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Abstract

We study the relationship between the Getzler calculus of a spin Riemannian manifold and the

Riemannian geometry of the corresponding principal spin bundle. We then use the calculus of

Gaussian-Grassmann integrals developed by Berline–Vergne to compute the Getzler symbol of the

spinor heat flow.

1 Introduction

Given a closed smooth manifold M and an elliptic pseudo-differential operator P : Γ(M,E) → Γ(M,F )
acting between the sections of complex vector bundles overM , global analysis tells us that P is Fredholm
and the Atiyah-Singer index theorem [3] computes the Fredholm index via a topological expression

IndexP = (−1)dimM

∫

T∗M

ch(σ(P )) ∧ T̂ d(TMC).

To date, there are many approaches to the index theorem in the general case of pseudo-differential oper-
ators, most of which focus on the global aspects of σ(P ) as an element of a (possibly noncommutative)
generalized cohomology theory, e.g. K-theory. While these approaches are incredibly powerful and have
built various bridges with other subjects in mathematics such as operator K-theory, deformation quan-
tization, and Lie groupoids to name a few, these approaches also wash away the relationship between
the operator P and geometric structures on M . The subject of local index theory is aimed at deriving
index theorems by studying the interplay of the local coefficients of P and a suitably chosen geometric
structure (M,G) on M .

The case when P = D is a Dirac-type operator and the geometric structure is Riemannian has been
well studied in the literature and begins with the work of Atiyah-Bott-Patodi [2]. The major drawback
of [2] was its implicit extraction of the characteristic forms relevant for the index calculation. This
was later clarified with the work of Alvarez-Guamé [1] and Witten [11] on supersymmetric quantum
mechanics and localization on loop space. Rigorous proofs of these claims have been given, the three
techniques which stand out are of Bismut [6], Berline–Vergne [5], and Getzler [7], each technique using
and developing different machinery to handle the problem. The goal of the present article is to build a
bridge between the two different approaches of Getzler [7] and Berline–Vergne [5]. We will show that one
can use the Berline–Vergne approach to evaluate the Getzler symbol of the heat kernel, demystifying the
geometry of the terms within the Getzler-Mehler kernel, in particular shedding light on the geometry

of the Gaussian term. In all approaches to the local index theorem, the heat semi-group {e−t /D2}t>0

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/2312.02076v1


plays a vital role. How one approaches the small time behaviour of e−t /D2

is different for Getzler and
Berline–Vergne. Let us briefly explain the approaches.

In Getzler’s original approach, one views the super-manifold C∞(N ) = Γ(T ∗M,π∗ ∧ T ∗M) as the
cotangent superbundle bundle to the super-manifold M with C∞(M) = Γ(M,S ), the sections of the
spinor bundle. While this idea is heuristic (because Γ(M,S ) is not a true supermanifold) it motivates
the definition of the Getzler symbol calculus as a combination of the dequantization of the pseudod-
ifferential operators on C∞(M) to functions on T ∗M and the dequantization of the Clifford algebra
Γ(M,Cℓ(T ∗M)) to the exterior algebra Γ(M,∧T ∗M). In a follow up article [8], Getzler explains the
symbol calculus as a rescaling at the level of Schwartz kernel which is particularly simple for differential
operators and smoothing operators. The main achievement of this technique is to show that the symbol
of the heat kernel is the Mehler kernel

σPar−G(e−t /D2

)(x) = (4πt)−n/2det1/2
(

tR/2

sinh(tR/2)

)
exp

(
− 1

4t

〈
x

∣∣∣∣
tR

2
coth

(
tR

2

)∣∣∣∣x
〉)

which, when evaluated at (x, t) = (0, 1), recovers the quantity

(4π)−n/2det1/2
(

R/2

sinh(R/2)

)
,

the Â-genus of the manifold M .
Coming at the problem from a different angle, Berline–Vergne studied the geometry of a principal

spin bundle PSpin(M) of a given Riemannian manifold (M, g). The key reason for doing this is that one

can lift /D
2
on the base M to PSpin(M) via

C∞
(
PSpin(M),∧Cn/2

)ρ
C∞

(
PSpin(M),∧Cn/2

)ρ

Γ(S ) Γ(S )

∆+π∗k/4−n(n−1)/2

≃ ≃

/D2

which gives rise to the following expression for the heat kernel on the base
〈
p
∣∣∣e−t /D2

∣∣∣q
〉
= en(n−1)t/2

∫

Spin(n)

〈
p · g

∣∣∣e−t(∆+π∗k/4)
∣∣∣q
〉
ρ(g)dg. (1)

The appearance of the Â-genus of M can be understood by making two observations. The first is that,
from this perspective, it is only the first term in the heat kernel asymptotics of 〈p|e−t(∆+π∗k/4)|q〉 which
contributes to the local supertrace in the limit as t → 0+. The second is that the first term in the heat
asymptotics of 〈p|e−t(∆+π∗k/4)|q〉 only depends on the local Jacobian of the exponential map. It is here
that the geometry of PSpin(M) is utilized to show that the Â-genus appears explicitly by studying the
Jacobian of the exponential map restricted to the horizontal distribution defined by the Levi–Civita
connection on M .

