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Abstract

In this article we study generalised Dirac-Schrödinger operators in arbitrary signatures
(with or without gradings), providing a general KK-theoretic framework for the study
of index pairings and spectral flow. We provide a general Callias-type Theorem,
which allows to compute the index (or the spectral flow, or abstractly the K-theory
class) of Dirac-Schrödinger operators from their restriction to a compact hypersurface.
Furthermore, if the zero eigenvalue is isolated in the spectrum of the Dirac operator,
we relate the index (or spectral flow) of Dirac-Schrödinger operators to the index (or
spectral flow) of corresponding Toeplitz-type operators. Our results generalise various
known results from the literature, while presenting these results in a common unified
framework.
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Toeplitz operators, KK-theory.
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1 Introduction

A Dirac-Schrödinger operator on a (typically non-compact, complete) Riemannian mani-
fold M consists of a Dirac-type operator D together with a potential S. Classically, the
potential is given by a self-adjoint endomorphism on some auxiliary vector bundle (of finite
rank) over M . Most commonly, one considers an odd-dimensional manifold M (for which
the Dirac operator is ungraded) along with an ungraded potential; we will refer to this case
as the ‘odd-odd’ case. Nevertheless, some results have appeared in the literature also for
even-dimensional manifolds (for which the Dirac operator is naturally Z2-graded). Alto-
gether, we may distinguish between the following four cases, labelled by their signature
(p, q) with p, q ∈ {0, 1}:

• the odd-odd signature (p, q) = (1, 1): S and D are both ungraded;

• the even-even signature (p, q) = (0, 0): S and D are both Z2-graded;

• the even-odd signature (p, q) = (0, 1): S is Z2-graded and D is ungraded;

• the odd-even signature (p, q) = (1, 0): S is ungraded and D is Z2-graded.
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In each of these signatures, we will denote the corresponding Dirac-Schrödinger operator
by S ×D; its precise construction depends on the signature (p, q) and will be described in
Definition 3.1 below.

In this paper, our aim is to prove the following three types of results on Dirac-
Schrödinger operators, in a rather general setting, and in particular for each of the four
possible signatures (p, q):

Pairings: A Dirac-Schrödinger operator S × D is Fredholm, and it represents (via its
index, or via its spectral flow, or abstractly via its class in K-theory) the pairing
of the K-theory class of the potential S with the K-homology class of the elliptic
operator D.

Callias-type Theorems: The index (or spectral flow, or class in K-theory) of a Dirac-
Schrödinger operator can be computed from its restriction to a suitable compact
hypersurface.

Toeplitz-type Theorems: The Dirac-Schrödinger operator S ×D and its corresponding
Toeplitz operator, obtained by compressing the potential S to the kernel of D, have
the same index (or the same spectral flow, or the same class in K-theory).

Such results have previously appeared in various forms in the literature, and in various
of the four signatures described above. For instance, Bunke [Bun95] first showed that
Dirac-Schrödinger operators represent pairings of K-theory with K-homology in both the
odd-odd signature and the even-even signature. The pairing in the odd-odd signature was
also generalised to potentials consisting of families of unbounded self-adjoint operators by
Kaad and Lesch [KL13, §8] (see also [Dun19b]). Abstract versions of these pairings (on
spectral triples) in the odd-odd and even-even signatures have recently been studied in
[SS23].

The classical Callias Theorem is well-established in the odd-odd signature [Cal78,
Ang90, BM92, Ang93, Råd94, Bun95, Kuc01, GW16], and a generalisation for poten-
tials consisting of families of unbounded operators is given in [Dun23]. An analogue of
the Callias Theorem exists also in the even-even signature, as described by Bunke [Bun95,
§2.4].

Toeplitz-type theorems were given in the even-even signature for the index of Toeplitz
operators [GH96, Bun00] and in the odd-even signature for the spectral flow of a family of
Toeplitz operators by Braverman [Bra19] (Bunke [Bun00] also observed that the odd-odd
signature is trivial, under the imposed assumptions).

Our main goal in this paper is thus to present a single, unified framework, which neatly
incorporates all of the aforementioned results. Let us briefly introduce this framework
and summarise our main results. Let M be a connected Riemannian manifold, and let D
be an essentially self-adjoint elliptic first-order differential operator on M (for instance, a
Dirac-type operator). Moreover, we fix a C∗-algebra A, and we consider a family of regular
self-adjoint operators {S(x)}x∈M with compact resolvents and with common domain on
a Hilbert C∗-module E over A, such that {S(x)}x∈R is uniformly invertible outside a
compact subset K ⊂ M (see assumption (A) in Section 3). Furthermore, we assume that

S(·) is weakly differentiable and that
[
D,S(·)

](
S(·)±i

)−1
is well-defined and bounded (see

assumption (B) in §3.2). We provide in Section 3 a construction of a generalised Dirac-
Schrödinger operator S×D in arbitrary signatures (p, q). We continue in §3.1 to generalise
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the K-theoretic relative index theorem [Dun23, Theorem 3.4] (which goes back to [Bun95])
to arbitrary signatures. In §3.2 and §3.3 we prove that the generalised Dirac-Schrödinger
operator S × D is Fredholm, and that it represents the Kp+q(A)-valued pairing of the
K-theory class of the potential S(·) with the K-homology class of D:

Kp

(
C0(M,A)

)
× Kq

(
C0(M)

)
→ Kp+q(A),

[S(·)] × [D] 7→ [S ×D].

Most of the literature on this topic considers the case A = C. Then, for the odd-odd
and even-even signatures, the class [S ×D] ∈ K0(C) corresponds to the Fredholm index of
(S×D)+ in K0(C) ≃ Z. For the odd-even and even-odd signatures, for which p+q = 1, the
pairing Kp(C0(M)) × Kq(C0(M)) → K1(C) = {0} is of course trivial. However, in these
signatures one can still obtain a non-trivial pairing by considering instead the C∗-algebra
A = C(S1), and this is in fact our main reason for including this auxiliary C∗-algebra
A. For instance, the setting under consideration in [Bra19] takes A = C(S1) with the
odd-even signature (p, q) = (1, 0), and the pairing then corresponds to the spectral flow of
the family of Dirac-Schrödinger operators {St ×D}t∈S1 on M :

K1(C0(M × S1)) × K0(C0(M)) → K1(C(S1)) ≃ Z,[
{St(·)}t∈S1

]
× [D] 7→ sf ({St ×D}t∈S1)

A similar approach would be possible also in the even-odd signature (though the author is
not aware of this case being present in the literature).

Next, in Section 4 we provide a generalised Callias-type theorem, generalising the main
result of [Dun23] to arbitrary signatures. We recall that the potential S(·) is assumed to
be invertible outside of a compact subset K ⊂ M ; we now assume that K has a smooth
boundary N = ∂K. The generalised Callias theorem (Theorem 4.3 below) then states that,
under suitable assumptions, the class of the Dirac-Schrödinger operator can be computed
from its restriction to the compact hypersurface N :

[S × D] = rel-indp+1

(
P+(SN (·)), P+(T (·))

)
⊗C(N) [DN ] ∈ Kp+q(A).

Here [DN ] ∈ Kq+1(C(N)) is the K-homology class of the ‘restriction’ of D to N . The
operator SN (·) = {S(y)}y∈N is simply the restriction of the potential S(·) to N . The
operator T (·) is given by a constant family {T }y∈N , where the invertible regular self-
adjoint operator T is a relatively compact perturbation of S(x) for any x ∈ K (the result
is independent of this choice). Finally, rel-indp+1 denotes the even (if p + 1 = 0) or odd
(if p + 1 = 1) relative index of the positive spectral projections P+(SN (·)) and P+(T (·)),
which yields a K-theory class in Kp+1(C(N,A)). Here the even relative index is the ‘usual’
relative index of pairs of projections. The case p = 0 requires us to consider also the odd
relative index, as described in [Wah07, §8.1] and briefly recalled in §2.2.

In §4.2, we specialise to the case where A is unital and E is finitely generated and
projective. To emphasise this restriction, we will denote the potential by F instead of
S. In the odd-odd signature, the Callias Theorem yields a pairing between the even K-
theory K0(C(N,A)) and the even K-homology K0(C(N)), and we will show that, as in the
classical Callias Theorem, the index of the Dirac-Schrödinger operator can be computed
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via the even index pairing (see Theorem 4.9):

[F ×D] =
[
P+(FN )

]
⊗C(N) [DN ] = Index

(
P+(FN )DNP+(FN )

)
∈ K0(A).

Furthermore, in the even-even signature, we have instead a pairing between the odd K-
theory K1(C(N,A)) and odd K-homology K1(C(N)), which can now be computed in terms
of the odd index pairing or the spectral flow pairing on N (see Theorem 4.10, generalising
a result from [Bun95, Theorem 2.16]).

As a consequence of the Callias Theorem, one can formulate the cobordism invariance
of the index, as we describe in §4.3. Although one might not really need our generalisation
of the Callias Theorem to prove cobordism invariance, it is nevertheless an advantage of our
approach, considering all possible signatures simultaneously, that we can easily formulate
cobordism invariance results also in other signatures. As an example, we present the
cobordism invariance of the spectral flow pairing in Corollary 4.13.

In Section 5, we continue with the special case where A is unital and E is finitely
generated and projective, and we again denote the potential by F (instead of S). Our
main additional assumption is now that zero is an isolated point of the spectrum of D. We
can then consider the generalised Toeplitz operator, given by the potential F compressed
to the kernel of D:

TF = P ◦ (F ×D) ◦ P,

where P denotes the projection onto the kernel of D. Our final result is that the Dirac-
Schrödinger operator F×D and its corresponding Toeplitz operator TF represent the same
class in K-theory:

[TF ] = [F ×D] ∈ Kp+q(A).

We will see that the assumption on D implies that this class is in fact trivial in the case
q = 1. However, as described in Section 5.1, we obtain a non-trivial index theorem in the
even-even signature (p, q) = (0, 0) (generalising results from [GH96, Bun00], with A = C),
as well as a non-trivial spectral flow theorem in the odd-even signature (p, q) = (1, 0)
(generalising a result from [Bra19], with A = C(S1)).

Notation

Throughout this paper, let A be a σ-unital C∗-algebra, and let E be a (possibly Z2-graded)
countably generated Hilbert C∗-module over A (or Hilbert A-module for short) with A-
valued inner product 〈·|·〉. (The reader unfamiliar with C∗-modules may consider the
special case A = C, so that E is simply a separable Hilbert space. For an introduction to
Hilbert C∗-modules, we refer to [Lan95].) The norm of ψ ∈ E is given by ‖ψ‖ = ‖〈ψ|ψ〉‖

1

2 .
The space of adjointable linear operators E → E is denoted by EndA(E). For any

ψ, η ∈ E, the rank-one operators θψ,η are defined by θψ,ηξ := ψ〈η|ξ〉 for ξ ∈ E. The
compact endomorphisms End0A(E) are given by the closure of the space of finite linear
combinations of rank-one operators. For two Hilbert A-modules E1 and E2, the adjointable
linear operators E1 → E2 are denoted by HomA(E1, E2).

