the non-commutative analytic torsion form and got a non-commutative
Riemannian-Roch-Grothendieck theorem.
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