Theorem 1.1 (Berline–Vergne, [5]). Fix p ∈ PSpin(M), π(p) = x and consider the function Φ defined
for A ∈ spin(n) small

Φ(A) = det−1/2(expp)∗,A

= det−1/2

(
sinh adA/2

adA/2

)
· det−1/2

(
sinh τ(A · Ωp)/4

τ(A · Ωp)/4

)
.
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Then one has (after making an identification
∧
Rn ≃ ∧

T ∗
xM)

Φ(2e ∧ e∗) = det1/2
(

Rx/2

sinh(Rx/2)

)
.

On the surface, these two methods seem unrelated. Moreover, Getzler does more by constructing
a full symbol calculus and recovering the full Mehler kernel, not just the Â-genus. In this article,
we will use the techniques developed by Berline–Vergne to uncover the geometry behind the Mehler
kernel. Here is the approach: following Berline–Vergne we will use the equivariant averages (1) and
heat kernel asymptotics of the operator ∆ + π∗k/4 on PSpin(M) to obtain an asymptotic expansion of

e−t /D2

. What we will find is that the terms of the heat kernel asymptotic expansion are expressed as
Gaussian averages along the fibers of PSpin(M). From here we will combine the Riemannian geometry
of PSpin(M) and the Getzler rescaling on the base M to lift the Getzler rescaling to PSpin(M) (see Sec
4.2). The combination of the Getzler rescaling and the Gaussian averages will convert the problem to an
evaluation of Gaussian-Grassman integrals. The latter have already been developed by Berline–Vergne,
our only addition will be to work with Taylor expansions of such integrals. The added insight is that
the Gaussian term of the Mehler kernel is governed by the geodesic distance function on PSpin(M).

Theorem 1.2. Fix p ∈ PSpin(M), π(p) = x, and v ∈ Hp small. Consider the function Ψ defined for
A ∈ spin(n) small

Ψ(A) =

〈
v,

(
I − exp(−τ(A · Ωp)/2)

τ(A · Ωp)/2

)−1

v

〉
.

Then one has (after making an identification
∧
Rn ≃ ∧

T ∗
xM)

Ψ(2e ∧ e∗) =

〈
v,

Rx

2
coth

(
Rx

2

)
v

〉

When studying the asymptotics of the Getzler-rescaled heat kernel through the lenses of the geometry
on PSpin(M), we fully recover the Mehler kernel.

Theorem 1.3. Fix p ∈ PSpin(M), π(p) = x, and v ∈ Hp small. For 0 < |u| ≤ 1, we have

σ(ku2 (expp(uv), p))

∼ (4πu)−n

n/2∑

j=0

u2j

(
det1/2

(
Rx/2

sinh(Rx/2)

)
exp

(
−1

4

〈
v,

Rx

2
coth

(
Rx

2

)
v

〉))

2j

+ u−n+1

n/2∑

j=0

u2jω2j(~v) + · · ·

where ω2j(v) is analytic in v. Evaluating limu→0 u
n
∑n

j=0 u
−jσj(ku2 (expp(uv), p)) gives

(4π)−n/2det1/2
(

Rx/2

sinh(Rx/2)

)
exp

(
−1

4

〈
v,

Rx

2
coth

(
Rx

2

)
v

〉)
.
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2 The Setup

We briefly orient the reader with our set of notations and background theorems we will be using through-
out the article. We consider (Mn, g) to be a closed, oriented, spin Riemannian manifold of even dimen-
sion n. We choose an equivariant double cover PSpin(M) of PSO(M) given by the diagram below (R is
the right action)

PSpin(M)× Spin(n) PSpin(M)

PSO(M)× SO(n) PSO(M)

R

p×Ãd p

R

If we let ωLC ∈ Ω1
Ad,v(PSO(M), so(n)) denote the Levi-Civita connection 1-form, then we obtain the

induced spinorial Levi-Civita connection 1-form ωLC
s := τ−1

(
p∗ωLC

)
∈ Ω1

Ad,v(PSpin(M), spin(n)) where

τ = D(Ãd) : spin(n)
∼−→ so(n). If ρ : Spin(n) → U(∧Cn/2) denotes the complex unitary spinor

representation, then we form the complex vector bundle of spinors overM via S := PSpin(M)×ρ∧Cn/2.
Since the spinor representation ρ is unitary, the spinor bundle S comes equipped with a Hermitian fiber
metric. The spinor bundle comes equiped with the spinorial Levi-Civita connection, denoted∇LC , which
is defined by the commutative diagram