A densely defined operator S is called regular if S is closed, the adjoint S∗ is densely
defined, and 1 + S∗S has dense range (note that on a Hilbert space, every closed operator
is regular). A densely defined, closed, symmetric operator S is regular and self-adjoint if
and only if the operators S ± i are surjective [Lan95, Lemma 9.8].
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2 Preliminaries

In this section, we collect several preliminaries regarding Fredholm operators on Hilbert
modules. Furthermore, we recall the definitions and properties of the (even or odd) relative
index of a pair of projections and of the (even or odd) spectral flow of a path of Fredholm
operators. The casual reader may feel free to skip to Section 3, and to refer back to this
section when needed.

We will usually view the homotopy equivalence class of a Fredholm operator as an
element in the KK-theory group KKp(C, A) (p = 0, 1), rather than as an element in the
isomorphic K-theory group Kp(A). One good reason for this is that KK-theory provides
the most convenient formalism for considering all four possible signatures (p, q) (with
p, q = 0, 1, as described in the Introduction) simultaneously. Moreover, pairings between
K-theory and K-homology will be computed by using the Kasparov product in KK-theory.

2.1 Fredholm operators and KK-theory

A regular operator T on a HilbertA-module E is called Fredholm if there exists a parametrix
Q such that (the closure of) QT − 1 and TQ− 1 are compact endomorphisms on E.

For an adjointable Fredholm operator F on E, we can define its index in K0(A) as

Index(F ) := ∂[q(F ⊕ 1)] ∈ K0(A).

Here F ⊕ 1 is the Fredholm operator on the standard Hilbert A-module HA obtained
via Kasparov stabilisation E ⊕ HA ≃ HA, q : EndA(HA) → EndA(HA)/End

0
A(HA) is

the quotient map onto the Calkin algebra, and the connecting map is an isomorphism
∂ : K1

(
EndA(HA)/End

0
A(HA)

)
→ K0

(
End0A(HA)

)
≃ K0(A). Given a regular Fredholm

operator D on E, we define Index(D) as the index of D(1 +D∗D)−
1

2 .

An odd resp. even regular self-adjoint Fredholm operator T on E yields a well-defined
class [T ] in KK0(C, A) resp. KK1(C, A). We briefly recall here the construction of this
KK-class, following [Dun19b, §2.2], which in turn is largely based on [Wah07, §2].

Definition 2.1 ([Wah07, Definition 2.3]). A normalising function for a regular self-adjoint
operator D on a Hilbert A-module E is an odd non-decreasing smooth function χ : R → R

with χ(0) = 0, χ′(0) > 0, limx→∞ χ(x) = 1, and χ(D)2 − 1 ∈ End0A(E).

Definition 2.2 ([Dun19b, Definition 2.13]). Let D0 and D1 be (even or odd) regular self-
adjoint Fredholm operators on (Z2-graded) Hilbert A-modules E0 and E1, respectively. A
homotopy between (E0,D0) and (E1,D1) is an (even or odd) regular self-adjoint Fredholm
operator D̃ on a (Z2-graded) Hilbert C([0, 1], A)-module Ẽ such that evj(Ẽ, D̃) ≃ (Ej ,Dj)

(for j = 0, 1). Here ≃ denotes unitary equivalence, and evt(Ẽ, D̃) := (Ẽ ⊗̂ρt A, D̃ ⊗̂ 1),
where the ∗-homomorphism ρt : C([0, 1], A) → A is given by ρt(b) := b(t). We say that D0

and D1 are homotopic if there exists a homotopy between (E0,D0) and (E1,D1).
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Proposition 2.3 ([Dun19b, Proposition 2.14]). An odd resp. even, regular self-adjoint
Fredholm operator D on a Z2-graded Hilbert A-module E yields a well-defined class [D] :=
[χ(D)] in KK0(C, A) resp. KK1(C, A), where χ is any normalising function for D. Fur-
thermore, if two such operators D and D′ are homotopic, then [D] = [D′].

Consider the special case when D is not only Fredholm, but in fact has compact re-
solvents. Then (C, EA,D) is an unbounded Kasparov module. In this case, the ‘bounded

transform’ b : x 7→ x(1 + x2)−
1

2 is a normalising function for D. Hence the class [D]
defined above agrees with the usual class associated to the unbounded Kasparov module
(C, EA,D).

We consider the following standard isomorphisms (see [Wah07, §2.1]) of KK•(C, A)
with K•(A). In the even (Z2-graded) case, consider an odd Fredholm operator

D =

(
0 D−

D+ 0

)

on the standard Z2-graded Hilbert module ĤA = HA ⊕ HA. The standard isomorphism
KK0(C, A) → K0(A) maps the class [D] to the Fredholm index of D+. In the odd case, the
standard isomorphism KK1(C, A) → K1(End

0
A(HA)) ≃ K1(A) assigns to the class repres-

ented by a bounded Kasparov module (HA, T ) the element
[
eiπ(T+1)

]
∈ K1(End

0
A(HA)).

Let T be a regular self-adjoint operator on E. A densely defined operator R on E is
called relatively T -compact if Dom(T ) ⊂ Dom(R) and R(T ± i)−1 is compact. For more
details on relatively compact operators in the setting of Hilbert C∗-modules, we refer the
reader to [Dun23, Appendix §A.3].

Proposition 2.4 ([Dun23, Proposition 2.1]). Let T be a regular self-adjoint Fredholm
operator on E, and let R be a symmetric operator on E which is relatively T -compact.
Then:

(1) T +R is also regular, selfadjoint, and Fredholm, and any parametrix for T is also a
parametrix for T +R.

(2) [T +R] = [T ] ∈ KKp(C, A) (where p = 0 if R,T are odd, and p = 1 otherwise).

2.1.1 Clifford symmetries

We show next that the presence of a ‘Clifford symmetry’ implies that a Fredholm operator
is homotopically trivial. The following definition is adapted from [DM20, Definition 4.12].

Definition 2.5. Let D be a regular self-adjoint Fredholm operator on a Hilbert A-module
E. Then D is called Clifford symmetric if there exists a self-adjoint unitary γ ∈ EndA(E)
such that γ · DomD ⊂ DomD and γD = −Dγ. If E is Z2-graded and D is odd, then we
require in addition that γ is also odd. We refer to γ as the Clifford symmetry of D.

Lemma 2.6. If D is a Clifford symmetric, odd resp. even, regular self-adjoint Fredholm
operator on a Z2-graded Hilbert A-module E, then [D] = 0 in KK0(C, A) resp. KK1(C, A).

Proof. Since any normalising function χ is odd, we have (cf. [DM20, Lemma 1.14]) γχ(D) =
−χ(D)γ. Then Ft := cos(πt2 )χ(D) + sin(πt2 )γ yields an operator-homotopy from χ(D) to
γ, and since γ is degenerate we conclude [D] = [χ(D)] = [γ] = 0 ∈ KK•(C, A).
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The following statement generalises [Dun19b, Lemma 4.6] to KK1. It shows that if D
is ‘almost Clifford symmetric’, then it is equivalent to a Clifford symmetric operator.

Proposition 2.7. Let D be an odd resp. even, regular self-adjoint Fredholm operator on
a Z2-graded Hilbert A-module E. Suppose there exists a self-adjoint unitary γ ∈ EndA(E)
such that γ ·DomD ⊂ DomD and γD +Dγ is relatively D-compact. If D is odd, then we
require in addition that γ is also odd. Then [D] = 0 in KK0(C, A) resp. KK1(C, A).

Proof. Since D+γDγ is symmetric and relatively D-compact, we know from Proposition 2.4
that [D] = [D′], where D′ := 1

2 (D − γDγ) = D − 1
2(D + γDγ). Since D′ has the Clifford

symmetry γ, it follows from Lemma 2.6 that [D] = [D′] = 0.

2.2 The (odd) relative index

Consider two projections P,Q ∈ EndA(E), such that the difference P − Q is a compact
endomorphism on E. We will consider a relative index both in the graded and in the
ungraded case. We briefly recall the definitions and some useful properties; for more
details, we refer to [Wah07, §3.2 & §8.1].

We will use p = 0, 1 to distinguish between the ungraded case p = 0 and the graded
case p = 1. We first consider the ungraded case p = 0, as in [Dun23, §2.3], following
[Wah07, §3.2]. Since P −Q is compact, the operator Q : Ran(P ) → Ran(Q) is a Fredholm
operator with parametrix P : Ran(Q) → Ran(P ). The index of such a Fredholm operator
is defined in Section 2.1.

Next, in the graded case p = 1, we assume E = E+ ⊕E− is Z2-graded, and we require
in addition that 2P − 1 and 2Q− 1 are odd. It then follows that E+ and E− are unitarily
isomorphic. More precisely, since 2P − 1 is an odd self-adjoint unitary, we can write

2P − 1 =

(
0 U∗

P

UP 0

)
or equivalently P =

1

2

(
1 U∗

P

UP 1

)
, (2.1)

where UP : E+ → E− is unitary. Since P − Q is compact, also UP − UQ is compact.
It follows that 1 − UPU

∗
Q is compact on E−, and therefore UPU

∗
Q lies in the minimal

unitisation of the compact endomorphisms on E−.
We recall that for any unitary operator V in the minimal unitisation of End0A(E), we

can use Kasparov stabilisation E ⊕HA ≃ HA to obtain a class [V ] ∈ K1(A) defined by

[V ] := [V ⊕ 1] ∈ K1(End
0
A(E ⊕HA)) ≃ K1(End

0
A(HA)) ≃ K1(A).

Definition 2.8. Consider projections P,Q ∈ EndA(E) with P −Q ∈ End0A(E). We define
the (even or odd) relative index rel-indp(P,Q) ∈ Kp(A) as follows. In the ungraded case
p = 0, we define the (even) relative index of (P,Q) by

rel-ind0(P,Q) := Index
(
Q : Ran(P ) → Ran(Q)

)
∈ K0(A).

