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SOLVING THE INDEX PROBLEM FOR (CURVED)
BERNSTEIN-GELFAND-GELFAND SEQUENCES

MAGNUS GOFFENG

ABSTRACT. We study the index theory of curved Bernstein-Gelfand-Gelfand (BGG)
sequences in parabolic geometry and their role in K-homology and noncommutative
geometry. The BGG-sequences fit into K-homology, and we solve their index problem.
We provide a condition for when the BGG-complex on the flat parabolic geometry
G/P of a semisimple Lie group G fits into G-equivariant K-homology by means of
Heisenberg calculus. For higher rank Lie groups, we prove a no-go theorem showing
that the approach fails.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper we study curved Bernstein-Gelfand-Gelfand sequences in noncommutative
geometry and index theory with the purpose of forming a global perspective on parabolic
geometries. Parabolic geometry [I0] can be seen as a vast generalization of Riemannian
geometry, describing a plethora of geometric structures such as contact or CR structures,
hyper-Kéhler structures and the geometry of flag manifolds G/P, for examples see [10]
Chapter 4] and [9,[12][44]. In noncommutative geometry [13], parabolic geometries arising
from CR-structures and quaternionic analogues thereof have been of interest in the study
of the Baum-Connes conjecture [32], [33]. In representation theory function spaces on
flat parabolic geometries play an important role in parabolic induction and Langlands
classification of admissible representations [35] [48], for instance through the Casselman-
Wallach theorem.

Parabolic geometries arise as a special case of Cartan geometries. Its name is de-
rived from Fefferman’s work [2I] on the relation between parabolic invariant theory and
local invariants on the boundary of pseudoconvex domains in complex manifolds, see
[19]. In the spirit of geometric analysis and noncommutative geometry, a natural start-
ing point to study the global aspects of a geometry is to study its geometric differential
operators, e.g. the role that Laplace operators, the de Rham or Dirac operators play
to Riemannian geometry. As pioneered by Cap-Slovik-Souéek [11], building on work by
Bernstein-Gelfand-Gelfand (BGG) [8] and Lepowsky [37], the natural geometric differen-
tial operators on a parabolic geometry arise from curved BGG sequences. We study such
geometric operators in this paper standing on the shoulders of the recently developed
Heisenberg calculus on Carnot manifolds [2] [16] 20} 24] [46].

The idea to describe parabolic geometry by means of curved BGG-sequences is well
studied in the literature, for instance in [15] [I6 [I7, [26]. The special case of Rumin
complexes arising on contact manifolds, as introduced by Rumin [43], are studied in
more detail [32]. BGG-sequences have been used for applications in the Baum-Connes
conjecture [6] in operator K-theory, most notably by Yuncken [49] for SL(3,C), by Julg-
Kasparov [32] for SU(n, 1) and by Julg as an approach towards Sp(n,1) [33]. An impor-
tant feature needed in the applications to the Baum-Connes conjecture is equivariance,
for non-compact groups this causes substantial analytic subtleties. Furthermore, BGG-
sequences hold hope for extending the ideas of noncommutative geometry to quantum
groups through Heckenberger-Kolb’s [27] quantized BGG-sequence, first described by
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Rosso [42]. Such ideas saw applications in work of Voigt-Yuncken [47] to the equivariant
index theory of SU,(3) and its Drinfeld double, notably proving the Baum-Connes with

—

trivial coefficients for SU,(3).

A curved BGG-sequence often arises from compressing a de Rham or Dolbeault type
complex to a subquotient complex, leaving the Fredholm index unaltered. The analytic
machinery for studying curved BGG-sequences was set up by Dave-Haller [16] and refined
in [24] to show that curved BGG-sequences define elements in K-homology. This line of
thought opens up two natural questions:

(1) The Fredholm index is unaltered by BGG-compression. Does the same statement
hold for the associated K-homology classes?

(2) A curved BGG-sequence captures the differential geometric features of a parabolic
geometry, does it fit into Connes’ program for spectral noncommutative geometry?

We study and solve the first problem in this paper with a view towards the equivariant
case as needed for application to the Baum-Connes conjecture. This solves the index prob-
lem for curved BGG-sequences in the Baum-Douglas sense of describing the associated
K-homology classes geometrically. Further clarifying the construction of K-homology
classes from [24] will indeed provide us with a better grasp on equivariance properties.
The solution to the index problem for curved BGG-sequences can be seen as the first step
towards incorporating methods of noncommutative local index theorems [14] and its asso-
ciated spectral geometric invariants into the study of parabolic geometry, and would be of
relevance for better understanding a potential solution to the second listed problem above.
The problem can be set up also in the larger generality of graded Rockland sequences,
and in the equivariant setting there is an additional abstract existence assumption that
we in this paper only can guarantee for real rank one or less.
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Voigt and Robert Yuncken for stimulating conversations and encouragement at various
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2. MAIN RESULTS

The geometric objects we study in this paper are Carnot manifolds X. The precise
definition is reviewed below in Definition B.J] and further context can be found in Section
Bl For now, the reader unacquainted with this notion should think of X carrying a
filtration of the tangent bundle by sub-bundles such that the Lie bracket of vector fields
induces a fibrewise structure of a nilpotent Lie algebra on the associated graded bundle
ty X integrating to a bundle Ty X — X of osculating Lie groups in each fibre. We also
consider group actions on a Carnot manifold X, i.e. groups acting by diffeomorphisms
preserving the filtration, and therefore lifts to fibrewise Lie algebra isomorphisms on tzX.
The bundle of osculating Lie groups Ty X — X and the affiliated Heisenberg calculus will
play a prominent role in this work, for more details see Section [4

The main results of the paper concern curved BGG-complexes, and to some extent we
work in the generality of graded Rockland sequences. To describe the main results of the
paper, we will provide a colloquial description of a low-dimensional example showcasing
the overall structure and difficulties, that we connect to in parallell to the general results
in this section. A more precise overview can be found below in Section Bl more precisely
Example (9 or in the literature [16] 24] B2, 49]. Take as base field F = R or F = C
and write Hs(F') for the three-dimensional Heisenberg group. That is, the Lie algebra
ha(F) of Hs(F) is spanned over F' by X, Y, and Z with Lie bracket defined from the
commutation relation [X,Y] = Z. If X is a compact Carnot manifold (assumed to be
complex if F' = C) whose osculating groups are isomorphic to H3(F'), we can construct
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an associated curved BGG-complex of the form
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The operators in the complex (ZJ)) can in each point on X up to lower order terms

be written as the indicated element of the universal enveloping algebra U(hs(F)), e.g.

Dxvyyiz is XY + Z up to lower order terms. Here the complex line bundles L, — X are

summands in a subquotient of the exterior bundle A*T*X derived from taking fibrewise

Lie algebra cohomology of tyX. To make this example more precise, the reader can keep

in mind the following two cases: firstly the full flag manifold X = SL(3, F')/B(F'), where

B(F) is the Borel subgroup of upper triangular matrices in SL(3, F’), and secondly the

nilmanifold X = H3(F)/T" where T is a lattice. For X = SL(3, F)/B(F), the inclusion

Hs(F) C SL(3, F) as strictly lower triangular matrices produces an embedding of H3(F')

as a Zariski open subset of X. The nilmanifold X = H3(F)/T is locally diffeomorphic as a

Carnot manifold to H3(F'). As such, in both cases the operators in the complex (Z1]) are

well defined up to lower order terms. In both cases, H*(h3(F')) decomposes as indicated

in the diagram and the subscripts in L, indicates an appropriate character that describes

L, as a homogeneous vector bundle, for more details see Subsection E.I We can also
collect the vertical terms in the diagram above to a complex

D La, D Laastay D:
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(2.2)
The cohomology of the complex ([22)) coincides with that of the de Rham complex if
F = R and with that of the Dolbeault-de Rham complex if F = C. In this particular
case, the curved BGG-complex (2] is a Rockland complex. In general, we arrive at a
sequence that is a complex only in leading term and is only Rockland in a graded sense,
for precise definitions see Section [l
In Section [6l we study how curved BGG-complexes, or more generally graded Rockland
sequences, fit into K-homology. Phrased in terms of Atiyah’s initial idea for K-homology
[3], we ask for an abstract elliptic operator on X that encodes a graded Rockland sequence.
The following result can be found in Subsection

Theorem 1. Let X be a Carnot manifold with a continuous filtered action by diffeo-
morphisms of a locally compact group G. Assume that Do is a G-equivariant graded
Rockland sequence admitting G-equivariant Rockland splittings Be in the sense of Defi-
nition [6.2. Then the operator Fy := D¢ + Be defines a K-homology cycle for C(X) such
that g 1 Feg — Fy is a compact operator depending continuously on g € G.

The fact that graded Rockland sequences admit Heisenberg splittings (in the sense of
Definition [6.2) when dropping the group action can be found in Proposition 6.1l Let us
return to our three dimensional example (ZI)-(Z2). In this case as in most other in this
paper, there is no obvious method to prove existence of G-equivariant Rockland splittings
(in the sense of Definition 6.2]) beyond the Heisenberg calculus. If X = SL(3, F)/B(F)
the complex D, is an SL(3, F')-equivariant graded Rockland sequence but as we shall see
below, we do not have any SL(3, F)-equivariant Heisenberg splittings but G-equivariant
Heisenberg splittings for G C SL(3, F) of rank one or less. It is unclear to the author
if there is a more relevant method for finding G-equivariant Rockland splittings, but the
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example of SL(3, F') shows how a Heisenberg calculus for multifiltered manifolds in the
sense of [51] holds potential to solve the problem. For X = Hs3(F)/T" the complex D, is an
Hs(F')-equivariant graded Rockland sequence and by building a Heisenberg split locally,
we see that there are equivariant Heisenberg splittings.

Remark 2.1. We note that Theorem [lis stated in the context of a group action. In most
interesting situation, the action of G is not unitary (unless G is compact). Therefore
Theorem [T does not produce a bona fide cycle for equivariant K K-theory. However, for
an appropriate length function ¢, such as that in Proposition [6.4] we can therefore from
Theorem conclude that F, forms a well defined class associated with the equivariant
graded Rockland sequence in a K K-group K KOG ’E(C’(%), C) defined using exponentially
bounded group actions on Hilbert spaces.

Remark 2.2. If X is a Carnot manifold with a filtered action by diffeomorphisms of a
compact group G, and D, is a G-equivariant graded Rockland sequence we show that D,
even admits admitting G-equivariant Heisenberg splittings B, in the sense of Definition
This is done via an algebraic trick (see Proposition [6I]) and averaging over the
group. In particular, for a compact group G a G-equivariant graded Rockland sequence
canonically defines a G-equivariant K-homology cycle for C(X) via the operator F,.

The assumption in Remark that the group G is compact can in some cases be re-
laxed. We do however note that there are rigidity results for the size of the automorphism
groups of parabolic geometries, such as Ferrand-Obata’s theorem on conformal actions,
and Schoen’s generalization [45] to C'R-manifolds, as well as Bader-Frances-Melnick’s
work [4] in higher rank that we recall in Theorem [B11] below. Such rigidity results forces
automorphism groups of parabolic geometries to be lower rank than the geometry, and in
rank one even to be compact [22] unless X = G/P is the flat parabolic manifold. However,
for many applications the flat parabolic manifold X = G/P is of primary importance. For
this situation we have the following no-go result for constructing equivariant splittings in
the Heisenberg calculus found in Subsection For notational clarity, we write G for
Lie groups used to define parabolic geometries and G for groups we consider actions of.
In the case of flat parabolic geometries, G/P we often have G = G.