Ωk
ρ,h(PSpin(M),∧Cn/2) Ωk+1

ρ,h (PSpin(M),∧Cn/2)

Ωk(M,S ) Ωk+1(M,S )

d+ρ(ωLC
s )∧

≃ ≃

d∇
LC

The Levi-Civita connection on S is compatible with the Hermitian fiber metric. The spinor bundle
comes with an action of the Clifford bundle of T ∗M ,

c : Γ(Cℓ(T ∗M, g))× Γ(S ) → Γ(S )

By simplicity and dimension comparison we have that Cℓ(T ∗M, g) ≃c EndS where the isomorphism
is of algebra-bundles over M . The Clifford action has the property that c(ω)∗ = −c(ω), for every
ω ∈ Γ(T ∗M), where the ∗ denotes the adjoint operation in Γ(EndS ) given by the Hermitian fiber
metric. This allows us to define the main operator of interest for us, the spinor Dirac operator /D, given
by the following diagram

Γ(S ) Ω1(M,S )

Γ(S ).

/D

∇LC

c

4



The orientation on M guarantees the existence of the volume form dV ∈ Γ(∧nT ∗M). We define the
complex volume form dVC := in/2dV , which has the property that c(dVC)

2 = 1. This allows us to
introduce a Z2-grading on the spinor bundle via S ± := (1± c(dVC))S . All of the structure introduced
allows us to conclude that /D is an odd, self-adjoint, first order elliptic operator on Γ(S ). In particular,
the operator

/D
+
:= /D|Γ(S +) : Γ(S

+) −→ Γ(S −)

is a first order elliptic operator between the sections of S
+ and S

−. We wish to compute its Fredholm
index.

2.1 Heat Flow and Index Theory

The classic route to computing index /D
+

is to study the interplay between the local coefficients of the
operator /D and the geometry of (M, g). The first step is to study heat flow on spinors. Functional

analytic properties of /D guarantee the existence of the heat semi-group {e−t /D2}t≥0 as a semi-group of
bounded operators acting on L2(M,S ). Further Sobolev theory guarantees the existence of a smooth
time dependent kernel kt ∈ Γ(S ⊠ S ∗) for t > 0, such that

• e−t /D2

s(x) =
∫
M

kt(x, y)s(y)dV (y), s ∈ Γ(S )

• (∂t + /D
2
x)kt(x, y) ≡ 0 for all (t, x, y) ∈ (0,∞)×M ×M .

Thus e−t /D2

is a smoothing operator, and we call kt the heat kernel. The ±-grading on S induces a
±-grading on L2(M,S ) and thus a ±-grading on B(L2(M,S)). We use this to define a graded trace
Str : L 1(L2(M,S )) → C, via the formula

Str(T ) := Tr(c(dVC)T ), T ∈ L
1(L2(M,S )).

The reason for studying heat flow in this setting is because of the Mckean-Singer formula [9], which

computes Index /D
+
as

Index /D
+
= Str(e−t /D2

), t > 0.

Using the heat kernel, we conclude that

Index /D
+
= Str(e−t /D2

)

=

∫

M

str(kt(x, x))dV (x).

where str : Γ(EndS ) → C∞(M) is the local supertrace given by

str(T ) := tr(c(dVC)T ), T ∈ Γ(EndS ).

The goal of local index theory is to understand the small time behaviour of str(kt(x, x)). The reason
for doing this is as follows. Functional analytic arguments show that as t → ∞, the heat kernel
approaches the smooth kernel given by projection onto the kernel of /D and in particular completely
delocalizes (by delocalize we mean that when evaluating the kernel on a section, the result depends on
the values of the section all across the manifold, rather than only local values of the given section).
Thus we conclude that in the limit t → ∞, the kernel kt(x, y) shouldn’t contain any local geometric
information. However, in the limit t → 0+, functional analytic arguments show that the kernel kt(x, y)
localizes around the diagonal of M ×M . Moreover, intuition tells us that the small time behaviour of
heat flow should be governed by the local geometry of our manifold M and the bundle S .

5



2.2 Differential Forms and The Local Supertrace

As we mentioned earlier, there needs to be a bridge between the local coefficients of our operator and the
local geometry of the manifold. In the spinorial setting it is given by the isomorphism Γ(Cℓ(T ∗M, g)) ≃
Γ(EndS ). More precisely, we have that Cℓ(T ∗M, g) is isomorphic, as a vector bundle, to ∧T ∗MC,
which is given by

σ : Cℓ(T ∗M, g)
∼−→ ∧T ∗MC, σ(ei1 · · · eij ) = ei1 ∧ · · · ∧ eij ,

where {ei}ni=1 is a local orthonormal frame for T ∗M . This means that we can view a section T ∈
Γ(EndS ) as Clifford multiplication by a differential form on the base M . Part of the utility in this
description of Γ(EndS ) is in its ability to express str in geometric terms. To see this, first define the
Berezin integral B : Γ(∧T ∗MC) → C∞(M), which is

B(ω) = ωn,

where ωndV is the component of ω in ∧nT ∗MC. Since ∧T ∗MC is a bundle of graded commutative
algebras, the Berezin integral is a graded trace. Moreover, given T ∈ Γ(EndS ) ≃ Γ(Cℓ(T ∗M, g)), we
have

str(T ) = (2/i)n/2B(σ(T )).