In the graded case p = 1, we additionally require 2P − 1 and 2Q− 1 to be odd, and define
the odd relative index of (P,Q) [Wah07, §8.1] by

rel-ind1(P,Q) :=

[(
1 0
0 UPU

∗
Q

)]
∈ K1(A),

where UP and UQ are obtained from P and Q as in Eq. (2.1).
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Here we denote the (even or odd) relative index rel-indp with a subscript p, to remind
us that it takes values in Kp(A). We record two important properties of the relative index:

Lemma 2.9 ([Wah07, §3.2 & §8.1]). • (Additivity.) Let P,Q,R ∈ EndA(E) be pro-
jections with P −Q and Q−R compact. (If p = 1, we assume 2P − 1, 2Q− 1, and
2R− 1 to be odd.) Then

rel-indp(P,R) = rel-indp(P,Q) + rel-indp(Q,R).

• (Homotopy invariance.) Let {Pt}t∈[0,1] and {Qt}t∈[0,1] be strongly continuous paths
of projections such that Pt −Qt is compact for each t ∈ [0, 1]. (If p = 1, we assume
2Pt − 1 and 2Qt − 1 to be odd.) Then

rel-indp(P0, Q0) = rel-indp(P1, Q1).

For future convenience we also record the following simple result.

Lemma 2.10. Consider a projection P ∈ EndA(E) and a unitary U ∈ EndA(E) with
[P,U ] ∈ End0A(E). Then rel-ind0(P,U

∗PU) = Index(PUP ).

Proof. We note that the assumption implies that P−U∗PU is compact (so that the relative
index is well-defined) and that PUP is Fredholm (with parametrix PU∗P ) on RanP . We
then compute

rel-ind0(P,U
∗PU) = Index

(
U∗PUP : Ran(P ) → Ran(U∗PU)

)

= Index
(
PUP : Ran(P ) → Ran(PU)

)

= Index
(
PUP : Ran(P ) → Ran(P )

)
.

2.3 The (odd) spectral flow

We follow the conventions and definitions for the spectral flow as given in [Dun23, §2.4]
(see also references therein, in particular [Wah07, §3]). Here we shall only briefly adapt
the definitions to the graded case, following the approach of [Wah07, §8].

In the graded case p = 1, we assume E is Z2-graded, and we consider odd operators
D on E or odd families of operators {D(x)}x∈X on E, defining odd operators D(·) on
C(X,E) (where X is a compact Hausdorff space). In this case, we require trivialising
operators and (locally) trivialising families to be odd as well. The following lemma shows
that the Z2-grading is compatible with the positive spectral projection.

Lemma 2.11. Let D be an odd invertible regular self-adjoint operator on a Z2-graded
Hilbert A-module E, and let P+(D) denote the positive spectral projection of D. Then the
operator 2P+(D)− 1 is also odd.

Proof. Since D is invertible, there exists ǫ > 0 such that (−ǫ, ǫ) does not intersect the
spectrum of D. We can then write 2P+(D) − 1 = φ(D) for any odd function φ ∈ Cb(R)
with φ(r) = −1 for all r ≤ −ǫ and φ(r) = 1 for all r ≥ ǫ. The statement then follows
because φ(D) is odd for any odd function φ (cf. [DM20, Lemma 1.14]).
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Now let D be a regular self-adjoint Fredholm operator on E, and let B0 and B1 be
two trivialising operators for D. We note that our trivialising operators, defined as in
[Dun23, Definition 2.5], are required to be relatively compact but not necessarily bounded
(in contrast with [Wah07, Definition 3.4]). We consider the ungraded case (p = 0) and the
graded case (p = 1) simultaneously (if p = 1, E is Z2-graded and D,B0,B1 are odd). By
[Dun23, Corollary A.10], the difference of spectral projections P+(D + B1) − P+(D + B0)
is compact (if p = 1, the operators 2P+(D + Bj) − 1 are odd by Lemma 2.11). Hence we
can define

indp(D,B0,B1) := rel-indp
(
P+(D + B1), P+(D + B0)

)
. (2.2)

Definition 2.12 (cf. [Wah07, Definition 3.10] & [Dun23, Definition 2.7]). Let p = 0 or
p = 1. Let D(·) = {D(t)}t∈[0,1] be a regular self-adjoint operator on the Hilbert C([0, 1], A)-
module C([0, 1], E), for which locally trivialising families exist. (If p = 1, we require E
to be Z2-graded and D (as well as all trivialising families) to be odd.) Let 0 = t0 < t1 <
. . . < tn = 1 be such that there is a trivialising family {Bi(t)}t∈[ti,ti+1] of {D(t)}t∈[ti,ti+1]

for each i = 0, . . . , n− 1. Let A0 and A1 be trivialising operators of D(0) and D(1). Then
we define

sfp
(
{D(t)}t∈[0,1];A0,A1

)
:=

indp
(
D(0),A0,B

0(0)
)
+

n−1∑

i=1

indp
(
D(ti),B

i−1(ti),B
i(ti)

)
+ indp

(
D(1),Bn−1(1),A1

)

∈ Kp(A),

where indp is defined in Eq. (2.2).
If the endpoints D(0) and D(1) are invertible, we define

sfp
(
{D(t)}t∈[0,1]

)
:= sfp

(
{D(t)}t∈[0,1]; 0, 0

)

= indp
(
D(0), 0,B0(0)

)
+

n−1∑

i=1

indp
(
D(ti),B

i−1(ti),B
i(ti)

)
+ indp

(
D(1),Bn−1(1), 0

)
.

We call sf0 the (even) spectral flow and sf1 the odd spectral flow of the family {D(t)}t∈[0,1].

As in [Wah07], the definition of the spectral flow is independent of the choice of subdi-
vision and the choice of trivialising families {Bi(t)}t∈[ti,ti+1]. In particular, using [Wah07,
Lemma 3.5], we may choose the trivialising families to be bounded, and thus we recover the
definition of the (even) spectral flow given in [Wah07, Definition 3.10] or the odd spectral
flow in [Wah07, §8.1].

2.3.1 Relatively compact perturbations

We can adapt [Dun23, Proposition 4.2] to the graded case p = 1.

Proposition 2.13. Let D(·) = {D(t)}t∈[0,1] be a regular self-adjoint operator on the Hilbert
C([0, 1], A)-module C([0, 1], E). In the graded case p = 1, E is Z2-graded and D is odd.
Assume that

• the endpoints D(0) and D(1) are invertible;
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• D(t) : DomD(0) → E depends norm-continuously on t; and

• D(t)−D(0) is relatively D(0)-compact for each t ∈ [0, 1].

Then the following statements hold:

(1) There exists a trivialising family for {D(t)}t∈[0,1].

(2) We have the equality

sfp
(
{D(t)}t∈[0,1]

)
= rel-indp

(
P+(D(1)), P+(D(0))

)
. (2.3)

Proof. The statement is proven in [Dun23, Proposition 4.2] for the ungraded case p = 0,
but the same proof works also in the graded case p = 1.

As a consequence of the above proposition, we obtain an abstract generalisation of
the classical “desuspension” result by Booss-Bavnbek and Wojciechowski [BW93, Theorem
17.17]. We note that, as a special case, we also obtain a “family version” (cf. [DZ98,
Theorem 4.4]) by considering A = C(X) for a compact space X.

Corollary 2.14. Let D be an invertible regular self-adjoint operator on the Hilbert A-
module E. Consider a unitary operator u ∈ EndA(E) such that [D, u] is relatively D-
compact. For t ∈ [0, 1] we define D(t) := (1− t)D+ tu∗Du = D+ tu∗[D, u]. Then we have
the equality

sf0
(
{D(t)}t∈[0,1]

)
= − Index

(
P+(D)uP+(D)

)
∈ K0(A).

Proof. From Proposition 2.13 we have

sf0
(
{D(t)}t∈[0,1]

)
= rel-ind0

(
P+(D(1)), P+(D(0))

)
= rel-ind0

(
P+(u

∗Du), P+(D)
)
.

Using Lemma 2.10 we thus obtain

rel-ind0
(
P+(u

∗Du), P+(D)
)
= rel-ind0

(
u∗P+(D)u, P+(D)

)
= − Index

(
P+(D)uP+(D)

)
.

2.3.2 Bott periodicity

The following result shows that the spectral flow is closely related to the Bott periodicity
isomorphism β : Kp+1(C0(R, A)) → Kp(A). Let D(·) = {D(t)}t∈[0,1] be a regular self-
adjoint Fredholm operator on the Hilbert C([0, 1], A)-module C([0, 1], E), with D(0) and
D(1) invertible. In the graded case p = 1, E is Z2-graded and each D(t) is odd. We extend
the family to R by setting D(t) := D(0) for all t < 0 and D(t) := D(1) for all t > 1,
and we view D(·) as a regular self-adjoint Fredholm operator on the Hilbert C0(R, A)-
module C0(R, E), defining a class [D(·)] ∈ KKp+1(C, C0(R, A)). We note that the Bott
periodicity isomorphism is implemented by taking the Kasparov product with the class
[−i∂t] ∈ KK1(C0(R),C):

β
(
[D(·)]

)
= [D(·)]⊗C0(R) [−i∂t] ∈ Kp(A).

The following result shows that we can view the (even or odd) spectral flow sfp as im-
plementing the Bott periodicity isomorphism KKp+1(C, C0(R, A)) → KKp(C, A) ≃ Kp(A)
(whenever it is defined).
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Proposition 2.15. If there exist locally trivialising families for {D(t)}t∈R, then

sfp
(
{D(t)}t∈[0,1]

)
= β

(
[D(·)]

)
= [D(·)] ⊗C0(R) [−i∂t] ∈ Kp(A).

Proof. We obtain the equality β
(
[D(·)]

)
= sfp

(
{D(x)}x∈R

)
for p = 0 from [Wah07, Pro-

position 4.2 & Theorem 4.4] and for p = 1 from [Wah07, Theorem 8.6].

3 Generalised Dirac-Schrödinger operators

In this section, we introduce our construction of generalised Dirac-Schrödinger operators,
following the definitions of [Dun23, §3], but allowing for arbitrary signatures and Z2-
gradings (the setting of [Dun23] corresponds to the odd-odd case described below).

Assumption (A). Let A be a (trivially graded) σ-unital C∗-algebra, and let E be a
countably generated Hilbert A-module. Let M be a connected Riemannian manifold (typ-
ically non-compact), and let D be an essentially self-adjoint elliptic first-order differential
operator on a hermitian vector bundle F → M . Let {S(x)}x∈M be a family of regular
self-adjoint operators with common domain on E satisfying the assumptions

(A1) The domain W := DomS(x) is independent of x ∈M , and the inclusion W →֒ E is
compact (where W is viewed as a Hilbert A-module equipped with the graph norm
of S(x0), for some x0 ∈M).

(A2) The map S : M → HomA(W,E) is norm-continuous.

(A3) There is a compact subset K ⊂M such that S(x) is uniformly invertible on M \K.