Theorem 2. Let G = G be a connected, semisimple Lie group and P C G a parabolic
subgroup. Write X = G/P for the flat parabolic manifold of type (G,P) with G acting
on X as filtered diffeomorphisms. We write D.BGG(V) for the BGG-complex associated
with a finite-dimensional G-representation V. Then Do admits G-equivariant Heisenberg
splittings Be in the sense of Definition[6.2 if G has rank less than or equal to one but does

not if the rank of G/P is greater than one.

This result can be exemplified for our three-dimensional example 21)-22) for G =
G = SL(3,F) and X = SL(3,F)/B(F) where the rank is 2. Indeed, if we look for the
first Heisenberg splitting among Heisenberg operators

Lo,
B :C™ % & | »C®(X),
L,

then the incompatibility of the characters and the homogeneity of the Heisenberg calculus
forces any such operator B; = (Bi1, B12) in the Heisenberg calculus to be a differential
operator, for more details see Corollary But B1 D1 = 1 has no solution B; among
the space of differential operators. Further discussion on the higher rank situation can
be found in [51], where multifiltered geometries pose a potential solution to the issues at
hand.

We have by Theorem [Il and the accompanying Remark 2.2 that a graded Rockland
sequence defines an equivariant K-cycle for a compact group action. We describe the
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associated K-homology class in the case of BGG-complexes on parabolic geometries in
Section [l The results of that section can be summarized in the following theorem.

Theorem 3. Let X be a parabolic manifold with a filtered action by diffeomorphisms of a
compact group G. Assume that BGG(VE) is the G-equivariant curved BGG-sequence as-
sociated with a tractor bundle E with tractor connection Vg. Then the class of BGG(VEg)
in K§(X) is explicitly described by the Euler class Euler(X) € K§(X) as

[BGG(VE)] = Euler(X) N [E].

If X is a complex parabolic manifold, and the G-action as well as the tractor bundle are
holomorphic, then the class of BGG(VE) in K§(X) is explicitly described by the funda-
mental class [X] € K§(X) (associated with the complex structure) as

[BGG(VE)] = [X] N [E].

Remark 2.3. By aresult of Rosenberg [41], the Euler class of X in K-homology is “trivial”
in the sense that Euler(X) = x(X¥)[pt]. Here x(X) € Z is the Euler characteristic and
[pt] € Ko(%) the class defined from including a point into X. In particular, in the case of
G being trivial and X a real parabolic geometry

[BGG(VE)] = Euler(X) N [E] = x(X)rk(E)[pt].

3. CARNOT MANIFOLDS

The main source of geometric examples in this paper is that of parabolic geometry,
that in turn fits into a larger scheme of Carnot manifolds. We recall the notion of a
Carnot manifold and after that we specialize to parabolic manifolds.

Definition 3.1. A Carnot manifold of depth r € N, is a manifold X equipped with a
filtration

TX=T7"XCT"xC...cT2xCT'xC0,

of sub-bundles such that [T7%, T*%] C T7+* X for any j, k. For simplicity, we set T7X =
TX for j < —rand T9X =0, j > 0.

If X is a complex manifold, and each T~7% C T'X is a holomorphic subbundle, we say
that X is a complex Carnot manifold.

Associated with a Carnot structure, we have a fibrewise Lie algebra structure on the

graded bundle

gr(TX) =@, T7x/T /X,

More precisely, the Lie bracket on vector fields induces a bundle map (T—7X/T~7T1X) x
(T=Fx/T~FH1%) — TItkx/T=I=k*1X for any j,k which in turn induces a graded
Lie bracket on gr(TX). When equipped with the anchor mapping 0 : gr(TX) — TX,
gr(TX) forms a Lie algebroid that we denote by tyX. Since the Lie bracket is nilpotent,
ty X integrates to a Lie groupoid TyX with unit space X with source and range map
coinciding. The source/range mapping TyX — X defines a fibre bundle; each fibre is a
simply connected nilpotent Lie group.

We call tgX the osculating Lie algebroid of X and TyX the osculating Lie groupoid
of X. For a point z € X, we call tgX, the osculating Lie algebroid in x and TyX, the
osculating Lie groupoid in x. Let N be a graded, simply connected, nilpotent Lie group
with Lie algebra n. We say that X is a regular Carnot manifolds of type N (or n) if
TyX — X is a locally trivial bundle of graded, nilpotent Lie groups with fibre N.

Theorem 3.2 (Morimoto, [39, Chapter 3]). Let X be a Carnot manifold and n a graded,
nilpotent Lie algebra. Then X is reqular of type n if and only if for any point x € X, there
is a graded Lie algebra isomorphism tgX, = n.
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Definition 3.3. If X and Q) are Carnot manifolds, and f : X — ) is a smooth mapping
we say that f is a Carnot morphism if

Df(T'%X) C T, Vj

If f additionally is a diffeomorphism, we say that f is a Carnot isomorphism or if X = 9)
in which case we say that f is a Carnot automorphism. We write Autc(X) for the group
of Carnot automorphisms of X.

A complex Carnot isomorphism (or automorphism) f : ¥ — 2 of complex Carnot
manifolds is a Carnot isomorphism which is also holomorphic. We write Autpc (%) for
the group of holomorphic Carnot automorphisms of a complex Carnot manifold X.

Definition 3.4. Let G be a second countable, locally compact group. A (complex) G-
Carnot manifold is a (complex) Carnot manifold X equipped with a continuous action of
G as (complex) Carnot automorphisms.

3.1. Restricted frame bundles. Let N be a graded, simply connected, nilpotent Lie
group with graded Lie algebra n = @j;l_rnj. Set n* := @?Z_Tnj. We introduce the
notion of a Carnot principal bundle of type N on a manifold X of dimension dim(n) to
be a principal Autg,(N)-bundle P — X such that the frame bundle Px — X reduces
to P under the natural map Autg (N) — Autg(n) and T¢X := P X Autg: (n) nk C TX,
k= —r,...,—1, defines a Carnot structure. A gradedly G-equivariant Carnot principal
bundle of type N is a Carnot principal bundle P — X of type N where P and X are

equipped with G-actions making P — X equivariant.

Proposition 3.5. Consider a graded, simply connected Lie group N. There is an equiva-
lence of categories between gradedly G-equivariant Carnot principal bundles of type N and
regular G-Carnot manifolds X of type N. The equivalence is defined from

.....

with inverse defined by letting P denote the graded automorphism frame bundle of the
Carnot structure

3.2. Parabolic geometry. A parabolic geometry is a Cartan geometry of type (G, P)
for a semi-simple Lie group G and a parabolic subgroup P. This is to say that in a certain
infinitessimal sense, a manifold X is a parabolic geometry of type (G, P) if it in a certain
infinitesimal sense looks like G/P at each point. A fuller picture of parabolic geometry
is found in the textbook [10]. We here recall its salient feature and in the meanwhile set
notations. We use the convention that Lie groups used to define parabolic geometries are
denoted by G, to distinguish from a group G acting on a geometry.

Consider a connected, semi-simple Lie group G. Write g for its Lie algebra. We often
assume that g is |k|-graded, i.e. we have fixed a grading

0=90-rDPg-k+1D-- - Dg-1DPPgoDYg1 DD gr—1 D i,

with [g;, 1] C g4+ for any j,1. We let P C G denote a parabolic subgroup that we tacitly
assume to relate to the |k|-grading of g via its Lie algebra p and the identity

P=g0P g1 P Dgr—1D k-

Write py = g4 := g1 - - B gr—1 D gx, for the nilradical of p. Let Gg C G be the reductive,
closed sub-group integrating go. The Langlands decomposition P = MAP, = GyP,,
where P integrates p, factors Gy = MA into its semi-simple and abelian part.

Ezample 3.6. The prototypical example of a |k|-grading to keep in mind comes about
the other way; starting from a standard parabolic subgroup P C G there is an associated
|k|-grading of g defined from the total degree in the restricted root spaces of P (see [10],
Chapter 3.2.1 for the complex case and Chapter 3.2.9 for the real case), in this |k|-grading
P=goDg1 D - Dgr_1 D g coincides with the Lie algebra of P.
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Let us describe the parabolic subgroups and the associated gradings in some more
details, following [36, Chapter VI and VII] for the former and [I0, Chapter 3.2] for the
latter. The standard parabolic subgroups are standard relative to a choice of Cartan
involution 6 on G, with corresponding maximally abelian subalgebra a of the f-invariant
subspace of g, restricted roots X, a choice of positive roots 3+ and simple roots II. The
minimal parabolic subgroup is defined from ppin := a @ ecx+ ga. The standard parabolic
subgroups stand in a one-to-one correspondence with subsets IT" C II via

P = Pmin 69/\Espan(l—l/) gx-

If IT' is the set of simple restricted roots corresponding to P, we can define htp : a* — R
following [10, Chapter 3.2.1] by

htp(z an Q) = Z U, (3.1)

a€ll a€l\II’
The |k|-grading is now defined by
0 = Bamtp(N)=i0r, J=—k,—k+1,....k— 1k,
for k being the largest value of htp on 3. We note that for ap := N Kergespan(r) Kerg Ca

having dimension > 1, i.e. P has rank > 1, the |k|-grading is overlooking a great deal of
information pertained by the multifiltering [51] defined from the restricted roots.

We shall make heavy use of the graded nilpotent Lie algebra
=g rDg-rt1 D~ Dg-1.
Write N for the simply connected Lie group integrating n. The |k|-grading ensures that
Go acts as graded Lie algebra automorphisms of n. Note that there is an abstract Lie
algebra isomorphism n 22 p since g is semisimple. The Killing form implements a natural
Go-equivariant isomorphism
n=pl. (3.2)

By an abuse of notation, we shall use this isomorphism as an identity. We also write
nwli=g ;@911 BByt

The flag manifold

X :=G/P,
carries a natural G-action and a G-equivariant filtration
oCT'xCcTr?xCcTr FlxcTrFx =T%,
defined from identifying g/p = n and setting
_ _ J
T%:=Gxpn~ =D(G/Py) xc, g1
1=1

Here the P-action is defined from factoring over the quotient map P — Gg. As such, X is

a G-Carnot manifold of type N. The Carnot frame bundle of X naturally identifies with
(G/PL) g, Autg (N). More generally, we have the following definition.

Definition 3.7. Let G be a |k|-graded, semi-simple, connected Lie group with associated
parabolic subgroup P C G. A parabolic manifold of type (G,P) is a pair (X,w) of a
smooth manifold X and a Cartan connection w : ¥V — T*V ® g on a principal P-bundle
YV — X such that
(1) Ad(p)(p*w) = w, for all p € P, where in T*V ® g the operation Ad(p) is on the
second factor and the pullback is in the first factor;
(2) w(Xe) =& for € € p, where X¢ is the vectorfield on V associated with £ € p and
the P-action on V;
(3) wp : TpV — g is a linear isomorphism for all points p € V.
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If G and P are complex, we tacitly assume all structures to be holomorphic and speak of
a complex parabolic manifold of type (G, P)

For two parabolic manifolds (X,w) and (X',w’) of type (G, P) we say that a diffeomor-
phism f : X — X' is parabolic if f lifts to a P-equivariant diffeomorphism fy : V — V’
such that fyw’ =w. If (X,w) and (X', w’) are complex parabolic manifolds of type (G, P),
a parabolic diffeomorphism f : X — X’ is a parabolic diffeomorphism of the underlying
real structure which is holomorphic and lifts to a holomorphic fy,. We write Aut(%¥,w)
for the group of parabolic self-diffeomorphisms of a parabolic geometry, and if (X,w) is
a complex parabolic manifold we write Aut(X,w) for the group of complex parabolic
self-diffeomorphisms.

Remark 3.8. We can topologize Aut(¥,w) in many different ways, we shall choose the
C*>-topology. By work of Frances-Melnick [23] it coincides with the C%-topology.