3 A Recap of Getzler’s Work

For our purposes, the topic in Getzler’s work we want to focus on is the Getzler rescaling appearing
in [8]. The key will be to use the differential form perspective on Γ(EndS ) to define a symbol calculus
for Γ(S ⊠ S ∗) which will allow us to understand the local behaviour of κ ∈ Γ(S ⊠ S ∗) around the
diagonal in M ×M .

Definition 3.1. Consider a smooth kernel κ ∈ Γ(S ⊠ S ∗), a fixed point y ∈ M , and a normal
neighborhood (Uy, ~x) of y. For a given x ∈ Uy, let Px→y : Sx

∼−→ Sy denote parallel translation along
the unit speed radial geodesic connecting x and y in Uy. We obtain

κy(~x) := Px→y(κ(x, y)) ∈ C∞(Uy,EndSy), x = expMy (~x)

Using EndSy ≃c Cℓ(T
∗
yM) ≃σ ∧T ∗

yM
C, we get

σ(κy(~x)) ∈ C∞(Uy,∧T ∗
yM

C)

The Getzler rescaling of κ at y ∈ M is defined to be

δu,y(κ)(~x) :=

n∑

j=0

u−jσj(κy(u~x)), 0 < |u| ≤ 1.

Note that if we allow u to vary then the Getzler rescaling of κ at y may be viewed as a smooth
function

δy(κ) : [−1, 1]× × Uy → ∧T ∗
yM

C,

where [−1, 1]× denotes [−1, 1] without 0.

6



Definition 3.2. We say that κ ∈ Γ(S ⊠ S ∗) has Getzler order m ∈ Z at y ∈ M if δy(κ) extends past
u = 0 to a smooth function δy(κ) : [−1, 1]× Uy → ∧T ∗

yM
C. In this case, the limit below

σG
m,y(κ)(~x) := lim

u→0
umδu,y(κ)(~x) ∈ S(T ∗M)⊗ ∧T ∗

yM
C.

defines the Getzler symbol of κ at y ∈ M . Elements of S(T ∗M) ⊗ ∧T ∗
yM

C are to be viewed as

polynomials on TyM with coefficients in the algebra ∧T ∗
yM

C.

The way this computation is done in practice is to Taylor expand δu,y(κ)(~x) in ~x and collect terms
of the same u power. When this is done, an aymptotic expansion of δu,y(κ)(~x) is obtained that has the
form

δu,y(κ)(~x) ∼
∞∑

j=−n

ujγ−j(~x)

∼ umγ−m(~x) + um+1γ−m−1(~x) + · · · , m ≥ −n

where each γj(~x) is a polynomial in ~x whose coefficients lie in the algebra ∧T ∗
yM

C. The Getzler symbol
of κ at y will be the first m such that γ−m 6= 0,

σG
−m,y(κ)(~x) = γ−m(~x)

It is clear from its definition that the Getzler symbol of κ gives information about the local behavior of
κ around the diagonal of M ×M . Moreover, we have a relation for computing local supertraces. If the
Getzler order of κ at y is m, then

str(κ(y, y)) =

{
0 if m < n

(2/i)n/2B
(
σG
n,y(κ)(~0)

)
if m = n

A slight modification of this rescaling will be needed to deal with time dependent sections of S ⊠ S ∗.

Definition 3.3. Suppose κt is a smooth time dependent section of S ⊠ S ∗, t > 0. Repeating the
construction of (3.1), we obtain a smooth time dependent function

σ(κt,y)(~x) ∈ C∞((0,∞)× Uy,∧T ∗
yM

C)

The parabolic Getzler rescaling of κt at y to be

δu,y(κt)(~x) :=

n∑

j=0

u−jσj(κu2t,y(u~x)), 0 < |u| ≤ 1.

We say in this case that κt has parabolic Getzler order m ∈ Z at y ∈ M if umδu,y(κt) extends past
u = 0 to a smooth function umδu,y(κt) : [−1, 1] × (0,∞) × Uy → ∧T ∗

yM
C and define the parabolic

Getzler symbol of κt via the limit below

σPar−G
m,y (κt)(~x) := lim

u→0
umδu,y(κt)(~x) ∈ C∞((0,∞)× Uy,∧T ∗

yM
C).