Furthermore, let ΓS be a self-adjoint unitary operator on the Hilbert A-module E (pre-
serving the domain of S(·)), and let ΓD be a self-adjoint unitary smooth endomorphism
on the bundle F → M . We consider the following four different cases, labelled by their
signatures (p, q) ∈ Z2 × Z2:

the odd-odd signature (p, q) = (1, 1): ΓS = IdE and ΓD = IdF;

the even-even signature (p, q) = (0, 0): S(x) anti-commutes with ΓS (for all x ∈M),
and D anti-commutes with ΓD;

the odd-even signature (p, q) = (1, 0): ΓS = IdE, and D anti-commutes with ΓD;

the even-odd signature (p, q) = (0, 1): S(x) anti-commutes with ΓS (for all x ∈M),
and ΓD = IdF.

By convention, we will always compute p and q modulo 2 (e.g., if p = 1, then p+1 ≡ 0).
In the following, we will consider all four signatures (p, q) simultaneously.

Given the family of operators {S(x)}x∈M on E, we obtain a closed symmetric operator
S(·) on C0(M,E), which is defined as the closure of the operator

(
S(·)ψ

)
(x) := S(x)ψ(x)

on the initial dense domain Cc(M,W ). The operator S(·) on the Hilbert C0(M,A)-module
C0(M,E) is regular self-adjoint and Fredholm by [Dun19b, Proposition 3.4], so by Propos-
ition 2.3 it defines a class

[S(·)] ∈ KKp(C, C0(M,A)).

Furthermore, since D is an essentially self-adjoint first-order differential operator, and since
the ellipticity of D ensures that D also has locally compact resolvents [HR00, Proposition
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10.5.2], we know that (C1
0 (M), L2(M, F),D) is an (even or odd) spectral triple, which

represents a K-homology class

[D] ∈ KKq(C0(M),C).

We consider the balanced tensor product L2(M,E ⊗ F) := C0(M,E)⊗C0(M) L
2(M, F).

The operator S(·) ⊗ 1 is well-defined on DomS(·) ⊗C0(M) L
2(M, F) ⊂ L2(M,E ⊗ F), and

is denoted simply by S(·) as well. By [Lan95, Proposition 9.10], S(·) is regular self-adjoint
on L2(M,E ⊗ F).

The operator 1⊗ D is not well-defined on L2(M,E ⊗ F). Instead, using the canonical
isomorphism L2(M,E⊗F) ≃ E⊗L2(M, F), we consider the operator 1⊗D on E⊗L2(M, F)
with domain E ⊗DomD. Alternatively, we can extend the exterior derivative on C1

0 (M)
to an operator

d : C1
0 (M,E)

≃
−→ E ⊗ C1

0 (M)
1⊗d
−−→ E ⊗ Γ0(T

∗M)
≃
−→ Γ0(E ⊗ T ∗M).

Denoting by σ the principal symbol of D, we can define an operator 1⊗dD on the Hilbert
space C0(M,E)⊗C0(M) L

2(M, F) by setting

(1⊗d D)(ξ ⊗ ψ) := ξ ⊗Dψ + (1⊗ σ)(dξ)ψ.

Under the isomorphism C0(M,E)⊗C0(M)L
2(M, F) ≃ E⊗L2(M, F), the operator 1⊗D on

E⊗L2(M, F) agrees with 1⊗dD on C0(M,E)⊗C0(M)L
2(M, F). We will denote this operator

on L2(M,E ⊗ F) simply as D. The operator D is regular self-adjoint on L2(M,E⊗ F) (see
also [KL13, Theorem 5.4]).

Finally, we also consider on L2(M,E ⊗ F) the self-adjoint unitaries

ΓS ≡ ΓS ⊗ 1 and ΓD ≡ 1⊗ ΓD.

We define the Hilbert A-module Ẽ as

Ẽ :=

{
L2(M,E ⊗ F)⊕2, if (p, q) = (1, 1),

L2(M,E ⊗ F), otherwise.
(3.1)

Definition 3.1. Consider M , D, and S(·) satisfying assumption (A). In each of the four
possible signatures, we define the product operator S ×p,q D on Ẽ as follows.

the odd-odd signature (p, q) = (1, 1): We define

S ×1,1 D :=

(
0 D + iS(·)

D − iS(·) 0

)
,

on the initial domain
(
C1
c (M,DomS(x0))⊗C1

0
(M)DomD

)⊕2
. The operator S ×1,1D

is odd with respect to the Z2-grading Γ :=

(
1 0
0 −1

)
.

the even-even signature (p, q) = (0, 0): We define

S ×0,0 D := D + S(·),

on the initial domain C1
c (M,Dom S(x0)) ⊗C1

0
(M) DomD. The operator S ×0,0 D is

odd with respect to the Z2-grading Γ := ΓS ⊗ ΓD.
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the odd-even signature (p, q) = (1, 0): We define (cf. [BMS16, Example 2.38])

S ×1,0 D := D + ΓDS(·) =

(
S(·) D−

D+ −S(·)

)
,

on the initial domain C1
c (M,Dom S(x0)) ⊗C1

0
(M) DomD. The operator S ×1,0 D is

ungraded.

the even-odd signature (p, q) = (0, 1): We define (cf. [BMS16, Example 2.37])

S ×0,1 D := D + S(·),

on the initial domain C1
c (M,Dom S(x0)) ⊗C1

0
(M) DomD. The operator S ×0,1 D is

ungraded.

For arbitrary degrees (p, q), we will often denote the product operator S ×p,q D simply
as S × D. The product operator is symmetric (hence closable), and (with slight abuse of
notation) we will denote the closure simply by S × D as well.

The product operator S ×D is called a generalised Dirac-Schrödinger operator if S ×D
is regular, self-adjoint, and Fredholm. In this case, it yields a class (Proposition 2.3)

[S × D] ∈ KKp+q(C, A).

We note that, despite our use of the term ‘Dirac-Schrödinger’ operator, we do not
assume that the operator D is of Dirac-type (although a Dirac-type operator is of course a
typical example). Furthermore, we note that regularity, self-adjointness, and the Fredholm
property of S × D do not follow automatically from assumption (A).

3.1 Relative index theorem

We will generalise the relative index theorem of [Dun23, Theorem 3.4] to arbitrary degrees
p, q = 0, 1. For j = 1, 2, let Fj →M j , Dj, and Sj(·) be as in assumption (A), and assume
that the operators {Sj(x)}x∈Mj act on the same Hilbert A-module E. Suppose we have

partitions M j = U
j
∪Nj V

j
, where N j are smooth compact hypersurfaces. Let Cj be open

tubular neighbourhoods of N j, and assume that there exists an isometry φ : C1 → C2 (with
φ(N1) = N2) covered by an isomorphism Φ: F1|C1 → F

2|C2 , such that D1|C1Φ∗ = Φ∗D2|C2

and S2(φ(x)) = S1(x) for all x ∈ C1.
We will identify C1 with C2 (as well as N1 with N2) via φ, and we simply write C

(and N). Define two new Riemannian manifolds

M3 := U
1
∪N V

2
, M4 := U

2
∪N V

1
.

Moreover, we glue the bundles using Φ to obtain hermitian vector bundles F
3 → M3 and

F
4 → M4. For j = 3, 4, we then obtain corresponding operators Dj and Sj(·) satisfying

assumption (A).

Theorem 3.2 (Relative index theorem). Assume that S1×D1 and S2×D2 are generalised
Dirac-Schrödinger operators with locally compact resolvents. Then S3 × D3 and S4 × D4

are also generalised Dirac-Schrödinger operators with locally compact resolvents. Moreover,
we have the equality

[S1 ×D1] + [S2 ×D2] = [S3 ×D3] + [S4 ×D4] ∈ KKp+q(C, A).
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Proof. The proof is very similar to the proofs of [Dun19b, Theorem 4.7] and [Dun23,
Theorem 3.4], and therefore we will skip most of the details.

First, we need to check that S3 × D3 and S4 × D4 are also regular self-adjoint and
Fredholm with locally compact resolvents. This is proven in [Dun23, Theorem 3.4] for
the case (p, q) = (1, 1). However, in the three other cases the same proof follows through
(taking D̃j := Dj).

Second, we need to prove that [S1 × D1] + [S2 × D2] = [S3 × D3] + [S4 × D4]. The
proof is given in [Dun19b, Theorem 4.7] for the case (p, q) = (1, 1) (and essentially the
same proof works for (p, q) = (0, 0)). We will adapt the proof such that it works in all
degrees (p, q). For j = 1, . . . , 4, we write Ẽj := L2(M j , E ⊗ F

j)⊕2 if (p, q) = (1, 1) and
Ẽj := L2(M j , E ⊗ F

j) otherwise (as in Eq. (3.1)). If p+ q ≡ 0, each Ẽj is Z2-graded with
grading operator Γj. We consider the Hilbert A-module Ẽ1 ⊕ Ẽ2 ⊕ Ẽ3 ⊕ Ẽ4, which we
equip with the grading operator Γ1 ⊕ Γ2 ⊕ (−Γ3) ⊕ (−Γ4) if p + q ≡ 0. We consider the
operator

T :=
(
S1 ×D1

)
⊕
(
S2 ×D2

)
⊕−

(
S3 ×D3

)
⊕−

(
S4 ×D4

)
.

Since [T ] =
[
S1 × D1

]
+
[
S2 × D2

]
−
[
S3 × D3

]
−
[
S4 × D4

]
∈ KKp+q(C, A), we need to

show that [T ] = 0. With the maps αij defined as in [Dun19b, Proof of Theorem 4.7], we
now define (instead of X) the operator

γ :=




0 0 α∗
13 α∗

14

0 0 α∗
23 −α∗

24

α13 α23 0 0
α14 −α24 0 0


 .

Then γ = γ∗, γ2 = 1, and if p+ q ≡ 0, γ is odd. Moreover, we compute

Tγ + γT =




0 0 [D̃1, χU1 ] [D̃1, χV 1 ]

0 0 [D̃2, χV 2 ] [−D̃2, χU2 ]

−[D̃1, χU1 ] −[D̃2, χV 2 ] 0 0

−[D̃1, χV 1 ] [D̃2, χU2 ] 0 0


 ,

where we write D̃j :=

(
0 Dj

Dj 0

)
if (p, q) = (1, 1) and D̃j := Dj otherwise. Since Tγ+γT is

relatively T -compact, it then follows from Proposition 2.7 that [T ] = 0 ∈ KKp+q(C, A).