If (X,w) is a parabolic geometry, the Cartan connection induces a restriction of the
frame bundle of X to the Go-principal bundle V/P, — X. By the discussion above, there
is a group homomorphism Gy — Autg, (N) so there is an associated filtration T-*X :=
(V/P4) xg, n* of TX. This filtration together with the information of the Go-principal
bundle V/P, — X and the Gg-invariant forms 6; : T%(V/P,) — g; induced from the
Cartan connection w, is called the infinitesimal flag structure of (X, w), see more in [I0]
Definition 3.1.6]. The infinitesimal flag structure does not automatically define a Carnot
structure, and we make the following definition.

Definition 3.9. We say that (¥,w) is a regular parabolic geometry of type (G, P) if the
Autyg, (N)-principal bundle

(V/P4) xg, Autg(N) — X,

is a Carnot principal bundle of type N. Or in other words, (X,w) is a regular parabolic
geometry if the infinitesimal flag structure induces a Carnot structure.

For parabolic geometries, there is more control of geometric structure than for general
Carnot manifolds. For instance, it is shown in [10, Chapters 3.1.14, 3.1.16, and 3.1.16]
that there is an equivalence of categories between regular infinitesimal flag structures of
type (G,P) on X and normal, regular parabolic geometries of type (G,P) on X. Here
normal means that the curvature function

RV o Hom(A2(g/p)0), [RDI(Y,Y) = [X,Y] — wy(lw™ (X), 072 (V)],),
is a cycle for the Kostant boundary map (cf. [10, Chapter 3.1.12]).

Remark 3.10. If (X,w) is a regular parabolic manifold the discussion above shows that
there is an induced Carnot structure. It is clear that we have an inclusion of groups
Aut(X,w) — Aute(X). By the same token, if (X,w) is a regular complex parabolic
manifold, then Aut(X,w) <= Autpc(X).

The inclusion Aut(X,w) C Autc(X) is in general strict. For instance, if X = §?n~1
with w defined to make (X, w) into the flat parabolic geometry S?"~1 = SU(n, 1) /P for the
parabolic subgroup P C SU(n,1). Then w is a CR-structure and Aut(X,w) = SU(n, 1)
consists of the CR~automorphisms of X. However, X viewed as a Carnot manifold is a
contact manifold and complex conjugation in S2"~! C C" is a filtered diffeomorphism so
we have an inclusion Aut(X,w) x (Z/2) C Autc (%)

We can in general expect there to be few parabolic automorphisms as the following
generalization of Ferrand-Obata’s theorem and Schoen’s theorem [45] shows.

Theorem 3.11 (Bader-Frances-Melnick [4]). Let (X,w) be a regular parabolic manifold
of type (G, P) but not a discrete quotient of the universal cover of G/P. Then Aut(X,w) is
smaller than G in the sense that the adjoint representation of any connected Lie subgroup
H C Aut(X,w) has rank strictly less than the rank of G. In particular, if rk(G) = 1, then
Aut(X,w) is compact.
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4. HEISENBERG CALCULUS

An important technical tool throughout the paper is the Heisenberg calculus on Carnot
manifolds. We shall only recall its overall structure and refer the details to the literature
[2, [16] 20, 24, 46]. Recall the Lie algebroid tyX := &;77X/T~9H1X defined from a
Carnot structure. Each fibre of the vector bundle tzX is a nilpotent Lie algebra, and
we can integrate to a Lie groupoid TyX — X. As a fibre bundle, TyX — X is a vector
bundle but the fibrewise Lie group structure is a polynomial operation determined from
the Baker-Campbell-Hausdorff formula and may vary in general. There is an Rsg-action
on tyX defined by 0)(X) := A9X for X € T—7X/T/T'X. By construction, §y is
a fibrewise Lie algebra automorphism integrating to a smooth Rsg-action on the Lie
groupoid Ty X.

4.1. The parabolic tangent groupoid. To build the Heisenberg calculus, [46] com-
bined Connes’ tangent groupoid with Debord-Skandalis’ approach to homogeneity. The
analogue of Connes’ tangent groupoid is the parabolic tangent groupoid TpX = X x
[0,00). Set theoretically, the groupoid Ty X is defined by

TuX :=TuX x {0} J% x X x (0,00).

The groupoid Ty X is endowed with a Lie groupoid structure by choosing a graded con-
nection V on tyX and declaring the mapping

(x,v,0), t=0,

Vi TaX x[0,00) > TaX, ¢(z,v,t) := {<expv<6t<v>> w,t), >0

to be a local diffeomorphism. The scaling action of Ry extends to the a smooth R+ -
action on the parabolic tangent groupoid by extending it to ¢ > 0 via

6)\($a yvt) = (‘rvya A_lt)'

4.2. van Erp-Yuncken’s calculus. Following [46], for two vector bundles Fy, E; — X,
we consider the space £/ (TyX; Eq, Es) of properly supported r-fibred distributions on
the Lie groupoid TpX = X x [0, 00) with coefficients in 7*Ey ® s*E;. Pushing forward
along the Rsg-action induces an isomorphism (dy). of £/ (TuX; Ey, Es). Let |A| denote
the 1-densities on X and [A,| := r*|A]. We write Cp;°(TyX; 7" E2 ® s*Ef ® |A.]) for the
space of smooth properly supported sections of r*Es ® s*E} ® |A,|, this is precisely the
space of smooth elements of £/ (TyX; F4, E3). Evaluation in ¢t = 0 produces a mapping

evi—o : E(TuX; Er, E2) = E(TuX; E1, Es),
onto the analogoues space of distributions on the Lie groupoid of osculating Lie groups.
Evaluation in ¢ € (0, 00) produces a mapping
evy : E(TuX; E1, Ey) — E.(X x X; By, Es).
We note that by the Schartz kernel theorem,
EL(X X X;E1,F) = C™(X; B2 @ D'(X; Ef @ |A))).

Definition 4.1. Let X be a compact Carnot manifold, m € C and F;,FEy; — X two
vector bundles. We write 7 (X, E1, E2) for the space of properly supported, r-fibred
distribution A € E.(TyX; E1, E») which is almost homogeneous of degree m in the sense
that

(02)A—=A"A € O (TuX;r" By @ s"EY @ |Ay]).

We say that an operator A : C®(X, E1) — C*(X, Ey) is a Heisenberg pseudodiffer-
ential operator of order m € C if there exists a properly supported, r-fibred distribution
A € ¥7(X, Eq, E2) such that the Schwartz kernel kg € C*°(X; E, ® D(X; Ef ® |A])) is
given by

ka:=evi—1(A).
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It can be shown [16, 24] [46] that composition, adjoints, addition and so on is well
defined and respect homogeneity so we arrive at a filtered x-algebra (under composition
of operators) of Heisenberg pseudodifferential operators W%, (%, E) for any vector bundle
E — X. We write ¥}, (X; E1, E2) for the space of Heisenberg pseudodifferential operator
C>®(X%,E;) —» C*™(X, E2) that viewed as a summand in U (X, F; @ E») inherits the
relevant algebraic properties.

4.3. Heisenberg-Sobolev spaces. Turning to analytic properties, we can construct a
positive, invertible, even order differential operator ® € U#"(X, E) admitting complex
powers D% € W2m*(X;E), z € C, by [17]. From this family we define the scale of
Heisenberg-Sobolev spaces

Wi (% E) =9 %/*" [2(X; E).
By [16], for A € $7(X; Eq, Es) the operator A : C°(X, E1) — C™(X, E3) extends by
density to a continuous operator

AW (X E)) = WE(X; By), for s >t+ Re(m), (4.1)
which is compact if s > ¢ + Re(m).
4.4. Symbolic structure. Let us now describe the microlocal structure of a Heisenberg
pseudodifferential operator. Take A € 0%, (X, E) with lift A as in Definition Il The

r-fibered distribution A admits a Taylor expansion at ¢ = 0, that translates into an
asymptotic expansion

(™A, 0,8) ~ > k(w,0),
=0
where k; € E.(TrX)NC>(TxgX\ X) are almost homogeneous in the sense that (d,).k; —

tm=ik; € C°(TyX). In particular, we can deduce that for any k € N there exists an
N € N such that

kj(z,v) € C*(TuX; By ® Ef @ |A]).

-

Il
o

Ea(z,expy (6;v)) —

J

By construction, we see that A is determined modulo smooth, properly supported kernels
by A. In particular, we can define the principal symbol of A as the homogeneous element

0‘2 (A) = thzo(A) S 5;(TH%)/CSO(TH%)

Clearly, o7}(A) can be represented by ko + C°(TyX). The main features of the principal
symbol can be captured in the following theorem. We use the notation P™(X; Ey, E2) C
C®(TyX; E; ® Ef @ |A]) for the space of fibrewise polynomial densities of total degree
m. In particular, P™(X; E1, E2) = 0 unless m € — dimy (%) — N.

Theorem 4.2. Let X be a compact Carnot manifold and E — X a vector bundle and
write U, (X, E) for the filtered algebra of Heisenberg pseudodifferential operators. For any
m € C, VX, E) fits into a short ezact sequence

0— V2N X, E) = VHX,E) = XX, E) =0,

where the symbol algebra L7 (X, E) C DL.(TuX)/P™(X; E) consists of elements of the
form

Em + pm log| - |m, (4.2)
for km, € DL.(TuX; E)/P™(X; E) being homogeneous of degree m, pp, € P(X; E) and |- |u
a fibrewise gauge. The symbol algebra X7 (X, E) also fits into the short exact sequence

0 — C®°(TyX,Hom(E) ® |A|) = S7(X,E) —» X% (X, E) — 0,
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where
i}f}(f{, E) :=im(evi— : O (X, E) = E(TyX;Hom(E) ® |A])) =
={k € E(TyX;Hom(E) @ |A]) : \ik — Nk € C2°, X > 0}.

4.5. Represented symbols and the Rockland condition. To better understand the
symbol algebra Y7 (X, E) we study its action as fibrewise convolution operators. We
write S(TyX; E) for the subspace of elements in C*°(TyX; E) that together with all of
its derivatives decay faster than polynomially. We introduce the notation Sy(Ty X; E) for
the subspace of elements f € S(TyX; E) such that for any 2 € X and any polynomial
p on TyX, we have [, . p(v)f(z,v)dz = 0. Convolving elements of So(T#X; E) with
P™(X; E) is trivial, so any a € X7 (X; E) can be identified with a convolution operator
a: SQ(TH:{; E) — SO(TH%; E)

In fact, if m ¢ —dim,(X) — N then this convolution operator extends to an operator
a:S8(TuyX;E) = S(TuX%; E). The finer analytic structure of this convolution operator
is studied in [24] Part 5]. This construction can be localized in representations of the
osculating Lie groupoid. For z € X and 7 a unitary representation of Ty X, on a Hilbert
space Hr, we write So(m) = w(So(TuXs))Hr. If 7 is irreducible and not the trivial
representation, So(7w) C H, is dense in the norm topology and in fact

So(m) =S(m) = m(STuX:))Hr.
And convolving with a symbol a € 7 (X; E) localizes to an operator
m(a) : S(m) @ By — S(m) ® E;.

The same structures hold also for a € ¥ (X, E1, E»). An operator A € UT(X; Eq, Es) is
said to satisfy the Rockland condition if for any x € X and 7 any irreducible, unitary,
non-trivial representation of Ty X, the represented symbol

m(0f (A)) : 8(m) @ (E1)e — S(7) © (Ea)a,

is injective.
Theorem 4.3. Let X be a compact Carnot manifold and A € UV (X; E1, E2). Then the
following are equivalent:

(1) A satisfies the Rockland condition.

(2) There is a B € U™ (X; Es, Ey) such that BA—1¢€ U~°(X; Ey).

(3) There is a b€ X" (X; E, E1) such that bofj(A) = 1.