7



It is not always the case that if we are given κt, its parabolic Getzler rescaling δu,y(κt)(~x) will have
good behaviour as u → 0. To take an example, consider multiplying any κ ∈ Γ(S ⊠S ∗) by e−1/t. The
time dependent section e−1/tκ will not have good rescaled behaviour in the limit as u → 0. Part of the
reason for this is that as t → 0, we do not have any amount of control on the behaviour of a general κt,
i.e. we cannot Taylor expand at t = 0. However, it will be the case for us that the rescaled heat kernel
has great behaviour as u → 0. We aim to understand this behaviour, and our main technique will be
to follow Berline–Vergne and lift the problem to PSpin(M).

4 A Recap of Berline-Vergne’s Approach

In the approach of Berline–Vergne [5], one should lift the heat kernel of e−t /D2

to PSpin(M). In doing
so, one is allowed to use the extra symmetries present in PSpin(M) to enable a simple approach to the

small time asymptotics of e−t /D2

. Let V denote the vertical subbundle of TPSpin(M). If we consider
〈·, ·〉 : spin(n) → R to be an Ad-Spin(n)-invariant inner product on spin(n), then using the global
trivialization of V ≃ PSpin(M) × spin(n) allows us to transfer the inner product 〈·, ·〉 to a fiber metric
on V . Furthermore, if we let H := kerωLC

s , then π∗TM ≃ H and we use this isomorphism to pull
the metric g on M to a fiber metric on H. The splitting TPSpin(M) = V ⊕ H defines a Riemannian
geometry on PSpin(M) by declaring the sum V ⊕ H to be orthogonal. We note that this geometry on
PSpin(M) is acted on isometrically by the right action of Spin(n). Now let ∆S denote the scalar (or
vector valued) Riemannian Laplacian on PSpin(M).

Proposition 4.1 ([5]). We have the following commutative diagram

C∞(PSpin(M),∧Cn/2)ρ C∞(PSpin(M),∧Cn/2)ρ

Γ(S ) Γ(S )

∆S+π∗k/4−n(n−1)/2

≃ ≃

/D2

Recall that the product representation ρ× ρt : Spin(n)× Spin(n) → End ∧ Cn/2 given by

(ρ× ρt)(g, h)T = ρ(g)Tρ(h)−1, (g, h) ∈ Spin(n)× Spin(n), T ∈ End ∧ C
n/2

gives rise to the following isomorphism of vector bundles

Γ(S ⊠ S
∗) ≃ C∞(PSpin(M)× PSpin(M),End ∧ C

n/2)ρ×ρt

.

Thus, for each t > 0, we may consider the heat kernel kt as a smooth function on PSpin(M)×PSpin(M)
with values in End ∧ C

n/2 which is equivariant with respect to the Spin(n) × Spin(n) action. Using

(4.1), we obtain the following equality relating the heat kernel ht of e
−t(∆S+π∗k/4) to kt

kt(p, q) = etn(n−1)/2

∫

Spin(n)

ht(p · g, q)ρ(g)dg, (p, q) ∈ PSpin(M)× PSpin(M). (2)

8



4.1 Heat Kernel Asymptotics

The operator ∆S + π∗k/4 is a generalized Laplacian which acts on scalar (or vector) valued functions
on PSpin(M). Following [4], there is a formal power series

(4πt)−n(n+1)/4e−d(p,q)2/4t
∞∑

j=0

tjΦj(p, q)

with Φj smooth scalar functions on PSpin(M)× PSpin(M) satisfying the following properties:

(I) d(p, q) is the Riemannian distance on PSpin(M)

(II) There is a small neighborhood U∆ of the diagonal such that each Φj is supported in this neigh-
borhood

(III) In a neighborhood V∆ ⊂ U∆ of the diagonal, the formal power series formally solves the heat
equation

(∂t +∆S
p + π∗k(p)/4)(4πt)−n(n+1)/4e−d(p,q)2/4t

∞∑

j=0

tjΦj(p, q) = 0

(IV) In the neighborhood V∆, the Φj are given by

Φ0(exp
S
p (~x), p) = det−1/2((expS

p )∗,~x)

Φj(exp
S
p (~x), p) = −det−1/2((expSp )∗,~x)

∫ 1

0

tj−1
(
∆S

p + π∗k(p)/4
)
Φj−1(exp

S
p (~tx), p)dt

Lastly, the formal power series above approximates the heat kernel ht in the following sense:

Theorem 4.2 ([4] Ch.2, [10] Ch.7). For every j, ℓ ≥ 0 there exists kj such that for every k ≥ kj there
is a Cj,k,ℓ > 0 such that

∥∥∥∥∥ht − (4πt)−n(n+1)/4e−d2/4t
k∑

i=0

tiΦi

∥∥∥∥∥
Cℓ

≤ Cj,k,ℓt
j ,

where || · ||Cℓ denotes the Cℓ-norm of Cl(PSpin(M) × PSpin(M),End(∧CC
n/2)). Moreover, the formal

sum ∂k
t (4πt)

−n(n+1)/4e−d2/4t
∑∞

j=0 t
jΦj remains asymptotic to ∂k

t ht under any finite amount of partial
derivatives in t.