3.2 The Fredholm index

For p = 0, 1 we define the (anti)commutator [T1, T2]p := T1T2 + (−1)pT2T1. Thus [·, ·]0
denotes the anticommutator whereas [·, ·]1 denotes the commutator. From here on, we
consider in addition to assumption (A) also the following assumption:

Assumption (B). Let M , D, and S(·) satisfy assumption (A). We furthermore assume:

(B1) the map S(·) : M → HomA(W,E) is weakly differentiable (i.e., for each ψ ∈ W
and η ∈ E, the map x 7→ 〈S(x)ψ|η〉 is differentiable), and the weak derivative
dS(x) : W → E ⊗ T ∗

x (M) is bounded for all x ∈M .



dirac-schrödinger operators, index theory, and spectral flow 15

(B2) the operator
[
D,S(·)

]
p

(
S(·)±i

)−1
is well-defined and bounded (in the sense of [KL12,

Assumption 7.1] and [Dun19b, Definition 5.5]): there exists a core E ⊂ DomD for D
such that for all ξ ∈ E and for all µ ∈ (0,∞) we have the inclusions

(
S(·)± iµ

)−1
ξ ∈ DomS(·) ∩DomD and D

(
S(·)± iµ

)−1
ξ ∈ DomS(·),

and the map
[
D,S(·)

]
p

(
S(·) ± iµ

)−1
: E → L2(M,E ⊗ F) extends to a bounded

operator for all µ ∈ (0,∞).

Proposition 3.3 (cf. [KL12, Theorem 7.10]). (1) If p = 1, then
(
D±iS(·)

)∗
= D∓iS(·)

on the domain DomS(·) ∩DomD.

(2) If p = 0, then D + S(·) is self-adjoint on the domain DomS(·) ∩DomD.

Proof. The case p = 1 is precisely the statement of [KL12, Theorem 7.10]. The case p = 0
then follows from a standard matrix trick; see e.g. [DR16, §2.2] for details.

Corollary 3.4. The product operator S ×p,q D is regular self-adjoint on the domain

Dom
(
S×1,1D

)
=
(
DomS(·)∩DomD

)⊕2
if (p, q) = (1, 1) or Dom

(
S×p,qD

)
= DomS(·)∩

DomD otherwise.

Proof. The odd-odd case (p, q) = (1, 1) is precisely the statement of Proposition 3.3.(1).
For the even-even case (p, q) = (0, 0) and the even-odd case (p, q) = (0, 1), the self-
adjointness of D + S(·) is given by Proposition 3.3.(2). Finally, for the odd-even case

(p, q) = (1, 0), it follows from assumption (B2) that also [D,ΓDS(·)]0
(
ΓDS(·) ± i

)−1
is

well-defined and bounded, and hence the self-adjointness of S ×1,0D = D+ΓDS(·) follows
again from Proposition 3.3.(2).

Proposition 3.5 (cf. [KL13, Theorem 6.7]). Let φ ∈ C0(M). Then φ(S × D ± i)−1 is a
compact operator on Ẽ. Moreover, if (S(·)±i)−1 is compact on C0(M,E), then (S×D±i)−1

is also compact.

Proof. The statement is proven in [KL13, Theorem 6.7] for the case (p, q) = (1, 1), but
in fact the same proof also works for the other cases. Moreover, if (S(·) ± i)−1 is in fact
compact, then we can repeat the argument with φ = 1 to conclude that also (S ×D± i)−1

is compact.

Theorem 3.6 (cf. [Dun23, Theorem 3.8]).

(1) There exists λ0 > 0 such that for any λ ≥ λ0 the product operator (λS) × D is
Fredholm and thus a generalised Dirac-Schrödinger operator.

(2) Suppose there exists a compact subset K̂ ⊃ K such that δ̂ < ĉ2

ĉ+1 , where

δ̂ := sup
x∈M\K̂

∥∥[D,S(·)
]
p
(x)
(
S(x)± i

)−1∥∥, ĉ := inf
x∈M\K̂

‖S(x)−1‖−1.

Then the first statement holds with λ0 = 1. In particular, S × D is Fredholm and
thus a generalised Dirac-Schrödinger operator.
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Proof. The case (p, q) = (1, 1) is given by [Dun23, Theorem 3.8]. However, the same proof
also works for the other cases, with the following notational modifications: we set D̃ := D,
S̃(·) := ΓDS(·) (if (p, q) = (1, 0)) or S̃(·) := S(·) (otherwise), D̃ + λS̃(·) = (λS) × D, and

we define δx :=
∥∥[D,S(·)

]
p
(x)
(
S(x)± i

)−1∥∥.

Proposition 3.7 (cf. [Dun23, Proposition 3.9]). Suppose that {S(x)}x∈M is uniformly
invertible on all of M . Then there exists λ0 > 0 such that for any λ ≥ λ0 the generalised
Dirac-Schrödinger operator (λS)×D is also invertible.

Theorem 3.6 shows the Fredholm property of (λS) × D only for λ ‘sufficiently large’;
under suitable conditions, we can take λ = 1. The following result provides sufficient
conditions such that we can take any λ > 0.

Proposition 3.8. Suppose that the operator
[
D,S(·)

]
p

(
S(·)±i

)−1
vanishes at infinity, (in

the sense that the function M → R, x 7→
∥∥[D,S(·)

]
p
(x)
(
S(x)± i

)−1∥∥ vanishes at infinity).

Then for any λ > 0, the product operator (λS)×D is Fredholm.

Proof. Fix λ > 0. We note that the family λS(·) also satisfies assumptions (A) and (B).
Let cλ := infx∈M\K ‖λ−1S(x)−1‖−1. By assumption, there exists a compact subset K̂ ⊃ K

such that for all x ∈ M \ K̂ we have
∥∥[D,S(·)

]
p
(x)
(
S(x)± i

)−1∥∥ ≤ min(λ−1, 1)
c2
λ

cλ+1 . We
can estimate

∥∥∥
(
S(x)± i

)(
λS(x)± i

)−1
∥∥∥ ≤ sup

s∈R

∣∣∣∣
s± i

λs± i

∣∣∣∣ = max(1, λ−1).

Consequently,

δ̂λ := sup
x∈M\K̂

∥∥[D, λS(·)
]
p
(x)
(
λS(x)± i

)−1∥∥

≤ λ ·max(1, λ−1) · sup
x∈M\K̂

∥∥[D,S(·)
]
p
(x)
(
S(x)± i

)−1∥∥ ≤
c2λ

cλ + 1
.

Since K ⊂ K̂, we have cλ ≤ ĉλ := inf
x∈M\K̂ ‖λ−1S(x)−1‖−1, and therefore also

δ̂λ ≤
c2λ

cλ + 1
≤

ĉ2λ
ĉλ + 1

.

It then follows from Theorem 3.6.(2) that (λS)×D is Fredholm.

As in [Bun95, Proposition 2.8], we have the following vanishing result.

Proposition 3.9. Let (p, q) = (1, 1). Suppose that

• D has a gap in the spectrum; and

• the operator
[
D,S(·)

](
S(·)± i

)−1
vanishes at infinity.

Then [S × D] = 0 ∈ KKq+1(C, A).

Proof. Let µ ∈ R such that D − µ is invertible. For s, t ∈ [0, 1] consider the Dirac-
Schrödinger operator (tS)× (D − sµ) satisfying the assumptions (A), (B) (note that (B2)
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is satisfied because p = 1 and [S(·), µ] = 0). By assumption, we know for all s that[
D − sµ,S(·)

](
S(·) ± i

)−1
vanishes at infinity. By Proposition 3.8, (tS) × (D − sµ) is

Fredholm for all t > 0 (and for all s). Furthermore, the operator 0× (D − µ) is invertible.
Hence S × D is homotopic (within the space of Fredholm operators) to S × (D − µ),
which in turn is homotopic to the invertible operator 0× (D − µ). Thus we conclude that
[S × D] = 0.

In fact, we obtain a similar vanishing result also in the signature (p, q) = (0, 1), with a
somewhat stronger assumption on the spectrum of D.

Proposition 3.10. Let (p, q) = (0, 1). Suppose that

• D has a ‘symmetric gap’ in the spectrum, i.e., there exists µ ∈ (0,∞) such that D+µ
and D − µ are both invertible; and

• the operator
[
D,S(·)

]
0

(
S(·)± i

)−1
vanishes at infinity.

Then [S × D] = 0 ∈ KKq(C, A).

Proof. For s, t ∈ [0, 1] consider the (ungraded) operator

Tt,s := (tS)×0,1 D + sµΓS = D + tS(·) + sµΓS =

(
D + sµ tS−(·)
tS+(·) D − sµ

)

Since [S(·),ΓS ]0 = 0, we have for all s that
[
D + sµΓS ,S(·)

]
0

(
S(·) ± i

)−1
vanishes at

infinity. As in Proposition 3.8, it follows that Tt,s is Fredholm for all t > 0 (and for
all s). Furthermore, for t = 0 and s = 1, the operator T0,1 = D + µΓS is invertible.
Hence T1,0 = S ×0,1 D is homotopic (within the space of Fredholm operators) to T1,1 =
D + S(·) + µΓS , which in turn is homotopic to the invertible operator T0,1. Thus we
conclude that [S ×0,1 D] = 0.

3.3 The Kasparov product

As in [Dun23, Proposition 3.10], we can apply the relative index theorem (Theorem 3.2) to
replaceM by a manifold with cylindrical ends, without affecting the index of the generalised
Dirac-Schrödinger operator.

Proposition 3.11 (cf. [Dun23, Proposition 3.10]). There exist a precompact open subset U
of M and a generalised Dirac-Schrödinger operator (λS ′)×D′ on M ′ := U∪∂U (∂U×[0,∞))
satisfying Assumptions (A) and (B), such that

(1) the operators D′ and S ′(·) on M ′ agree with D and S(·) on M when restricted to U ;

(2) the metric and the operators D′ and S ′(·) on M ′ are of product form on ∂U × [1,∞);

(3) we have, for λ sufficiently large, the equality [(λS ′)×D′] = [(λS)×D] ∈ KKp+q(C, A).

In particular, M ′ is complete and D′ has bounded propagation speed.

Proposition 3.12 (cf. [Dun23, Proposition 3.11]). Let M ′, D′, and S ′(·) be as in Propos-
ition 3.11. Then we have the equality [S ′(·)] ⊗C0(M ′) [D

′] = [(λS ′)×D′].