(4) The operator

A Wi (X5 By) = Wi (X By),

1s left-Fredholm for some s.

The proof of this theorem is referred to the literature. It is clear that 2) and 3) are
equivalent, that 2) implies 4) and that 3) implies 1). That 1) implies 3) is proven in [16]
and that 4) implies 1) follows from [2].

4.6. Graded calculus. In many situations we consider in this paper, graded vector
bundles and graded operators with graded analogues of the Rockland condition arise. The
setup is close to the ungraded situation, but to see the similarity appropriate conventions
are needed. We follow the setup of [5], modelled on the Douglis-Nirenberg calculus [I] as
used in the study of boundary value problems [25], see also [30]. We write E — X for a
graded vector bundle, i.e. E = &, crE[v] where E[v] — X is a vector bundle (said to be
of degree v) and E[v] = 0 for all but finitely many v. For a graded vector bundle E — X,
we define
Wit (% B) = D W™ (X B[)).
veR
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Given two graded bundles, E;, Es — X we define the graded calculus
U (6 By Eo) o= {A = (Au)uw: Apy €VETH(X B V], Eofu])}

Composition defines a well defined operation Wy . (X;E2, E3) x Vi, (X;Eq,Ez) —
U o (X5 Eq, E3) and the principal symbol map extends as

0 g (A) = (o777 (A)) v
We also write
E7Hn,gr(x;E1’E2) = {a = (auu)u,u apw € EE+M_V(:{§E1[V]aE2[M])}a

for the range (as well as codomain) of the graded symbol mapping. We can again view
the principal symbol as a convolution operator

o-zb,gr(A) : So(THx, El) — So(THx, EQ),

that for z € X and an irreducible, nontrivial, unitary representation m of Ty X, localizes
to an operator

(0 g (A)) : S(m) @ (B1)e — S(7) @ (E2)a-
If W(Ugygr (A)) is injective for all irreducible, nontrivial, unitary representation m we say
that A satisfies the Rockland condition. In the vein of Theorem .3 A € V' (X; Eq, E»)
satisfies the Rockland condition if and only if o7 ,, (4) admits a left inverse b € X3, (X; E», E1)
if and only if

A: W;I,gr(x;El) — W}SITgT(:f,EQ),

is left Fredholm.

4.7. The symbol algebra on flat parabolic geometries. We end this section with
a description of the symbol algebra of flat parabolic geometries X = G/P where we later
will be interested in the structure of equivariant symbols. We consider a connected, semi-
simple Lie group G and a standard parabolic subgroup P C G with respect to a Cartan
involution # and a maximal compact subgroup K. We have a Langlands decomposition

P = MpApNp,

of P. Here Mp is a semi-simple Lie group, Ap a split tori over R and Np a nilpotent Lie
group. We have that G/P = K/(KNMp) as smooth manifolds, and the conjugate nilpotent
group Np := 0(Np) defines a dense open chart Np < G/P using Bruhat decompositions.
Write P™(Np) for the polynomial densities of degree m on Np. We introduce the notation
YNp C D.(Np)/P™(Np) for the set of elements of the form in (@2]) but independent of
the base space. Convolution defines a product

EENP X E?},Np — Z7Hn+m/Np.
Since MpAp normalizes Np and Np, it acts as automorphisms of EENP respecting the

product. The following is clear from Theorem

Proposition 4.4. Consider the flat parabolic geometry X = G/P. For finite-dimensional
ApMp-representations Vi and Vo we define the homogeneous vector bundles F; = G xp
V; — X. Then S (X; Eq, Ea) consists of the smooth sections of a G-equivariant bundle
of algebras whose fibre is

S¥Np @ Hom(Vy, Va).
More precisely, we have a G-equivariant isomorphism

S7(X; By, Ey) = C%°(G/Np, S7'Np @ Hom(V7, Va))MPA®.

that respects products. Here the MpAp-action is the diagonal one and from the right on
G/Np. In particular, the G-equivariant symbols are described by

S(X; By, By)® = (SPNp @ Hom(V7, Va))MPA®
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Recall the definition of htp from Equation (3] and write af := a*®@rC. We can extend
this map to a complex linear map htp : ag — C and restrict it to a map htp : ap o — C
which is an isomorphism if Ap has rank one. A quasicharacter on Ap is a homomorphism
Ap — C*, and the space of quasicharacters coincides with ap ¢ under the logarithm. For
a quasicharacter x we define htp(x) in this way. We let C,, denote the Ap-representation
C with the group acting via x.

Lemma 4.5. Let G be a semi-simple Lie group, P = MpApNp a standard parabolic
subgroup and x1 and X2 two quasi-characters of Ap. Then

(um(ﬁp) ®H0m((CX17(CX2))APa if rk(AP) >1or

~ htp(x1) — hte(x2)
SMNp@Hom(C, ,, C,, ) = _ m # ’
(ZENp@Hom(C,,,Cy,)) =N, if tk(Ap) = 1 and

m = htp(x1) — hte(x2).

The content of this lemma is that either the Ap-invariant part consists of invariant
elements of the universal enveloping algebra or it is the whole symbol algebra.

Proof. We first note that the dilation on Np factors over the action of Ap on Np defined
from conjugation. Let A3 C Ap be a complement to the corresponding embedding R~ <
Ap. And in fact, the basis vector 1 € Hom(C,,,C,,) implements an isomorphism

(UHNe @ C )%, m = htp(x1) — hte(x2)

(Z’ZILNP ® Hom((CXl ’ (CX2 ))AP = .
0, otherwise.

where x is the restriction of ngl_l to AY. We see from this identity that the case
rk(Ap) = 1 holds true. To simplify the remainder of the argument, we can without loss
of generality assume that x; is trivial and that m = —htp(x2).

It remains to show that (X7 Np ®(CX)AS = Un(Mp) ® (CX)AS when rk(Ap) > 1. In fact,
it is sufficient to show that (X7Np ® (CX)Ag is in the kernel of the restriction mapping
YNp @ C,, — C=(Np \ {0})/P™(Np). On both sides we use the Ap-action 6% defined
by 6Pk(n) := k(ana™!) defined for a € Ap and k in any of the two spaces. The range of
(SMNp ® C,)A* under the restriction mapping L7Np @ C, — C°°(Np \ {0})/P™(Np) is
is contained in the set of elements k € C>°(Np \ {0})/P™(Np) such that 6"k = x2(a)k.
However, since rk(Ap) > 1 the only element & € C*°(Np \ {0})/P™(Np) such that 67k =
x2(a)k is the zero function as the homogeneity otherwise forces there to be non-trivial
singular support. And the lemma follows. O

For later purposes, we work with graded homogeneous bundles. We say that a finite-
dimensional ApMp-representations V is graded if V' = @,crV[v] for finite-dimensional
ApMp-representation V[v]. If so, the associated homogeneous bundle E = G xp V — X
is graded by E[v] = G xp V[v].

Corollary 4.6. Consider the flat parabolic geometry X = G/P. For finite-dimensional
graded ApMp-representations Vi and Vo we define the homogeneous vector bundles E; =
G xp V; — X. Then the invariant algebra E}'}(.’{;El,Eg)G consists of symbols of differ-
ential operators if tk(Ap) > 1 and if rk(Ap) = 1 we have that

ST(X; By, E2)® = (SN p @ Homa, (V™ V5))Me,

where Vl(m) = V1 ® Cy for the quasicharacter x := ht;l(m).

5. BGG-SEQUENCES AND GRADED ROCKLAND SEQUENCES

Throughout this section, we fix a G-Carnot manifold X. For simplicity, we assume that
X is compact and remark that local statements will extend to non-compact X.
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Definition 5.1. Consider a collection E, = (Eg, E1,...,Ey) of graded vector bundles
E; — X and numbers m = (my,...,my) € RY. We let

De: 0 C®(XE)) 25 C®(XEy) 22 ... 2% 0%, Ex) =0, (5.1)

mj

be a sequence of maps D; € Vo er (X;E;_1,E;). We say that the sequence D, in Equation
) is a graded Rockland sequence if the symbol sequence oy (D,) defined by

G’H(Dl

0 = So(TyX; Eo) 2P So(Ty 2, Ey) 2022, . 7 (Pn)

So(TH%;EN> — 0,

localizing in any non-trivial unitary representation of the osculating Lie groupoid Ty X to
an exact sequence. We say that m is the order of D,.

e In the special case that a Rockland sequence D, as in Equation (&) is a complex,
we call Do a graded Rockland complez.

e In the special case that Ey, Eq,...,Eny — X are all trivially graded, a Rockland
sequence D, as in Equation (&) is called a Rockland sequence.

Remark 5.2. Upon shifting the grading of each E; in a graded Rockland sequence, we
can achieve that D, has order 0 = (0,...,0) € RV,

5.1. BGG-sequences. In the paper [8], Bernstein-Gelfand-Gelfand studied the resolu-
tion of a highest weight module of a complex, semi-simple Lie algebra by means of Verma
modules. This led Bernstein-Gelfand-Gelfand to the category O, for an introduction
thereto see [31]. The construction of Bernstein-Gelfand-Gelfand was later extended to
generalized Verma modules by Lepowsky [37]. The construction is by now understood
in larger generality. We restrict to the setting of finite-dimensional representations of
complex, semi-simple Lie groups using algebraic tools in this section and return to the
general case below in Subsection

We start by discussing Bernstein-Gelfand-Gelfand’s algebraic setup whereafter we bring
it back to the geometric interpretation of relevance to us. Let G be a connected, complex,
semi-simple Lie group with Lie algebra g. We fix a maximal compact subgroup K C G
and a Cartan subalgebra h C g integrating to H C G. Set M := KN H. We can factorize
G = KAN. where A comes from the factorization H = MA and N is a (complex) nilpotent
Lie group. Here we use notation mimicking that of parabolic geometry from Subsection
The Borel subgroup is defined by

B := MAN, = HN_,

and is solvable with nilpotent radical [B, B] = N. Let b denote the Lie algebra of B and
ng the Lie algebra of Ny. In terms of the roots A C h*, and a suitable choice of positive
root system A, the description above stems from the root decompositions

g:b+zgaa b:h"’ZGa and n-l-zzgaa

a€cA aEA 4 aEA

where go :={Y € g: [h,Y] = a(h)Y Vh € h}. We shall also make use of the nilpotent

Lie algebra
aEA

In terms of a |k|-grading as in Subsection B.2] the above description is related via a
height of roots as in Example For complex Lie groups, the set of restricted roots
3 coincides with the set of all roots A. The height with respect to the Borel group is
htg (D pem @a) := ) e Ga for a choice of simple roots II. The Iwasawa decomposition
described above can as in Subsection be constructed from the |k|-grading

= P g

acA:htp(a)=j
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The Verma module associated with a weight A € h* is the g-module defined by
M(N) = U(g) Bu(v) Cx.

Here U(g) denotes the universal enveloping algebra and C) is the b-module defined from
the character A extended to b via the quotient map b — §. By [I8, Proposition 7.1.8],
the Verma module is cofinal among all g-modules with highest weight A\. The Poincaré-
Birkhoff-Witt theorem induces a vector space isomorphism

MO = Un). (5.2)

The idea underlying the construction of the BGG-resolution is the fact that there are
very few morphisms between Verma modules. Indeed, to quantify what is mean by “very
few” we recall the following result due to Bernstein-Gelfand-Gelfand [8] page 41], see also
[18]. First, we recall the standard notation

p::% Z a.

a€EA 4

We also let W denote the Weyl group and equip it with its Bruhat order (cf. [10, Chapter
3.2.14)).