Applying (4.2) to our equivariant formula for kt, the compactness of Spin(n) shows that the equiv-
ariant averages remain asymptotic. Thus, we have

kt(p, q) ∼
∞∑

j=0

tj(4πt)−n(n+1)/4

∫

Spin(n)

e−d(p·g,q)2/4tΦj(p · g, q)ρ(g)dg

9



4.2 The Getzler Rescaling on PSpin(M)

Let us now discuss what the Getzler rescaling looks like on PSpin(M). Consider κ ∈ Γ(S ⊠ S ∗),
y ∈ M , p ∈ PSpin(M) with π(p) = y. Note that under the isomorphism Hp ≃ TyM , if v ∈ Hp, one
has π expSp (v) = expMy (v). Thus if we think of expSp (v) as the radial parallel propagation of the spin

frame p along expMy (v), then we have that the operator PexpM
y v→yκ(exp

M
y (v), y) on Sy has matrix

κ(expSp (v), p) ∈ End(∧Cn/2) if we use the spin frame p at y. Combining this with End(∧Cn/2) ≃c

Cℓ((Rn)∗) ≃σ ∧(Rn)∗, the matrix of the Getzler rescaled symbol δu,y(κ)(v) relative to the spin frame p
is

n∑

j=0

u−jσj(κ(exp
S
p (uv), p)), 0 < |u| ≤ 1.

Applying the parabolic Getzler rescaling to our heat kernel asymptotic expansion above, we see that
the asymptotic sum of interest is

δu,y(kt)(v) =

n∑

j=0

u−jσj(ku2t(exp
S
p (uv), p))

∼
∞∑

k=0

n∑

j=0

(u2t)k(4πu2t)−n(n+1)/4u−j

∫

Spin(n)

e−d(expS
p (uv)·g,p)2/4u2tΦk(exp

S
p (uv) · g, p)σj(ρ(g))dg

We will focus for now on a particular term Φj in the asymptotic expansion above, which gives

(4πu2t)−n(n+1)/2
n∑

j=0

u−j

∫

Spin(n)

e−d(expS
p (uv)·g,p)2/4u2tΦj(exp

S
p (uv) · g, p)σj(ρ(g))dg

The last simplification we make is to note that we can assume (by compactness of PSpin(M)) that
the neighborhood U∆ is contained in an exponential tubular neighborhood of the diagonal ∆PSpin

⊂
PSpin(M) × PSpin(M). Thus, we may replace the above integral over Spin(n) with an integral over
spin(n), and obtain

(4πu2t)−n(n+1)/2
n∑

j=0

u−j

∫

spin(n)

e−d(expS
p (uv)·expA,p)2/4u2tΦj(exp

S
p (uv) · expA, p)σj(ρ(expA))J(A)dA

where J(A) is the Jacobian factor for exponential coordinates. It will become apparent later that each
such term in this asymptotic expansion has parabolic Getzler order n. Since each such Φj term has a
factor of (u2t)j , we have that the only term that will be of any importance when computing the Getzler
symbol of kt is Φ0.

4.3 The Geometry of PSpin(M)

We let Ω ∈ Ω2
Ad,h(PSpin(M), spin(n)) denote the curvature of the distribution H. Given p ∈ PSpin(M),

A ∈ spin(n), we define the operator τ(A · Ωp) ∈ so(Hp) via

〈τ(A · Ωp)v, w〉Hp
:= 2〈A,Ωp(v, w)〉spin(n)

10



where v, w ∈ Hp. Consider x ∈ M and a point p ∈ PSpin(M)x. We have

expSp : TpPSpin(M) → PSpin(M)

A bit of Jacobi field gymnastics (see [4] Ch.5 for details) will show that given A ∈ spin(n) small, and
using TqPSpin(M) ≃ spin(n)⊕ TxM for π(q) = x, we have

(expSp )∗,A =

[
I−exp(−adA)

adA
0

0
I−exp(−τ(A·Ωp)/2)

τ(A·Ωp)/2

]

In particular

det(expSp )∗,A = det

(
I − exp(−adA)

adA

)
· det

(
I − exp(−τ(A · Ωp)/2)

τ(A · Ωp)/2

)

Thus, when computing Φ0(p · expA, p), we have

Φ0(p · expA, p) = det−1/2(expSp )∗,A

= det−1/2

(
sinh adA/2

adA/2

)
· det−1/2

(
sinh τ(A · Ωp)/4)

τ(A · Ωp)/4

)
.