Proof. This follows from the same arguments in [Dun23, Proposition 3.11] and [Dun19b,
Proposition 5.10] (which prove the case (p, q) = (1, 1)), noting that also in the other cases
we have defined the product operator in Definition 3.1 in such a way that it correctly
corresponds to the construction of the Kasparov product as in [BMS16, 2.34–2.39].
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Theorem 3.13 (cf. [Dun23, Theorem 3.12]). Let M be a connected Riemannian manifold,
and let {S(x)}x∈M and D satisfy assumptions (A) and (B). Then there exists λ0 > 0 such
that for any λ ≥ λ0 the class [(λS)×D] ∈ KKp+q(C, A) is the (internal) Kasparov product
(over C0(M)) of [S(·)] ∈ KKp(C, C0(M,A)) with [D] ∈ KKq(C0(M),C).

Proof. The case (p, q) = (1, 1) is given by [Dun23, Theorem 3.12], but the same proof
works for arbitrary (p, q). Indeed, from Proposition 3.11, we obtain a complete manifold
M ′ and a generalised Dirac-Schrödinger operator satisfying assumptions (A) and (B), such
that D′ has bounded propagation speed, and such that [(λS ′) × D′] = [(λS) × D] (for λ
sufficiently large). We then have the equalities

[(λS)×D] = [(λS ′)×D′] = [S ′(·)]⊗C0(M ′) [D
′] = [S(·)] ⊗C0(M) [D],

where the second equality is given by Proposition 3.12, and the third equality is obtained
as in the proof of [Dun19b, Theorem 5.15].

Remark 3.14 (Equivariant spectral flow). The presence of the auxiliary C∗-algebra A in
the above theorem allows us to immediately obtain also an ‘equivariant version’, where the
potential S(·) is obtained from a family of G-equivariant operators. As an application, we
briefly describe here the equivariant spectral flow (as studied for instance in [HY24]).

Consider a complete Riemannian manifold X and a unimodular, locally compact group
G acting cocompactly, properly, and isometrically on X. Let S be a G-equivariant, self-
adjoint, elliptic, first-order differential operator on a G-equivariant hermitian vector bundle
over X (where G acts via isometries between the fibres). Kasparov [Kas16] has then
constructed a Hilbert C∗(G)-module E0(E). The operator S can then be viewed as a
regular self-adjoint operator on E0(E) [Guo21, Proposition 5.5].

Now, instead of a single operator S, we consider a family of operators S(·) = {S(x)}x∈M
parametrised by another manifold M . If M , D, and S(·) satisfy assumptions (A) and (B),
then it follows from Theorem 3.13 (with the signature (p, q) = (1, 1)) that

Index
(
D − iλS(·)

)
= [(λS)×D] = [S(·)]⊗C0(M) [D] ∈ K0

(
C∗(G)

)
.

This recovers (a slight variation of) a recent result by Hochs and Yanes [HY24, Theorem
3.3.7]. In the special case M = R and D = −i∂x, provided there exist locally trivialising
families for {S(x)}x∈R, we obtain from Proposition 2.15 an equivariant version of the
classical ‘index = spectral flow’ equality (see also [Dun19b, Corollary 5.16]):

Index
(
∂x + λS(·)

)
= sf

(
{S(x)}x∈R

)
∈ K0

(
C∗(G)

)
.

4 Generalised Callias-type operators

Definition 4.1. Let M , F, and D be as in assumption (A). Let N ⊂ M be a compact
hypersurface with a collar neighbourhood C ≃ (−2ε, 2ε)×N . We can identify F|C with the
pullback of F|N → N to C, so that Γ∞(F|C) ≃ C∞

(
(−2ε, 2ε)

)
⊗ Γ∞(F|N ). We distinguish

between the graded case q = 0 (with E Z2-graded and D odd) and the ungraded case
q = 1. We will then say that D is of product form on C if the following holds:
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q = 0: We have a vector bundle FN → N such that F|N ≃ FN ⊕ FN . On FN we have
an essentially self-adjoint elliptic first-order differential operator DN . On the collar
neighbourhood C, we have

D|C ≃

(
0 ∂r +DN

−∂r +DN 0

)
, ΓD

∣∣
C
≃

(
1 0
0 −1

)
.

q = 1: On the vector bundle FN := F|N → N , we have an essentially self-adjoint elliptic
first-order differential operator DN and a self-adjoint unitary ΓN ∈ Γ∞(End FN )
satisfying ΓNDN = −DNΓN . On the collar neighbourhood C, we have

D|C ≃ −i∂r ⊗ ΓN + 1⊗DN .

Throughout this section, we will assume the following:

Assumption (C). Let M , D and S(·) satisfy assumptions (A) and (B) such that (λS)×D
is Fredholm (and hence a generalised Dirac-Schrödinger operator) for λ ≥ λ0 > 0. Without
loss of generality, assume that the compact subset K from Assumption (A3) has a smooth
compact boundary N . We assume furthermore that the following conditions are satisfied:

(C1) The operator D is of product form on a collar neighbourhood C ≃ (−2ε, 2ε) ×N of
N (with (−2ε, 0) ×N in the interior of K).

(C2) For any x, y ∈ K, S(x)− S(y) is relatively S(x)-compact.

Moreover, we fix an (arbitrary) invertible regular self-adjoint operator T on E with domain
Dom T = W , such that S(x) − T is relatively T -compact for some (and hence, by (C2),
for every) x ∈ K. If p = 0, T is also assumed to anti-commute with ΓS .

Definition 4.2. If assumptions (A), (B), and (C) are satisfied, then the generalised Dirac-
Schrödinger operator (λS)×D is called a generalised Callias-type operator.

(We always implicitly assume that λ ≥ λ0 > 0 such that (λS)×D is Fredholm.)

We consider the invertible regular self-adjoint operator T (·) on C(N,E) corresponding
to the constant family T (y) := T (for y ∈ N). The restriction of the potential S(·) to the
hypersurface N also yields an invertible regular self-adjoint operator SN (·) = {S(y)}y∈N
on C(N,E). We recall that S(y)−T is relatively T -compact for each y ∈ N . Furthermore,

S(y)
(
T ± i

)−1
depends norm-continuously on y by Assumption (A2). Hence SN (·)− T (·)

is relatively T (·)-compact. We then know from [Dun23, Corollary A.10] that P+(SN (·))−
P+(T (·)) is compact. Note that for p = 0, SR×N (·) and SN (·) are graded, whereas for
p = 1, SR×N (·) and SN (·) are ungraded. In both cases, the (odd or even) relative index
rel-indp+1

(
P+(SN (·)), P+(T (·))

)
is well-defined (see Definition 2.8). We are now ready to

state our Generalised Callias Theorem for arbitrary p, q = 0, 1.

Theorem 4.3 (Generalised Callias Theorem). Let (λS)×D be a generalised Callias-type
operator. Then we have the equality

[(λS)×D] = rel-indp+1

(
P+(SN (·)), P+(T (·))

)
⊗C(N) [DN ] ∈ Kp+q(A).
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4.1 Proof of the theorem

Let (λS)×D be a generalised Callias-type operator. We will show that we can replace the
manifold M by a cylindrical manifold R×N , without changing the KK-class of (λS)×D.
Thus we can reduce the proof of our generalised Callias Theorem below from the general
statement to the case of a cylindrical manifold. This reduction is made possible by the
relative index theorem (Theorem 3.2).

Lemma 4.4. We may replace the collar neighbourhood C by a smaller collar neighbourhood
C ′ ≃ (−2ε′, 2ε′)×N (with 0 < ε′ < ε) and the potential S(·) by a potential S ′(·) satisfying:

• for all x ∈ K \ C ′: S ′(x) = T ;

• for all x = (r, y) ∈ C ′: S ′(x) = ̺(r)T +
(
1−̺(r)

)
S(y), for some function ̺ ∈ C∞(R)

such that 0 ≤ ̺(r) ≤ 1 for all r ∈ R, ̺(r) = 1 for all r in a neighbourhood of
(−∞,−ε′], and ̺(r) = 0 for all r in a neighbourhood of [0,∞),

such that [S(·)] = [S ′(·)] ∈ KKp(C, C0(M,A)) and (for λ sufficiently large) [(λS) × D] =
[(λS ′)×D] ∈ KKp+q(C, A).

Proof. The proof given in [Dun23, Lemma 4.5] for the case (p, q) = (1, 1) also works for
the other cases, using Theorem 3.13 instead of [Dun23, Theorem 3.12].

Definition 4.5. Consider the cylindrical manifold R×N , along with the pullback vector
bundle FR×N obtained from F|N → N . We identify Γ∞

c (FR×N ) ≃ C∞
c (R)⊗ Γ∞(F|N ), and

consider the essentially self-adjoint elliptic first-order differential operator DR×N on FR×N

given by

DR×N :=





(
0 ∂r +DN

−∂r +DN 0

)
, if q = 0,

−i∂r ⊗ ΓN + 1⊗DN , if q = 1.

Let ̺ ∈ C∞(R) be as in Lemma 4.4. We define the family {SR×N (r, y)}(r,y)∈R×N on E
given by

SR×N (r, y) := ̺(r)T +
(
1− ̺(r)

)
S(y).

If q = 0, the operator DR×N has the same Z2-grading as in Definition 4.1, and therefore
yields an even K-homology class [DR×N ] ∈ KK0(C0(R × N),C). In this case, DN is
ungraded and defines an odd K-homology class [DN ] ∈ KK1(C(N),C).

If q = 1, the ungraded operator DR×N yields an odd K-homology class [DR×N ] ∈
KK1(C0(R × N),C). The operator ΓN from Definition 4.1 provides a Z2-grading on FN ,
yielding the decomposition FN = F

+
N ⊕ F

−
N . By assumption, DN is odd with respect to this

Z2-grading, and thus DN defines an even K-homology class [DN ] ∈ KK0(C(N),C).

Lemma 4.6. The external Kasparov product of [−i∂r] ∈ KK1(C0(R),C) with [DN ] ∈
KKq+1(C(N),C) equals [DR×N ] ∈ KKq(C0(R×N),C).

Proof. The statement follows from the description of the odd-even resp. odd-odd (internal)
Kasparov product given in [BMS16, Example 2.38] resp. [BMS16, Example 2.39] (up to
unitary isomorphism, and noting that the argument remains valid in the simpler case of
an external Kasparov product).
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The following theorem already provides the core statement of our generalised Callias
Theorem (Theorem 4.3), namely: the class of (λS) × D in Kp+q(A) depends only on the
product form of D near N , and on the restriction of S(·) to N .

Theorem 4.7. Consider the cylindrical manifold R × N with the operators DR×N and
SR×N (·) from Definition 4.5. Then, for λ sufficiently large,

[
(λS)×D

]
=
[
(λSR×N )×DR×N

]
.

Proof. The proof given in [Dun23, Theorem 4.8] for the signature (p, q) = (1, 1) also
works for the other signatures, using the relative index theorem for arbitrary signatures
(Theorem 3.2) instead of [Dun23, Theorem 3.4].