Theorem 5.3. Let \ and p be weights. Then there is a non-zero morphism of g-modules
M(p) = M),

if and only if A is an integral weight such that A+ p and p+ p are in the same orbit of the
Weyl group, and more precisely for wy > wy € W the weight wi* (A + p) = wy *(u + p)
is the unique dominant weight in the orbit of X\ + p. If so, the morphism is uniquely
determined up to a complex scalar and injective.

Bernstein-Gelfand-Gelfand [8] proved that when assembling these morphisms together
according to lengths in the Weyl group, they fit into a resolution. Note that if V is a
g-module with highest weight A, there is a natural map M(\) — V.

Theorem 5.4 (The Bernstein-Gelfand-Gelfand resolution). Let V' be a finite-dimensional
g-module with highest weight X\. Write d + 1 for the longest length in the Weyl group.
Define the g-modules

C = @ MwA+p)—p), k=0,...,d.

weW, |w|=k

Then there are elements 0j, € Homyy(g)(Cr, Ck—1) making the following sequence exact

é 8 Sa— Fy
0 VO 202 &80 &0y« 0.

To compute with the BGG-complex, it is useful to better understand the Lie algebra
homology bundles #;(V) — X = G/P. In other words, we wish to describe the Go-
module structure on H;(p4, V). For complex G and P its Borel subgroup, the Go-module
structure on H;(p+, V) was described by Kostant [34] and the general case can be found
in Cap-Slovak’s monograph [I0, Theorem 3.3.5 and Proposition 3.3.6]. We recall it in a
form relevant to this work.

Theorem 5.5. Let g be a |k|-graded semisimple Lie algebra and V' a complex, finite-
dimensional highest weight representation of g. Write \ for the highest weight of V', § for
the lowest form on g and WP C W for the Hasse diagram of p in the Weyl group W of g
(see [10, Chapter 3.2.15]).
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o Assume that g is complex and the representation V is complex linear. Then
for a go-dominant weight v, then the Gg-isotypical component H*(py, V)" van-
ishes unless v = w(A 4+ ) — 6 for a w € WP with ¢(w) = k, in which case
HY W) (p,, V)wO+)=0 s jrreducible. In particular, as Go-modules

H"(py, V) = P Vir(r+6)—6>
weW?r, L(w)=k

where ‘Vw()\_,_(;)_(; are irreducible finite-dimensional Gg-representations with high-
est weight w(A +§) — 9.
o Assume that g is real. Then

H*(py,V) = H (py.c, V),
as Go-modules where the right hand side is computed from the complex |k|-graded

semisimple Lie algebra gc = g ®r C as in the previous item.

The algebraic construction in Theorem 5.4l has a geometric counterpart on the full flag
manifold X := G/B. Making the transition to geometry, we use the following correspon-
dence.

Proposition 5.6. Let W be a finite-dimensional representation of the Borel group B and
let E(W) := G xg W denote the corresponding homogeneous vector bundle on X := G/B.
Then we have a G-equivariant isomorphism

Homu(g)(U(g) ®Z/l(b) W, COO(G)) = COO(:{, E(W)*), (5.3)
¢ [(g:0) = (™) (p(1 @),
where we equip C>(G) with the U(g)-module structure from the right action and we equip
Homyy(q) (U(9) @u(ey W, C>(G)) with the G-action defined from left translation on G.

Moreover, the isomorphism (B3) is contravariantly functorial for U(g)-module maps
in the sense that if W1 and Wy are two B-representations and

§ € Homy(q)(U(9) ®@u(oy W1,U(8) @u(e) W1),
there is a G-equivariant differential operator D € DO(X; E(W2)*, E(W1)*) making the

following diagram commute:

5
Homyg () (U(9) @ui(v) W2, C*(G)) ——— Homy(q)(U(g) @y () W1,C>(G))

C> (X, E(Wa)") _L, C> (X, E(W1)*)

where the wvertical isomorphisms is that of ([B3). The differential operator is uniquely
determined from the pairing with jets at eB € X.

Proof. Equation (B3] follows from Frobenius reciprocity. The second part of the state-
ment follows from an analysis of how g-module maps U(g) Q) W1 = U(8) Sue) Wi
pair with jets at eB € X, for more details, see [50]. O

In light of Proposition 5.6l one has the following geometric reformulation of Theorem
4l Note that the longest element of the Weyl group has length d + 1, where d =
dim¢ (G/B) (see [10, Chapter 3]).

Theorem 5.7 (The geometric BGG-sequence). Let V' be a finite-dimensional represen-
tation of the complex, semisimple Lie group G. Let X\ denote the highest weight of V.
Define the homogeneous vector bundles on X := G/B from

B = P GxeC_uinipep k=0,....d
weW, |w|=k
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Then there are differential operators Dy, € DO(X; E,‘c/fl,E,‘c/) making the following se-
quence into a complex of differential operators

0= C=(X;EY) 25 o=@ BY) 22 .. 2 ooox BY ) 24 0%, EY) — 0,

which is exact except in degree O where we have Ker(Dy) = V.

Definition 5.8. The BGG-complex of a finite-dimensional representation V' of a complex,
semisimple Lie group G is the differential complex on G/B from Theorem 571 We denote
it by BGG (V).

The BGG-complex of a finite-dimensional representation is a prototypical example of
a graded Rockland sequence, as we recall below in Subsection from the work of Dave-
Haller [I6]. The Carnot structure on X = G/B in which the BGG-complex is graded
Rockland, is defined in terms of the simple root system used to defined the order in the
Weyl group and the height of roots. Let IT C A, denote this simple root system.

We note that T'X is the homogeneous vector bundle

TX =G XB (g/b) =G Xpn_,
where B acts on n_ = 37 .\ g-a via the isomorphism n_ = g/b. The nilpotent Lie

algebra n_ is graded by the height of roots. In particular, n”!' = Y wcr §—a and we
inductively have that
nFl= a4 Tt nTh).

The action of B on n_ respects the filtering (as it increases the order), and
Gxgn/ - X%X=G/B,

is a well defined bundle that we identify with a sub-bundle 77X C TX. By equivariance,
the subbundles 777X C TX form a complex Carnot structure on X. We note that we can
identify

tyX =G xpgn_,

as G-equivariant bundles of graded, nilpotent Lie algebras. In particular, X = G/B is
regular of type n_. We note that we can reduce the structure group to H via the quotient
mapping B — B/N; = H and the graded action

H — Autg, (n-).

Therefore, we have G-equivariant isomorphisms of bundles of graded, nilpotent Lie alge-
bras
tuX =G xgn_ = (G/Ny) xpyn_.

If we disregard G-actions and use that G/AN; = K so G/B = K/M, we can also write
tgpX = K xmn_ as bundles of graded, nilpotent Lie algebras.

Ezample 5.9. Let us compute a longer example of the BGG-complex on G = SL(3,C).
For the group SL(3,C), many more details can be found in the work of Yuncken [50],
who also computed further examples in [51].

We take the maximal compact subgroup K = SU(3) C SL(3,C) and H = (C*)?
to consist of the diagonal matrices with determinant 1. We choose the isomorphism
(21,23) ~ diag(z1,(2123)7 ", 23). Similarly, A = R? consists of the positive diagonal
matrices with determinant 1. Now M = KNH 2 U(1)? consists of the unitary diagonal
matrices with determinant 1. The Weyl group of SL(3,C) is W = Ss.

The nilpotent Lie groups N consists of unipotent, lower (+)/upper (-) triangular ma-
trices. There are isomorphisms N4 = H3 ¢ to the three-dimensional complex Heisenberg
group. That is, ny is the complex span of elements ei, eljﬁ, ef subject to the commutation
relation

[e)i(a eli/] = ei'



18 MAGNUS GOFFENG

In terms of the matrix units (ejk)?,kzl spanning gl(3,C), e = e21,e} = €32, and e, = €31
and ey, ey, e, are given by their transposes.

The corresponding roots oy, oy and a; = ax + oy are under our chosen isomorphism
h = C? computed as

ax(z1,23) = =221 — 23
ay(z1,23) = 21 + 223.

The more standard notation for the Chevalley-Serre basis defined from ef(, e$, e% ise; =

e;r and f; =e; (for j € {X,Y,Z}). In particular, as an H-module,
n_2C,, ®Cq, ®C,,.

The Borel group B 22 (C*)? x N consists of the lower triangular matrices with determi-
nant 1. The full flag manifold takes the form

X = SL(3,C)/B = SU(3)/M.

The complex G-equivariant Carnot structure is depth two and comes from the decompo-
sition into homogeneous line bundles

T% = SL(3,C) xg Ca, ® SL(3,C) xg Cy, & SL(3,C) xg Ca,,

as
T71'% = SL(3,C) xg (Ca, & Cy,).

Let us construct the BGG-complex of the G-module V' = C algebraically. We follow
the ideas of [50]. The highest weight of C is A = 0 and

M(0) = U(sl3) @) Co = U(D3 ),

where b3 c = n_ denotes the complex Heisenberg Lie algebra. For notational simplicity,
we write X,Y, Z for the standard generators of h3 ¢. The natural map

e: M(0) — C,

is in terms of U(h3 ) given by the trivial character U(hsc) — C. The kernel of the

)

natural map € : M(0) — C is therefore
Ker(e) 2U(h3,c)X +U(hs,c)Y,
because [X,Y] = Z € Ker(e). We therefore define the g-linear map
91 M(—ax) & M(—ay) — M(0),
from the PBW-isomorphism (5.2) M(—ax) ® M(—ay) = U(h3,c) ®U(b3,c) and the map
Ubsc) DUD3c) = Ubsc), (wi,ws) = wi X + wY.

By construction, §; surjects onto Ker(e). After some algebra, we see that Ker(d;) under
the PBW-isomorphism is generated by the vectors

(XY -2Z 4 v Y
v = X2 s an Vg = vx —z7]"

We therefore define the g-linear map
d2 : M(—2ax — ay) ® M(—ax — 2ay) = M(—ax) & M(—ay),
from the PBW-isomorphism (5.2)) and the map
Us,c) DU(D3.c) = Ubsc) @U(Dac), (w1, w2) = wivr + wavs.
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By construction ds surjects onto Ker(d;). Continuing in this fashion we arrive at the
algebraic BGG-resolution for V' = C, that we write as

M(—ax) X2 M(~2ax - ay)

M(—ay) 55— M(—ax —2ay)

For a weight A\, write Ly := G xg C,. Dualizing this as in Proposition 5.6} we arrive at
the geometric BGG-complex:

—Dxvi4z

C%=(X; La,) C%(X; Laaytay)

o el

7D
0——~ Coo( 36 L2ax+2ay) — 0

\ o /

C®(X; Lay) —X=% 5 C°°(X; Layiza,)

This complex BGG,(C) is a graded SL(3, C)-equivariant complex of differential operators
by Theorem 57 Its principal symbol complex in the point eB € G/B is given by

—XY-Z
So(Hs,c) ———— Sol( H3C

0 —— So(ch >< o(Hsc) —— 0
\ /

o(Hs.c) —5x—z— So(Hac)
Here X,Y,Z denote the generators of n_ acting on Syp(Hsc) by right invariant vec-
tor fields. For the special case of G = SL(3,C), there is an ingenious construction
involving Kasparov’s technical theorem due to Yuncken [50], that produces a class in
KKSL(B’C)( C(SL(3,C)/B),C) from the BGG-complex. Our methods above does not

quite even produce classes Wlth exponential bounds in KKSL(3 O, é( C(SL(3,C)/B),C)

5.2. Curved Bernstein-Gelfand-Gelfand complexes. The BGG-complex for com-
plex Lie groups was extended much further to parabolic geometries by Cap-Slovak-Soucek
[11]. The more recent work of Dave-Haller [16] provides an explicit construction of the
BGG-complex from Kostant codifferentials that we briefly recall. We restrict the global
aspects of our discussion to the flag manifolds X = G/P for G a connected, semisimple
Lie group and P a parabolic subgroup. Our discussion provides the local foundation for
describing curved BGG-complexes for general parabolic geometries and pinpointing their
symbol complex.