Next, consider p ∈ PSpin(M), v ∈ Hp and A ∈ spin(n), both small. Then further Jacobi field backflips
(see [4] Ch.6) lead one to the small u Taylor expansion

d(expSp uv · expA, p)2 = |A|2 + u2
〈
v,

(
I − exp(−τ(A · Ωp)/2)

τ(A · Ωp)/2

)−1

v
〉
+ u3f(u,A)

for a smooth function f in (u,A). Now observe that since τ(A·Ωp) ∈ so(Hp), we have 〈v, τ(A·Ωp)v〉 = 0.
Thus we have

〈
v,

(
I − exp(−τ(A · Ωp)/2)

τ(A · Ωp)/2

)−1

v
〉
= 〈v, (τ(A · Ωp)/4) coth(τ(A · Ωp)/4)v〉

4.4 The Grassmann Calculus

We recall ([4] Ch.5) how one is to compute small time asymptotics of integrals of the form

(4πt)−n(n−1)/4

∫

spin(n)

e−|A|2/4tΨ(A) expC(A)dA

where expC denotes the exponential of A in Cℓ((Rn)∗) and Ψ is a decent smooth function on spin(n).
The key is to define what it means for Ψ to be evaluated on a differential form in ∧even(Rn)∗. To do
this, note that if we restrict σ : Cℓ((Rn)∗)

∼−→ ∧(Rn)∗ to spin(n), we get the isomorphism

spin(n) ≃ ∧2(Rn)∗, σ(eiej) = ei ∧ ej

Given A =
∑

i<j aije
iej ∈ spin(n) and Ψ ∈ C∞(spin(n)), a Taylor expansion at A gives an element

TA(Ψ) ∈ S∞(spin(n)∗),

11



Ψ(A+ x) ∼
∑

α

1

α!

(
∂α12

e1e2 · · · ∂
αn−1,n

en−1enΨ
)
(A)

∏

i<j

x
αij

ij

Taking eiej as orthonormal gives an Ad-Spin(n)-invariant inner product on spin which allows us to
identify spin(n) with its dual spin(n)∗. The evaluation of Ψ at A+ e ∧ e∗ is defined by composing the
Taylor expansion TA(Ψ) with σ : S∞(spin(n)∗) → ∧even(Rn)∗

Ψ(A+ e ∧ e∗) := σ (TA(Ψ)) ∈ ∧even(Rn)∗,

Ψ(A+ e ∧ e∗) =
∑

α

1

α!

(
∂α12

e1e2 · · ·∂
αn−1,n

en−1enΨ
)
(A)

∏

i<j

(ei ∧ ej)αij ∈ ∧even(Rn)∗

To give two examples demonstrating the utility of the Grassmann calculus, we first cite Berline-Vergne
who showed that, when evaluating Φ0(p · expA, p) on 2e ∧ e∗ at A = 0, one recovers

Φ0(2e ∧ e∗) = det1/2(
Ry/2

sinhRy/2
),

where π(p) = y. Our extension is to use the Grassman calculus to compute the second order term of
d(expp(uv) · expA, p)2 on 2e ∧ e∗. What we find is that

〈v, (τ(A · Ω)/4) coth(τ(A · Ω/4)v〉(2e ∧ e∗) = 〈v, Ry

2
coth(

Ry

2
)v〉.

Turning back to the evaluation of small time asymptotics of Gaussian integrals on spin(n), consider
Ψ a decent smooth function on spin(n). Recall that when A is close to zero, when evaluating σ :
Cℓ((Rn)∗)

∼−→ ∧((Rn)∗)C on expC A, we have

σ(expC A) = H (τ(A)) (exp∧ σ(A)) ,

H (τ(A)) = det1/2
(
sinh(τ(A)/2)

τ(A)/2

)
det−1/2

(
tanh(τ(A)/2)

τ(A)/2

)∧(
tanh(τ(A)/2)

τ(A)/2

)1/2

.

Note that H (τ(A)) is an operator on ∧(Rn)∗. Thus, when apply the rescaling t−j/2 on the degree j
component of σ(expC A), denoted δtσ(expC A), we get

δtσ(expC A) = H (τ(A))(exp∧ σ(A)/t).

Applying this to our Gaussian integral gives

(4πt)−n(n−1)/4

∫

spin(n)

e−|A|2/4tΨ(A)δtσ(expC A)dA =

(4πt)−n(n−1)/4

∫

spin(n)

H (τ(A)) exp

(
−|A− 2e ∧ e∗|2

4t

)
Ψ(A)dA

which converges as t → 0+ to Ψ(2e ∧ e∗). It is clear that if Ψ also depends smoothly on t, for t ∈ R,
then a Taylor expansion in t allows for the following small t asymptotic expansion

(4πt)−n(n−1)/4

∫

spin(n)

e−|A|2/4tΨ(t, A)δtσ(expC A)dA ∼
∞∑

k=0

tk

k!
∂k
t Ψ(0, 2e ∧ e∗).
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In particular,

lim
t→0+

(4πt)−n(n−1)/4

∫

spin(n)

e−|A|2/4tΨ(t, A)δtσ(expC A)dA = Ψ(0, 2e ∧ e∗).