We are now ready to prove our Generalised Callias Theorem.

Proof of Theorem 4.3. The proof is similar to the proof of [Dun23, Theorem 4.9], which
we adapt to all four possible signatures (p, q). Consider the cylindrical manifold R×N with
the operators DR×N and SR×N (·) from Definition 4.5. From Propositions 2.13 and 2.15 we
have

rel-indp+1

(
P+(SN (·)), P+(T (·))

)
= sfp+1

(
{SR×N (r)}r∈[−ǫ,0]

)
= [SR×N (·)]⊗C0(R) [−i∂r].

We then compute

(
[SR×N (·)]⊗C0(R) [−i∂r]

)
⊗C(N) [DN ] = [SR×N (·)]⊗C0(R×N)

(
[−i∂r]⊗ [DN ]

)

= [SR×N (·)]⊗C0(R×N) [DR×N ],

where the first equality follows from the properties of the Kasparov product, and the second
equality is given by Lemma 4.6. Furthermore, since the operators SR×N (·) and DR×N on
the manifold R × N satisfy the assumptions (A) and (B), we obtain from Theorems 3.13
and 4.7 the equalities

[SR×N (·)]⊗C0(R×N) [DR×N ] =
[
(λSR×N )×DR×N

]
=
[
(λS)×D

]
.

4.2 The ‘classical’ Callias theorem and index pairings

Let M , D and F satisfy assumptions (A), (B), (C) with signature (p, q), such that (λF)×D
is Fredholm (and hence a generalised Callias-type operator) for λ ≥ λ0 > 0. In this section
we consider the special case where A is a unital C∗-algebra and the Hilbert A-module
E is finitely generated and projective. In order to constantly remind the reader of this
additional assumption, we denote the potential by the symbol F instead of S. This is still a
generalisation of the classical setting of Dirac-Schrödinger or Callias-type operators, since
by introducing the auxiliary C∗-algebra A we replace vector spaces by finitely generated
projective modules over A, matrix-valued functions by EndA(E)-valued functions, etc.

For a projection P ∈ EndA(E) we denote its class in even K-theory by

[P ]0 := [P ] ∈ K0(A).



22 Koen van den Dungen

In the Z2-graded case, assuming that 2P − 1 is odd, we consider instead the class in odd
K-theory given by

[P ]1 := [UP ] ∈ K1(A),

where UP is obtained from P as in Eq. (2.1) in §2.2. The following result generalises
[Dun23, Corollary 4.11] to arbitrary signatures.

Corollary 4.8. Let (λF) ×D be a generalised Callias-type operator with signature (p, q),
where A is unital and E is finitely generated and projective over A. Then

[(λF) ×D] =
[
P+(FN )

]
p+1

⊗C(N) [DN ] ∈ Kp+q(A).

Proof. Let us first consider the case p = 1. The assumptions on A and E ensure that all
operators on E are compact. In particular, the operator T := −1 is a relatively compact
perturbation of each SN (y). With P+(T ) = 0 we therefore obtain

rel-ind0
(
P+(FN ), 0

)
= Index

(
0: RanP+(FN ) → {0}

)
=
[
P+(FN )

]
0
.

Next, we consider the case p = 0. We now choose the operator T with the positive spectral
projection P+(T ) given by

T :=

(
0 1
1 0

)
, P+(T ) =

1

2

(
1 1
1 1

)
,

and we compute

rel-ind1
(
P+(FN ), P+(T )

)
=

[(
1 0
0 UP+(FN )

)]
= [UP+(FN )] = [P+(FN )]1.

In both cases, we thus obtain from the Generalised Callias Theorem 4.3 the equality

[(λF)×D] = rel-indp+1

(
P+(FN ), 0

)
⊗C(N) [DN ] =

[
P+(FN )

]
p+1

⊗C(N) [DN ].

The main advantage of considering this special case, is that we can reformulate the
Callias Theorem in terms of index (or spectral flow) pairings which are reminiscent of
various results from the literature.

4.2.1 The even index pairing

Let us consider the odd-odd signature (p, q) = (1, 1), which is the case originally considered
by Callias [Cal78] and which has been most extensively studied since then. In this signa-
ture, the class [(λF) × D] ∈ KK0(C, A) corresponds to Index(D − iλF) ∈ K0(A). Under
the present assumption that A is unital and E is finitely generated and projective, we can
rephrase the Callias Theorem in terms of an even index pairing over the hypersurface N .
We refer to §A.1 for a description of this index pairing.

Theorem 4.9. Let (λF) × D be a generalised Callias-type operator of signature (p, q) =
(1, 1). Suppose that A is unital, and that E is finitely generated and projective. Assume
furthermore that F is sufficiently smooth, such that P+(FN ) : N → EndA(E) is a differ-
entiable function. Then

Index
(
D − iλF

)
= Index

(
P+(FN )DNP+(FN )

)
∈ K0(A).

Proof. By Corollary 4.8, we need to compute
[
P+(FN )

]
⊗C(N) [DN ], which is given by the

even index pairing by Theorem A.1.
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4.2.2 The odd index pairing and the spectral flow

In the paper [Bun95], Bunke considered not only the previously studied odd-odd signature
(p, q) = (1, 1), but also was the first to consider the even-even signature (p, q) = (0, 0). In
the latter case, the KK-class [(λF) × D] of the Callias-type operator corresponds to the
index of (D + λF)+. Bunke showed that this index can be computed by the index of a
suitable Dirac operator on S1×N , which can also be obtained from a spectral flow pairing
[Bun95, Theorem 2.16]. Below we will provide a similar result as a consequence of our
generalised Callias Theorem, describing the index in terms of the odd index pairing (see
the Appendix, §A.2) and the spectral flow pairing.

Theorem 4.10. Let (λF)×D be a generalised Callias-type operator of signature (p, q) =
(0, 0). Suppose that A is unital, and that E = E0 ⊕ E0 with Z2-grading ΓF = 1 ⊕ (−1),
where E0 is finitely generated and projective. Assume furthermore that the potential F has
the form

F =

(
0 U∗

U 0

)
, (4.1)

for a function U : M → EndA(E0) such that U(x) is unitary for all x ∈M \K. Then

Index
(
(D + λF)+

)
= − Index

(
P+(DN )UNP+(DN )

)
= sf0(DN , U

∗
NDNUN ) ∈ K0(A),

where UN := U |N : N → EndA(E0) is the restriction of U . Here sf0(DN , U
∗
NDNUN )

is defined to be the spectral flow of the family [0, 1] ∋ t 7→ (1 − t)DN + tU∗
NDNUN =

DN + tU∗
N [DN , UN ].

Proof. By Corollary 4.8, we need to compute
[
P+(FN )

]
1
⊗C(N) [DN ]. Since FN is self-

adjoint and unitary, we have UP+(FN ) = UN and hence
[
P+(FN )

]
1
= [UN ]. We know

from Theorem A.4 that the pairing between odd K-theory and odd K-homology can be
computed by:

[UN ]⊗C(N) [DN ] = − Index
(
P+(DN )UNP+(DN )

)
.

Finally, from Corollary 2.14 we obtain

− Index
(
P+(DN )UNP+(DN )

)
= sf0(DN , U

∗
NDNUN ).

4.3 Cobordism invariance

Corollary 4.11. Let (λF)×D be a generalised Callias-type operator with signature (p, q),
where A is unital and E is finitely generated and projective over A. Assume that the
potential F is uniformly invertible on all of M . Then

[
P+(FN )

]
p+1

⊗C(N) [DN ] = 0 ∈ Kp+q(A).

Proof. By Proposition 3.7, the invertibility of the potential implies that the class of (λF)×
D vanishes (for λ large enough), so the result follows immediately from Corollary 4.8.

Let us consider two special cases of the above result, using the even and odd index
pairings from the previous two subsections. First, we recover the well-known cobordism
invariance of the index:
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Corollary 4.12. Let M be a connected Riemannian manifold, and let D be an essentially
self-adjoint elliptic first-order differential operator on a hermitian vector bundle F → M
(which is ungraded). Let K ⊂ M be a compact subset with smooth compact boundary N .
Assume that D is of product form on a collar neighbourhood of N (as in Definition 4.1),
and let DN be the corresponding Z2-graded operator on N . Then

Index
(
(DN )+

)
= 0 ∈ K0(C) ≃ Z.

Proof. We can consider the constant potential F(x) = 1 (for all x ∈ M) acting on the
Hilbert space E = C, so that M , D, and F satisfy the assumptions (A)-(C) with the
signature (p, q) = (1, 1). We note that P+(FN ) = 1 ∈ C(N). The statement then follows
from Theorem A.1 and Corollary 4.11.

Of course, the above result is nothing new, and could have been proven without the
elaborate methods of our generalised Callias Theorem 4.3. Somewhat more interesting is
that in our approach one can easily formulate similar cobordism invariance results also in
other signatures. As an example, we present here the cobordism invariance of the spectral
flow pairing:

Corollary 4.13. Let M be a connected Riemannian manifold, and let D be an odd essen-
tially self-adjoint elliptic first-order differential operator on a Z2-graded hermitian vector
bundle F → M . Let K ⊂ M be a compact subset with smooth compact boundary N . As-
sume that D is of product form on a collar neighbourhood of N (as in Definition 4.1), and
let DN be the corresponding operator on N . Let UN ∈ C1(N) ⊗Mn(A) be unitary, such
that it can be extended to a unitary differentiable function on all of M . Then

sf0(DN , U
∗
NDNUN ) = 0 ∈ K0(A).

Proof. Let U be the unitary extension of UN to M . Then we obtain an invertible potential
F as in Eq. (4.1), so that M , D, and F satisfy the assumptions (A)-(C) with the signature
(p, q) = (0, 0). The statement then follows from Corollaries 2.14 and 4.11 and Theorem A.4.

Remark 4.14. The above results in particular apply to manifolds of the form M =
K∪N

(
[0,∞)×N

)
. We can view K as a compact manifold with boundary N . In this case,

the assumption on UN is really about being able to extend UN to a unitary on K (since a
unitary extension on the cylindrical end always exists).

5 Generalised Toeplitz operators

The index of a classical Dirac-Schrödinger operator F × D can also be related to the
index of a corresponding Toeplitz operator (given by F compressed to the kernel of D)
[GH96, Bun00]. A similar result by Braverman [Bra19], but shifted in degree, considered
the case where D is equipped with a Z2-grading and where the potential is given by
a smooth matrix-valued function f on M × S1 (or equivalently, by a family {ft}t∈S1 of
potentials onM), and showed that the index of the Dirac-Schrödinger operator corresponds
to the spectral flow of a family of Toeplitz operators on S1. Braverman applied this equality



dirac-schrödinger operators, index theory, and spectral flow 25

to the bulk-edge correspondence for topological insulators. The appendix [Dun19a] to
Braverman’s paper explains Braverman’s main result in terms of the Kasparov product.
In this section, we generalise these results and provide a unified approach for arbitrary
signatures (p, q). As in §4.2, we consider only potentials on finitely generated projective
modules over unital C∗-algebras, and to emphasise this assumption we denote the potential
by F instead of S.