Fix a complex finite-dimensional representation V' of G, for instance the trivial rep-
resentation. Let Ci(n, V) := A*g® V and C*(n,V) = A*g* ® V denote the Lie algebra
homology and cohomology complex, respectively, with coefficients in V. We filter these
spaces using the grading of n. The Gg-equivariant identification [B.2]) allow us to identify
the Go-spaces

C*(n,V) = Cu(py, V).
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The right hand side is equipped with the differential § : Cy(p4,V) = Ci—1(p+, V) defining
Lie algebra homology

n

S(XiA - AXp®v) =Y (1FFIX A AXG A A X ® X(0)+

j=1
D)X X AX A AXG A AKX A A X ®
i<j
We can identify § with a differential 9 : C*(n, V) — C*~1(n, V) called Kostant’s codiffer-

ential. By construction, 9 is of filtered degree 0 and Gg-equivariant.
Write Ey := G xp V — X. Using

NT*X® Ey =G xp (CV(n,V)) = (G/P4) xg, (C?(n,V)),
Kostant’s codifferential 0 induces a vector bundle morphism
Ox :N'T*XQ Ey — AN IT*X @ By,

which is G-equivariant and of filtered degree 0. Here we use the filtering of T*X dual to
the filtering of TX.
Let Vy denote the tractor connection on Fy and extend it to a differential operator

Vy : C®(ENT*X® Ey) = C®(X NN T*X @ Ey),

using the Leibniz rule. The differential operator Vy is G-equivariant, of graded Heisenberg
degree 0 and its curvature V%, is of filtered degree —1.

We now proceed as in [I6] to construct BGG-sequences. The method produces the
same result as in [8 [11] B7] due to the arguments of [11], [16]. We note that there is a
G-equivariant identity 77X = @;_, ;X where T_;X := (G/P1) x¢, g—;. Therefore,
there is a canonical G-equivariant identification TX = gr(TX). Note that under this
identification and [B2]), T*X is graded by T*X = @le T} X for T}% = (G/P4) Xg, 01
Write [A'T*X® Ey|; for the space of elements of homogeneous degree j. Note the following
consequence of [16, Lemma 4.4].

Lemma 5.10. Let V' be a complex G-representation, and Ox the Kostant codifferential
and Vy the tractor connection as above. For j =0,...,d = dim(X), consider the graded
Heisenberg degree 0 differential operator

Dj = VyO0x +9xVy : C™ (36; NT*X ® Ev) — O (%; NT*X ® Ev),
and its diagonal piece

0; = P Ojle=@mir-xom) : CCENTX® Ey) = CF(XNT*X @ By).
l

Then Ej 18 a bundle endomorphism whose generalized eigenprojection Isj for the eigen-
value 0 is also a bundle endomorphism.
Moreover, there exists a unique graded Heisenberg order 0, differential projector

Pj: C®(X;NT*X® Ey) — C®(X; NT*X ® Ey),
such that
(1) P;0; =0, P

(2) @l Pj|C°°(3E;[AJ‘T*x®EV]L) = pj
(3) The decomposition

C®(X;NT*X ® Ey) = Ker(P;) @ im(P;),

is preserved by O; which acts nilpotently on the first summand and invertibly on
the second.
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Consider the operators
Lj:=PjP; + (1 - P))(1 - P). (5.4)
A degree argument shows that L; is invertible with inverse being a graded Heisenberg
order 0, differential operator. These graded Heisenberg order 0, differential operators
restrict to isomorphisms
Lj| :C>®(%; P;(NT*X @ Ey)) = im(P),
Lj| COO(%, (1 - Pj)(/\jT*f{ & Ev)) 1> Ker(Pj).
It follows from Hodge theory that 13j projects onto the bundle
“]-[]-(V) = (G/P+) XGo Hj(era V) -+ X

viewed as a sub-bundle of AVT*X ® Ey in terms of harmonic forms. Note that the Go-
representation H’(py,V) can be computed from Theorem and the highest weight A
of V', the lowest form ¢ on g and the Hasse diagram W¥* C W of p, as

@ rVw()\Jrzs)fJa

weW?r, L(w)=j

where 'Vw( A+8)—s are irreducible finite-dimensional Go-representations with highest weight
w(A+9) — 4.

Definition 5.11. Let V be a complex G-representation. Form the graded Heisenberg
order 0, differential operator

DPYS = PLT'Vy Ly : C®(X; H;_1 (V) = C(X; H; (V).

The BGG-complex of V' is the G-equivariant sequence of differential operators

DBGG DBGG
BGGe(V): 00— C®(X;Hy(V)) —— C¥(X; H (V) —=— - -

DBEG BGG
——— C®(X; Hy—1(V)) —— C=(X; Hg(V)) — 0,

where d = dim(%).

From [16] Proposition 4.5] we conclude the following.

Proposition 5.12. The sequence BGG4(V) is a graded Rockland complex (cf. Definition
[Z1) and its K-equivariant index class indk[BGGe(V)] € R(K) coincides with the index
class of the de Rham complex

0 C™(X; By) 5 CR(XT'E® By) ~5 -
Ty 0% AT X @ By) Y C%°(X; AT*X @ Ey) — 0.

Proof. By construction, Vy = L; (D;-BGG o %j)Lj__ll and B; fits into an acyclic complex

by item (3) of Lemma Since K is compact, all structures can be assumed to be
K-equivariant so indx[Vy]| = indk[BGGe (V)] + indk[Bs] = indk[BGG4(V)]. O

Remark 5.13. Since the Euler characteristic of S¥ vanishes for odd k, it is clear that for
G = Sp(n,1),SU(n,1),S0(2n, 1) the associated BGG-complexes will have a K-equivariant
index of vanishing formal dimension. In particular, since Res&fy = 1 the v-element can
in these cases not be represented by a BGG-complex. See [32, [33] for more creative
approaches.

We can now turn to the case of the general parabolic geometries. The ideas of Lemma
.10 and the discussion after it holds for general parabolic geometries, so for any G-
representation W and regular parabolic geometry (¥,w) of type (G, P) we can define a
tractor bundle E(W) := V xpW — X with induced connection Vyy. Proceeding as above,
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we arrive at a BGG-sequence BGG, (X, W) which is the Aut(X,w)-equivariant sequence
of differential operators of the form

BGGL (X, 1) 0 — C(X: Ho(W)) 2 € (35 5, (W) 2255 ..

DL 0% a1 (W) 5 €% HaW)) - 0,

where d = dim(X) and H;(W) = V xp HI(p;,V). We again have that the complex
BGG.(X,V) is a graded Rockland sequence (cf. Definition [51]). Moreover, for any com-
pact subgroup K C Aut(X,w) its K-equivariant index class indx [BGG4(X,V)] € R(K)
coincides with the index class of the de Rham sequence

0= C®°(X; EW)) L C°(X;T*X @ BE(W)) 2 -

Yy (X AT X @ B(W)) Y 0%°(X; AUT*X @ E(W)) — 0.

We sometimes write BGGe (X, W) = BGG,(Vg) when we want to emphasize the depen-
dence on the tractor connection.

6. K-HOMOLOGY CLASSES AND GRADED ROCKLAND SEQUENCES
6.1. Constructing K-cycles from graded Rockland sequences.
Proposition 6.1. Let m = (my,...,my) € RY. Consider a sequence
De: 0— C®(X:Eq) 25 C°(X;E1) 22 - 2% 0 (X En) — 0,
where D; € \I/ngr(f{;Ej_l,Ej). Then the following are equivalent

(1) D, is a graded Rockland sequence.
(2) There is a graded Rockland sequence of order —m

Be: 04 C®(X;Eg) <2 C®(X;Ep) <22 ... &Y 0> (x;Ey) + 0,
such that
Bij + Dj_lBj_l —1e \I/;ngr(:f;Ej).
(3) There is a graded Rockland sequence of order —m

Be: 0 C®(X;Eg) &L C°(XEy) &2 .. &Y ¢ (x;Ey) + 0,

such that
Bij + Djlejfl —1€ \Il’°°(%;Ej).

We call B, a Heisenberg splitting. We note that the principal symbol of a Heisenberg
splitting is the same as a chain homotopy from the identity map to the zero map on the
principal symbol complex.

Proof. Tt is clear that 3) implies 2), and by asymptotic completeness (and an argument
as in [30, Chapter XVIII]) 2) implies 3). It is also clear that 2) implies 1). It remains to
prove that a Rockland sequence admits a Heisenberg splitting.

To construct splitting operators B; € \Ifygi (%;E;11,E;) of a Rockland sequence D,,
it suffices to construct its principal symbols b; := o, (B;) € E;IZ; (X%;E;,E;_1) such
that

bjd; +dj—1bj—1 = 1.
Here we write d; := oy’ (D;) € 3, (X, Ej, Ejy1).

Since D, is a Rockland sequence, d; satisfies the Rockland condition and admits a
left inverse b; € E;{z; (X;E1,E() by Theorem .3l We form e; := dyb; which is a range
projection for d;. To construct b;, for j > 1, we proceed by induction. Assume that we
constructed by, € E;Igf(%;Ek,Ek,l), k=1,...,7 — 1, such that bgdy + dx_1bx_1 = 1,
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br—1br = 0 and that diby is a range projection of di, for k = 1,...,7 — 1. Consider the
symbol

. d. e

dj = (bjjl) €Yy (X Ej 1, Ej® Ejo(mj —mj1)),
where we write E;_o(m; — m;_1) for E;_s with degree shifted by m; — m;_1. By the
induction assumption, J]- satisfies the Rockland condition and admits a left inverse Bj €
Sy (X5 E; @ Ej_o(mj —mj_1),Ej_1) by Theorem EE3. We write

bj = (b;,b;).
Here b, € E;ﬁgﬁ (%;E;,E;_1) and unravelling the degree shifts we see that
by €Sy (6 Ej 2, Ej ).

Our defining property of Bj is that

bid; +bjbj_1 = 1. (6.1)
However, the property (G.1) is unaltered if we replace b; with b;(1 — dj_sb;_5). Since
1 —d;_2bj_o is idempotent by assumption, we therefore have imposed that

bj = bj(1 — dj_2bj—2) = bjbj_1dj—1,

where we use the induction assumption in the last equality. Multiplying the identity (G.I])
with d;_; from the right we see that b; = d;_; and the induction step is complete. (I

Definition 6.2. Counsider a graded Rockland sequence D4 of order m = (mq,...,my) €
RY on a collection of graded vector bundles E; — X with graded G-actions making the
symbol complex o (Ds) G-equivariant.

e If the splitting operators By € W%, (X; Ee, Eo_1) from item 3) in Proposition [6.1]
can be chosen so that o (B, ) is G-equivariant, we say that B, is a G-equivariant
Heisenberg splitting and we say that D, is G-equivariantly Heisenberg split.

e We say that D, has a G-equivariant Rockland splitting of order s € RV*1, solving
sj —sj—1 =m; for j =1,..., N, if there are bounded operators

Bj : WIs{J (%,Ej) — WIs{jil (%;Ej,l),
commuting with the G-actions and C*°(X) up to compact operators, and
Bij + Dj_lBj_l —1e K(Wsj (:{,E]))

A G-equivariant Heisenberg splitting is clearly a G-equivariant Rockland splitting. We
note the following fact that follows from averaging over the group action.

Proposition 6.3. Let G be a compact group. Consider a graded Rockland sequence Dg
on a collection of graded vector bundles E; — X with graded G-actions. If the symbol
complex o (Ds) is G-equivariant, then Do is G-equivariantly Heisenberg split. In fact,
we can choose the splitting operators Be € W%, (X; Ee, Ee_1) from Proposition[6.1] to be
G-equivariant.