To hint at the appearance of Mehler’s kernel, we have that if

Ψ(v,A) = exp(−1

4
〈v, (τ(A · Ω)/4) coth(τ(A · Ω/4)v〉)Φ0(p · expA, p)

then evaluation of the Gaussian-Grassmann integral gives

(4πt)−n(n−1)/4

∫

spin(n)

H (τ(A)) exp

(
−|A− 2e ∧ e∗|2

4t

)
Ψ(v,A)dA

−−−−→
t→0+

det1/2
(

Ry/2

sinh(Ry/2)

)
exp

(
−1

4

〈
v

∣∣∣∣
Ry

2
coth

(
Ry

2

)∣∣∣∣v
〉)

.

The key to extracting the Mehler kernel from the Getzler rescaled heat kernel asymptotic expansion
will be to reduce the analysis to the above simple computation.

5 The Getzler Symbol of The Heat Kernel

We begin our analysis of the Getzler rescaled heat kernel by restricting our attention to a single term
of our asymptotic expansion and show how a Mehler-type kernel appears after rescaling. Thus consider
the following term

(4πu2t)−n(n+1)/4
n∑

j=0

u−j

∫

spin(n)

e−d(expS
p (uv)·expA,p)2/4u2tΦ(expSp (uv) · expA, p)σj(ρ(expA))J(A)dA,

where Φ is a smooth function on PSpin(M)×PSpin(M) with support contained in V∆. Using the small
time asymptotics of the distance function on PSpin(M), we can write the above integral as

(4πu2t)−n(n+1)/4

n/2∑

j=0

u−2j

∫

spin(n)

e−|A|2/4u2tΨ(u, t, A)σ2j(expC A)dA

with

Ψ(u, t, v, A) = e−〈v,(τ(A·Ωp)/4) coth(τ(A·Ωp)/4)v〉/4te−uf(u,A)/4tΦ(expSp (uv) · expA, p)J(A)

Note that when u = 0, we have

Ψ(0, t, v, A) = e−〈v,(τ(A·Ωp)/4) coth(τ(A·Ωp)/4)v〉/4tΦ(p · expA, p)J(A).

Before doing anything too hasty, let us first re-express the above integral in a simpler form and rescale
the integral by

√
t, thus giving:

(4πt)−n/2u−n

∫

spin(n)

H (
√
tτ(A)) exp

(
−|A− 2

√
te ∧ e∗|2

4u2

)
Ψ(u, t, v,

√
tA)dA.
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Recall that when computing the Getzler symbol we are concerned with the behaviour as u → 0 with
fixed (t, v). Multiplying the above integral by un, we see that we have convergence as u → 0 to the
Mehler-type kernel

(4πt)−n/2Ψ(0, t, v, 2te ∧ e∗) = (4πt)−n/2Φ(2te ∧ e∗)exp

(
−1

4

〈
v

∣∣∣∣
tRy

2
coth

(
tRy

2

)∣∣∣∣v
〉)

.

Thus we have that the parabolic Getzler rescaling, wehn multiplied by un, extends continuously to
u = 0. To see why the extension is smooth, simply note that

∂u(4πu
2)−n(n−1)/4 exp

(
−|A− 2

√
te ∧ e∗|2

4u2

)
= 2u∆spin(n)(4πu

2)−n(n−1)/4 exp

(
−|A− 2

√
te ∧ e∗|2

4u2

)
,

and using integration by parts we may move the flat Laplacian ∆spin(n) to the other terms within
the Gaussian-Grassmann integral. Thus, we have shown that every term in the equivariantly averaged
asymptotic expansion has parabolic Getzler order n. However, the j-th term in the asymptotic expansion
carries a (u2t)j term which annihilates the smooth extension at u = 0. Thus, the only term within the
asymptotic expansion which extends smoothly to u = 0, and is not zero, is the j = 0-term whose smooth
extenstion to u = 0 is

(4πt)−n/2det1/2
(

tRy/2

sinh(tRy/2)

)
exp

(
− 1

4t

〈
v

∣∣∣∣
tRy

2
coth

(
tRy

2

)∣∣∣∣v
〉)

Lastly, the Ck estimates on the equivariantly averaged remainder term of any sufficiently long finite
expansion show that the remainder term will extend to 0 at u = 0 in a differentiable manner up to order
k, for k as large as we desire. Thus, we have shown that the parabolic Getzler order of the spinor heat
kernel kt is n with

lim
u→0

unδu,y(kt)(v) = (4πt)−n/2det1/2
(

tRy/2

sinh(tRy/2)

)
exp

(
− 1

4t

〈
v

∣∣∣∣
tRy

2
coth

(
tRy

2

)∣∣∣∣v
〉)
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