We are interested in making more precise the way a group acts on the Heisenberg-
Sobolev spaces, so we shall make the topology of the latter more precise. Fix a volume
density du on X. For a graded hermitean vector bundle E — X with a graded hermitean
connection Vg = @, Vg, write Wf;,ygr(f{;E) = @kafk(%;E[k]) for s € R where
W:"(%; E[k]) is equipped with a Hilbert space structure from the connection Ve[, and
duality and interpolation.

Proposition 6.4. Assume that £y, {1, > are length functions on G such that
(1) _&dgz < e for any g € G;
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(2) Foranyzx € X and j=0,...,N, andg € G
lg:Ejz— Ejgall < 1),
(3) Forany j=0,...,N, f€e C®°(X;E;) andg € G

/x IV5, (0" ) 3xom, du < =) ( /x 19 (Y, )l zem, i + /x |f|%jdu)-

Then there is a C > 0 such that the length function defined by
! = 60 + 61 + |S|eoo€2 +C.
satisfies that for g € G acting on W§ , (X; Es), we have that

l9llwe, . x:B0) < e’9),

There exists length functions £y, £1, /2 on G satisfying the conditions of Proposition[6.4]
as one can reverse engineer the conditions into definitions. For instance, we can define

s ()

Proof. The proof is by a long computation for s integer; commuting the group action
through connections and changes of variables. The case of a general s follows from
interpolation. (I

oo

Write E;-r for E; equipped with the trivial grading. We fix order reducing operators
Ajs € U5 (5 Ef EY), ie. Ajs is invertible and H-elliptic. From the order reducing
operators we define an invertible operator

U:L*(X;EY) —» Wi . (% E,), (6.2)
that we can assume to be unitary.
Proposition 6.5. Consider the C*-algebra
A= C(X) + K(LA(X; BY)) C B(LA(X; EY)).
The unitary isomorphism ([62) induces a faithful representation
m: A= B(Wf (X E,)), a— UaU”,

satisfies that
m(a) —a € K(W§ .. (X;E,)), a€A.
The action of G on Wi, (X; E,) satisfies that

g '7m(a)g — 7(g9*a) € KW o (X5 E)), a€ C(X),

and the inclusion of the compact operators defines a G-equivariant split short exact se-
quence
0— K(L*(%;E,)) - A— C(%X) = 0.

Proof. The first statement is clear from construction and the fact that the calculus com-

mute up to lower order terms with smooth functions. The second statement follows from
the first. O

Theorem 6.6. Let Do be a G-equivariant graded Rockland sequence of order m =
(my,...,my) on Eq = (Ey,...,EN). Assume that the G-action on E is by conformal
unitaries. Take 8 = (so,...,sn) € RN*L such that

Sj—1 — 85 = My, jZl,...,N.
Assume that we have a G-equivariant Rockland splitting Be of order s. If we set

Fy:= Do + Be : Wi o (X, Eq) = Wi o (X; E),
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and F := Fy|Fy|™1, then the collection
(ﬂ-’ Wﬁ[,gr(%;EO)) F)a
forms a Fredholm module for C(X) with g(F) — F € K(Wg ., (X; E,)) for any g € G.

Proof. By assumption, F§ — 1 is compact and Fy almost commutes with A and the
G-action. Since the G-action on E is by conformal unitaries, the contragradient represen-
tation 7 (g) := (g~ 1)* takes the form 7*(g) = a,m(g) for an A-valued G-cocycle g — ay.
Therefore, Fy also almost commutes with the contragradient representation. We conclude
that both Fy and F almost commutes with A and the G-action, so F' almost commutes
with A and the G-action. O

Proposition 6.7. Let Dy be a G-equivariant graded Rockland sequence. The Fredholm
module (7, W .. (X; Es), F') from Theorem is up to operator homotopy independent
of the choice of Be and s. In fact, as soon as D) is another G-equivariant graded Rock-
land sequence with o (De) = o (D)) then the associated Fredholm modules are operator
homotopic.

Proof. For fixed D,, the class for two different B, and B, coincides as seen from the
operator homotopy defined from B, = tBe + (1 — ¢)B,. The statement that the class
only depends on the symbol o5 (D,) follows by considering the operator homotopy defined
from Do =tDe + (1 —¢)D,. O

Definition 6.8. When G is compact, we arrive at a class in KK§ (C(X),C) of the cycle
(7, Wi o (X5 Eo), I) constructed in Theorem We denote it by [Ds] € K5 (X).

The class [D,] was previously defined, using somewhat different yet equivalent methods,
in [24], Section 27].

6.2. On existence of equivariant splittings for G/P. In the previous subsection we
saw that if there are equivariant Rockland splittings we can define Fredholm modules with
good equivariance properties. We also saw that for a compact group there is a construc-
tive method of finding equivariant Heisenberg splittings, or in other words equivariant
Rockland splittings in the Heisenberg calculus. We now study the existence question
of equivariant Heisenberg splittings for BGG-sequences on the flat parabolic geometry
X =G/P.

Theorem 6.9. Let G be a connected semisimple Lie group, P a parabolic subgroup of G

and 'V a finite-dimensional G-representation. If G/P has rank > 1 then the G-equivariant
Rockland sequence BGG4 (V') on G/P does not admit a G-equivariant Heisenberg splitting.

Proof. If B, is a G-equivariant Heisenberg splitting then Corollary 6] shows that B, in
the leading term is a differential operator. This is clearly a contradiction, as for instance
D, is a differential operator of positive order. O

Theorem 6.10. Let G be a connected semisimple Lie group, P a parabolic subgroup of
G and V a finite-dimensional G-representation. If G has rank 1 then the G-equivariant
Rockland sequence BGG4 (V') on G/P admits a G-equivariant Heisenberg splitting.

Proof. Tt suffices to find G-equivariant by € Y552 (G/P; He(V), He—1(V')) such that for
any j
bjdj + dj_lbj_l =1.
However, Corollary shows that
SH(G/P; H(V), Hoor (V))© = (E3Np © Homp, (H* (p4, V)™, H* ™ (p, V)M,

this isomorphism is implemented by evaluating in eP € G/P. Since G is rank one, Mp =
P N K is compact. For degree reasons, we have a Heisenberg splitting whose value in eP
belongs to ¥7Np ® Homa, (H*(p4, V)™ H*"1(p,,V)) that we by averaging can assume
is Mp-invariant. Therefore there is a G-equivariant Heisenberg splitting. (]
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Remark 6.11. The reader can note that non-existence of equivariant Heisenberg splittings
is proved using that Ap has rank > 1, which is a property of G/P. However, existence
of equivariant Heisenberg splittings is proved requiring not only that Ap has rank = 1
but that Mp is compact so that P must be minimal, and as such we are imposing a rank
condition on G.

7. THE INDEX PROBLEM FOR CURVED BGG-SEQUENCES

We are now going to study the K-theoretical invariants associated with a graded Rock-
land sequence. To do so, we set up the relevant equivariant Hilbert C*-modules, after
which we relate the K-theoretical invariants back to the K-homological invariants and
prove Theorem Bl Throughout this section, we consider a compact group G and a compact

G-Carnot manifold X.

7.1. An intermezzo on Hilbert C*-modules and K-theory. First, we need some
equivariant Hilbert C*-modules fitting together with the symbol complex. Consider a
G-equivariant graded Rockland sequence D, acting on the collection of graded hermitean
vector bundles Ey, Eq, ..., Exy with unitary G-actions. We define the spaces

£ = C2(TuX;r"Ey).
The space 7% has a right C2°(T g X)-action with a compatible G-action that we denote
by 7g,. The inner product on each bundle, induces an inner product

EXx BN — CX(TyX).

Proposition 7.1. The completion E; of E7 in the inner product to a C*(TyX)-Hilbert
C*-module is well defined. Moreover, the action of G extends to a unitary continuous
action of G that we also denote by 7g,.

Write E;r for E; equipped with the trivial grading. We fix G-invariant order reducing
operators Aj s € Uy . (X, Ej, EY), ie. Ajis invertible and Aj s = evi—1A; 5 is H-elliptic.
We define the right C*(T g X)-Hilbert C*-module

S .__ —1
£ =A;E;
We equip Z; with the G-action defined from the G-action on E77 and density of £ C
E;. For t > 0, using the isomorphism C* (T X[} %) = K(L*(X)), we have that
£ Qev, K(LH(X)) = KWy, (X Ej), L*(X),

and Ef @ev,_, C*(TuX) is a completion of C°(TyX;r*E;) for a suitable Sobolev inner
product. For more details, see [24, Section 22].

We also need some further notions in K-theory. These ideas can be found in the
non-equivariant setting in [24} Section 27], see also [29)].

Definition 7.2. Consider a G — C*-algebra B and two sequences of G-equivariant B-
Hilbert C*-modules

d d d
0%@1%@24-'-%£N—N>£N+1—>0,

b b b
0(—@1(—1%(—2'-'91:]\[&@]\[4_1%0,

where all maps are adjointable. The data (E,,ds,bs) is said to form a G-equivariant
B-Fredholm sequence of length N + 1 if

bjdj + dj_lbj_l —1e€ KB(Z:J‘),
m(g9)djm(9)~" — d;j € Kp(Ej-1,E)),
m(9)bjm(9)~" — b; € Kp(E;, Ej-1),
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for all j and g € G. We use the convention that b; =0 and d; =0 for j ¢ {1,..., N +1}.
To simplify notations, we sometimes write

0= Frg, S Fog, S - S Enay S Engpr — 0,

instead of (E,, de, D).
An acyclic B-Fredholm sequence is one where

bjd; +d;—1bj—1 =1,

m(g)d;m(g)~! = dj,

m(9)bjm(9)~" = by,
for all j and g € G.

As in [24, Section 27], we can define isomorphism and homotopies of G-equivariant
B-Fredholm sequences. We make the following definition.

Definition 7.3. For a G — C*-algebra B, let f(g(B) denote the set of equivalence classes
of G-equivariant B-Fredholm sequence under the equivalence relation generated by ho-
motopy and declaring acyclic G-equivariant B-Fredholm sequences equivalent to the zero
complex.

With the same ideas as in [24] Section 27], we have the following result.
Theorem 7.4. For a G — C*-algebra B, there is a natural isomorphism
KK (C,B) = K (B),
defined on cycles by

/o R
f@,(F 0*) = (0= E_p, ST EL - 0)].

7.2. The index class in K-theory. The index class of a G-equivariant graded Rockland
sequence will be defined in terms of G-equivariant B-Fredholm sequences. Write

Ef—o = E] ®ev,_o C*(TuX).

Recall the notation W7 (X; Eq, E2) from Definition 1] with its obvious graded general-
ization denoted by \Ilzfgr(%; E. E>).

Lemma 7.5. Consider a G-equivariant graded Rockland sequence
De: 0— C®(X:Eq) 25 C°(X;E1) 22 - 2% 0 (X En) — 0,
of order m = (my,...,my) and take s = (sg,...,sny) € RN+ such that
Sj—1—s8j=my, j=1,...,N.
Choose a G-equivariant Heisenberg splitting Be € \I/I;TZ; (%, E;,E;j_1) as well as lifts
D, € ‘Il;’}fgr(%; E;_1,Ej) of Dy and B, € \Il;gﬁ (%;E;_1,E;) of Bs. Then the sequence
D,: 0—E’p, SP E'p, 5P ...p, SEYEN 50,

is a G-equivariant C*(Ty Xl 11xx)-Fredholm complex that we denote by Do. Up to ho-
motopy, the Fredholm complex Do depends only on the graded principal symbol o g gr(De)
and is independent of the choice of s, Do and B,.

Proof. By assumption D;_1B;j_1 + B;D; — 1 is smoothing. Therefore the homogene-
ity modulo C2° implies that D;_1B;_; + B;D; — 1 acts on E; as an element from
CE(TaXfjoxx;7*E; ® s*E; @ |A]). The latter space acts by compact operators on
E; — it is even dense in the space of compact operators. The lemma follows. (I



28 MAGNUS GOFFENG

Remark 7.6. The reader can recall the notation X7(X; Fy, Ey) from Theorem We
also write X% . (X; E1, E2) for its analogously defined graded version. In the setting of
Lemma [TH] the choice of D, fixes lifts

dj = th:()Dj S iz,jgr(:{;Ej—lﬂEj)’
of the symbols de = 0 p1,6:(Da), and the choice of B, fixes lifts
l;j = th:()Bj S i;{z; (%;Ej,Ej_l),
of the symbols be = 0,6 (Be). Lemma implies that the sequence
S 51 S1 52 l~7 S
0— Zj,?&zOtil = Zj,t:OJZ = i =ON fj,JtV:O — 0,
is a G-equivariant C*(TrX)-Fredholm complex that we denote by o gr(De).

Definition 7.7. We write [o5(D,)] € K§(C*(TyX)) for the class of the C*(TyX)-
Fredholm complex o g (Do) for some s.

From Remark [.6] we conclude that
0H,er(De) = Do ® evi—C* (TuX).
The last identity leads us to the next lemma.
Proposition 7.8. The class [D.] € K§(C* (TaX[jo,1xx)) satisfies
Ko(evi—o)[Ds] = [om,6:(Da)],
and therefore (D) lifts the class [0m g (Ds)] € K5 (C*(TuX)) under the natural map
Ko(evizo) : K§ (C*(TuX[j01)xx)) = K§(C*(TuX)).
7.3. Poincaré duality map. To relate the symbol classes back to operators, we make
use of an analytic Poincaré duality. This duality was first introduced for contact manifolds

in [7] and utilized on Carnot manifolds in [24, [38]. Let 0y € KK%(C*(TgX),C) denote
the class of the boundary map associated with

0 — SK — C*(TuX|p,1)) —=>% C*(TgX) — 0,
that uses the identification SK — C*(TgX|(0,1)) = C*(X x X x (0,1) = X x (0,1)).
Definition 7.9. The analytic Poncaré duality map
PDY : K§(C*(TyX)) — K§(X),
is defined as the composition
K§(C*(Ty%x) = KKS(C,C*(TyX)) =5 KK (C(X), C*(Ty X))
%, KKS(C(X),C) = K§(%).

Here ax denotes inflation by C'(X) using that C'(X) acts as central multipliers of C* (T X).
For the trivial Carnot structure, we use the notation

PD™ : K§'(C*(TX)) = K2(T*%) — K§ (%),
Proposition 7.10. Let X be a compact G-Carnot manifold and De a G-equivariant
graded Rockland sequence on X. Then it holds that
PDi[o1(Ds)] = [Da] € K7 (%).
The proposition follows from Proposition [.§ and the observation that the boundary
map Jp has as its defining property that Ko(evi—o) ®c«(1yx) On = Ko(evi=1).

To relate the index theory in the Heisenberg calculus to ordinary K-theory, we use
Nistor’s Connes-Thom isomorphism [40]. We define the adiabatic groupoid

AgX =TX x {0} JTuX x (0,00) = X x [0, 00),
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with smooth structure defined from declaring the map

(x,v,0), t=0,

TX x [0,00) = AgX, (x,v,t)+— {(x,ét(exp(v))at)’ t>0,

to be a diffeomorphism. Here we are implicitly using a choice of isomorphism T'X
tyX. We can define v € KK (Co(T*X),C*(TyX)) from the isomorphisms Co(T*X)
C*(TX), SC*(TuX)) = C*(AnX|(0,00)) and the short exact sequence

1R

0— SC*(TyX)) — C*(ApX) Z=% Co(T*%) — 0.

The latter defines an extension class in KK (Co(T*X), SC*(TgX)). The next theorem
can be found in [7} 24, 38]. In these references, the result is stated for the trivial group
but extends readily to compact group actions.

Theorem 7.11. Let X be a compact G-Carnot manifold. Then the following diagram
commutes

G(C*(TuX))

. -
K5 (T*%

7.4. The index class and BGG-compression. Above in Subsection [l we saw how
equivariant Rockland sequences gave rise to elements of K-homology and in Subsection
how filtered connections can be compressed into a curved BGG-sequence. We shall
see that the K-homology class is not altered by BGG-compression. As explained in [16],
the procedure of compressing to a BGG-sequence requires only the existence of a Kostant
differential on the Lie algebroid tz X, but for simplicity we restrict to parabolic geometries
with an action of a compact group G. We summarize the context of this subsection into
an assumption that will stand for the remainder of the subsection.

Assumption 1. We let X denote a compact parabolic geometry X with an action of
a compact group G — Aut(X,w), and E — X a graded G-equivariant tractor bundle
equipped with a G-invariant filtered connection Vg of degree 0 with curvature in degree
1. If X is a complex parabolic geometry, we also assume that Vg is a filtered complex
connection.

An example satisfying Assumption [ is the flat parabolic geometry X = G/P and
G C G a compact subgroup, and E — X a homogeneous bundle graded by the weights of
its generic fibres.

It follows from Assumption [] that the classical symbol complex

0(VEe): 0—=S(IT"X%E) M S(I" %1% 9 E) M

VB ST, AMTF X @ ) — 0,

defines a G-equivariant elliptic complex on T*X and defines a class

[0(VE)] € K&(T*X).
Moreover, if X is a complex G-Carnot manifold and Vg is a filtered complex connection
of degree 0, the classical symbol complex of the associated d-sequence

U(gE,.) 00— S(T*:{;E) i(éfi)_) S(T x; A0 L 3€®E) 0(65;)

208), ST 5% NPT X @ E) — 0
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defines a G-equivariant elliptic complex on 7*X and defines a class that we denote by
[0(0E,.)] € K&(T*X).

In both the real and complex case, the symbol does not depend on the choice of connection
VE so neither does the cycles 0(VE o) or 0(9g,e) nor the associated classes in Kg(T*X).
We can also form the graded Heisenberg symbol complex

one(VEe): 0 STuxE) 2=V, s(rpxrx o E) 22,
2028 §( Ty AT X @ ) — 0,

completes to a G-equivariant Fredholm complex over C*(TrX) and defines a class
o6 (VE)] € K (C* (T X)).

Moreover, if X is a complex G-Carnot manifold and Vg is a filtered complex connection
of degree 0, the classical symbol complex of the associated d-sequence

oH,er (OF)

oe(Ope): 0 S(Tux;E) 728, §(Tyx AL T°% @ E)

: m’gr—(aE)> STuX; \""T*X @ E) — 0,
completes to a G-equivariant Fredholm complex over C*(TyX) and defines a class
(0100 (0E.)] € K§(C*(ThX)).

In both the real and complex case, the graded Heisenberg symbol does not depend on
the choice of connection Vg so neither does the cycles 0 g (VE,e) Or 05 6 (0E,6) nOr the
associated classes in K (T*X).

Lemma 7.12. Under Assumption[dl, we have the equality
[011,6:(VE))] = [017,6:(BGGe (V)] € K§ (C*(TuX)).
Proof. By the definition of the BGG-sequence (see Definition[5.IT]) we can split the symbol
complex o ¢ (VEg))as
0,6(VE)) = 011,gr(Le) (01,6 (BGGa(VE)) @ ba)ory gr (Lg )
for the operators Lo from (G4 and a symbol complex b, which lifts to a nullhomo-

topic complex over %% byitem (3) of Lemma We conclude that the class of b, in
K§ (C*(TgX) vanishes and the lemma follows. O

The next result is the main technical result of this section and key in computing the
K-homology class of curved BGG-sequences.

Lemma 7.13. Under Assumption[dl we have the equality
[011.6:(BGGo (VE)))] = ¥[0(VE)] € K5 (C*(Tu X)),
and in the complex case
[011,6:(BGGe (VE)))] = ¥[0(3E)] € K§' (C*(Tu X)),

Proof. We give the proof in the real case, the complex case goes analogously. We note that
we can extend o g g (VE) by homogeneity to a complex defined from S(Ag X, \*T*XQF))
with differentials being unbounded multipliers 04 ¢ (VE) with 04 ¢ (VE)|i=0 = 0(VE).
Arguing as above, we form the adiabatic graded Heisenberg symbol complex

cam(VEs): 0 S(AnxE) 2228, g4, x 1% 0 B) 222V,

oa,e(VE)
Cel

S(ApX; A\"T*X @ E) — 0.

This complex localizes at t = 0 to the symbol complex defined from o(Vg) and at t = 1
to the symbol complex defined from oy 4 (VEg). If we take a Heisenberg splitting be o



THE INDEX PROBLEM FOR BGG-SEQUENCES 31

at t =0 to o(VE) (using the trivial Carnot structure), then by openness we can extend
be o to a Heisenberg splitting be of 04 ¢(VE,e) on a small neighborhood of t = 0. By
a gluing argument, we arrive at a Heisenberg splitting be of 04 ¢(VE,e) over the unit
intervall. Therefore, 04 ¢ (VE,e) completes to a G-equivariant Fredholm complex over
C*(AnX|xx[0,1)) and defines a class
[04,:(VE)] € K§(C*(AnX|xxp0,1)))-

By construction,

evieoloa.e(VE)] = [0(VE)] € K§(Co(T*%)) and

Vi=1[04,5(VE)] = 01,6 (VE)) = [051,6:(BGGa(VE)))] € K§ (C* (T X)),

where we in the last equality used Lemma [T 12 The defining property of 1 is that

Ko(evi=o) @c(ryx) ¥ = Ko(evi=1),
and the lemma follows. (I
We will now start comparing K-theory classes to K-homology classes. Write Euler(X) €
Koc(f{) for the class of the Euler-de Rham operator, i.e. the Dirac operator d4+d* on
C> (%, \*T*X) graded by form degree modulo 2. If X is a complex manifold with a holo-
morphic G-action, we write [X] € K§(X) for the fundamental class of the spin®-structure.
The latter is defined from the Dolbeault-Dirac operator d+9* on C*° (X, A%*T*X) graded

by form degree modulo 2, where A%4T*X denotes the bundle of (0, ¢)-forms. The following
result is well known.

Proposition 7.14. Let X, E and Vg be as in Assumption[d. Then
PD*[0(VE)] = Euler(X) N [E].
and if X is complez, then
PD™[0(dE..)] = [X] N [E].

The proposition follows from for instance Proposition[7.10 applied to the trivial Carnot
structure, or if one prefers it also follows from Kasparov’s index theorem.

Theorem 7.15. Let X be a G-Carnot manifold and Vg be a connection satisfying As-
sumption . Then in the real case, we have the equality

[BGG4(VEg)] = Euler(X) N [E].
and if X is complezx, the following identity holds
[BGG.(VE)] = [X] N [E].
Proof. We consider the real case and compute that
Euler(X) N [E] = PD*[0(VEg)] =PD}} 0 ¢[0(VE)] =
=PD} (04,6 (BGGe(VE)))] = [BGGe (V).
where the first equality uses Proposition[7.14] the second equality uses Theorem [T.11] the

third equality uses Lemma [[.T3] and the final equality uses Proposition [.I0l The proof
in the complex goes ad verbatim to the real case. (|

Remark 7.16. We can apply Theorem to the K-equivariant geometry of the full
flag manifold G/B of a connected, complex, semisimple Lie group G (with maximal com-
pact subgroup K and Borel subgroup B). In this case, for any finite-dimensional G-
representation V' we have that

[BGG,(V)] = [G/B] N [G xg V] € KX(G/B).
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