Throughout this section, we will assume the following:

Assumption (T). Let A be a (trivially graded) unital C∗-algebra, and let E be a finitely
generated projective Hilbert A-module. Let M be a connected Riemannian manifold (typ-
ically non-compact), and let D be an essentially self-adjoint elliptic first-order differential
operator on a hermitian vector bundle F → M . Let F : M → EndA(E) be a bounded
differentiable function, which is uniformly invertible outside of a compact subset of M ,
such that F(x) = F(x)∗ for all x ∈ M . Moreover, we consider self-adjoint unitaries ΓF

and ΓD as in assumption (A), depending on the signature (p, q). We assume furthermore
that the following conditions are satisfied:

(T1) Zero is an isolated point of the spectrum of D ≡ 1⊗d D on L2(M,E ⊗ F).

(T2) The operator
[
D,F

]
p

vanishes at infinity (in the sense that the function M → R,

x 7→
∥∥[D,F

]
p
(x)
∥∥ vanishes at infinity).

Remark 5.1. • We note that assumption (T) implies the assumptions (A) and (B)
(taking S ≡ F), and therefore we may freely use all the results from Section 3.
In particular, using (T2), we know from Proposition 3.8 that the product operator
F ×D is Fredholm.

• We note that, while assumption (C2) is also clearly satisfied, we do not consider any
hypersurface N ⊂ M and therefore also do not require any product structure as in
(C1).

Remark 5.2. In the setting of assumption (T), the Dirac-Schrödinger operators F ×p,1D
with q = 1 represent the trivial class in KK-theory. Indeed, in the signature (p, q) = (1, 1),
it follows from Proposition 3.9 that [F ×1,1 D] = 0. This vanishing was already observed
by Bunke [Bun95, Proposition 2.8]. Similarly, in the signature (p, q) = (0, 1), it follows
from Proposition 3.10 that [F ×0,1 D] = 0 (here we use that, since 0 is an isolated point in
the spectrum of D, there exists a small ǫ > 0 such that (−ǫ, 0) ∪ (0, ǫ) does not intersect
the spectrum). For this reason, we will ignore the case q = 1 in the following definition.
For the two signatures (p, q) = (0, 0) and (p, q) = (1, 0) we will see non-trivial examples in
§5.1.

Definition 5.3. Let N ⊂ L2(M,E ⊗ F) denote the kernel of D ≡ 1 ⊗d D, and consider
the corresponding orthogonal projection denoted by P : L2(M,E⊗F) → N . We define the
generalised Toeplitz operator TF : N → N by compressing the product operator onto the
range of P :

TF := P ◦ (F ×D) : N → L2(M,E ⊗ F) → N .

We have the following explicit formulas:

even-even signature (p, q) = (0, 0) : TF = PFP ;

odd-even signature (p, q) = (1, 0) : TF = PΓDFP.
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For convenience, we shall sometimes write TF = P F̃P , with F̃ := F if (p, q) = (0, 0) and
F̃ := ΓDF if (p, q) = (1, 0).

Remark 5.4. Our main aim below is to prove that [F ×p,q D] = [TF ] ∈ KKp+q(C, A)
for the case q = 0. The same equality in fact trivially also holds for the case q = 1.
Indeed, as mentioned in Remark 5.2, we have for q = 1 the vanishing result [F ×p,1 D] =
0 ∈ KKp+1(C, A), and we can show directly that the class of the corresponding Toeplitz
operator also vanishes (to be precise, one should first check that the Toeplitz operator is
self-adjoint and Fredholm, but this follows as in the proof of Theorem 5.6).

First, in the odd-odd signature (1, 1), the Toeplitz operator is given on N ⊕N by

TF =

(
0 iPFP

−iPFP 0

)
.

Its KK-class [TF ] ∈ KK0(C, A) then corresponds to Index(−iPFP ) = Index(PFP ) ∈
K0(A). Since PFP is self-adjoint, this index vanishes, so we have [TF ] = 0. (Alternatively,
we can observe that TF has a Clifford symmetry which interchanges the two copies of N ,
and obtain the vanishing of its class from Lemma 2.6.)

Second, in the even-odd signature (0, 1), the Toeplitz operator is given by

TF = PFP =

(
0 PF−P

PF+P 0

)
.

We now observe that ΓF yields a Clifford symmetry for TF , so by Lemma 2.6 we again
have [TF ] = 0.

Proposition 5.5. The commutator [P,F ] on L2(M,E ⊗ F) is compact.

Proof. The proof is similar to the proofs of [Bun00, Lemma 2.4] and [Bra19, Lemma 5.2],
but we take care that it works in both signatures.

First, by Rellich’s Lemma, the operator D on L2(M, F) has locally compact resolvents.
Since A is unital and E is finitely generated projective, the identity operator on E is
compact, and it follows that also D ≡ 1 ⊗d D on L2(M,E ⊗ F) also has locally compact
resolvents. We compute

[
F , (1 +D2)−1

]
= (1 +D2)−1

(
D[D,F ]p − (−1)p[D,F ]pD

)
(1 +D2)−1.

Since D has locally compact resolvents and [D,F ]p vanishes at infinity (assumption (T2)),
it follows that [D,F ]p(1 +D2)−1 and therefore also

[
F , (1 +D2)−1

]
is compact.

By assumption (T1), there exists ǫ > 0 such that P = φ(D) for any even function φ ∈
Cc(−ǫ, ǫ) with φ(0) = 1. By Stone–Weierstrass, the subalgebra of even functions in C0(R)
is generated by the function t 7→ (1 + t2)−1. Thus it follows that also [P,F ] = [φ(D),F ] is
compact.

Theorem 5.6. Consider the setting of assumption (T) with signature (p, q). Then the
generalised Toeplitz operator TF is a (bounded) self-adjoint Fredholm operator, and we
have the equalities

[TF ] = [F ×p,q D] ∈ KKp+q(C, A).
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Proof. Since the case q = 1 is trivial (see Remark 5.4), we focus on the case q = 0 and use
the notation of Definition 5.3. Nevertheless, the proof also works in the signatures (p, 1),
requiring at most some notational changes.

Since F̃ is bounded and self-adjoint in each signature, the Toeplitz operator TF = P F̃P
is also bounded and self-adjoint. We mentioned in Remark 5.1 that F×D is Fredholm. We
need to show that F ×D and TF = P (F ×D)P represent the same class in KKp+q(C, A).
Let us write Q := 1− P . From Proposition 5.5, we know that

P (F ×D)Q = P F̃Q =
[
P, F̃

]
Q =

{[
P,F

]
Q, (p, q) = (0, 0),

ΓD

[
P,F

]
Q, (p, q) = (1, 0)

is compact. Similarly, also Q(F×D)P is compact. In particular, P (F×D)P ⊕Q(F×D)Q
is a compact perturbation of the Fredholm operator F × D, which implies that both
TF = P (F ×D)P and Q(F ×D)Q are Fredholm, and that

[F ×D] = [P (F ×D)P ] + [Q(F ×D)Q] = [TF ] + [Q(F ×D)Q].

Rescaling F by a positive constant λ > 0 and using Proposition 3.8, we find similarly that
Q
(
(λF) × D

)
Q is Fredholm for any λ > 0. Moreover, in the case λ = 0 we know that

Q
(
0 × D

)
Q is invertible (on the complement of the kernel of D). Thus Q(F × D)Q is

homotopic to an invertible operator, and therefore [Q(F ×D)Q] = 0.

5.1 Special cases

5.1.1 The even-even signature

Toeplitz operators with the even-even signature (p, q) = (0, 0) were considered by Bunke
in [Bun00]. (In fact, Bunke also considered the odd-odd signature (p, q) = (1, 1), which he
showed to be trivial, as mentioned in Remark 5.1.) Here we shall prove a generalisation of
[Bun00, Proposition 2.6].

Proposition 5.7. Let D =

(
0 D−

D+ 0

)
and F =

(
0 f∗

f 0

)
satisfy assumption (T) with

signature (p, q) = (0, 0). Then

Index(T+
f )− Index(T−

f ) = Index

((
f D−

D+ −f∗

))
∈ K0(A),

where we define T±
f := P±fP±, with P± denoting the projection onto the kernel of D±.

Proof. Let us first obtain a convenient expression for F ×0,0 D. On the decomposition

L2(M,E ⊗ F) = L2(M,E+ ⊗ F+)⊕L2(M,E− ⊗ F+)⊕L2(M,E+ ⊗ F−)⊕L2(M,E− ⊗ F−),

we can write

F ×0,0 D = D + F =




0 f∗ D− 0
f 0 0 −D−

D+ 0 0 f∗

0 −D+ f 0


 , P =




P+ 0 0 0
0 P+ 0 0
0 0 P− 0
0 0 0 P−


 .
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Under the unitary transformation given by

U =




1 0 0 0
0 0 1 0
0 0 0 1
0 −1 0 0


 ,

we obtain the unitarily equivalent operators

U∗(F ×0,0 D)U =




0 0 f∗ D−

0 0 D+ −f
f D− 0 0
D+ −f∗ 0 0


 , U∗PU =




P+ 0 0 0
0 P− 0 0
0 0 P+ 0
0 0 0 P−


 .

Thus, under the standard isomorphism KK0(C, A)
≃
−→ K0(A), the class [F ×0,0 D] =

[U∗(F ×0,0 D)U ] ∈ KK0(C, A) is given by the index of (F ×0,0 D)+ :=

(
f D−

D+ −f∗

)
.

Furthermore, from Theorem 5.6 we have the equality [U∗TFU ] = [U∗(F ×0,0D)U ], and
therefore the index of (F ×0,0 D)+ is equal to the index of

(
P+ 0
0 P−

)(
f D−

D+ −f∗

)(
P+ 0
0 P−

)
=

(
P+fP+ 0

0 −P−f
∗P−

)
.

The index of the latter is indeed given by

Index(P+fP+) + Index(P−f
∗P−) = Index(P+fP+)− Index(P−fP−)

= Index(T+
f )− Index(T−

f ).

Remark 5.8. In the special case where P− = 0, wo obtain the equality

Index

((
f D−

D+ −f∗

))
= Index(P+fP+).

This situation occurs for instance in the setting of [GH96], where M is a strongly pseudo-
convex domain in C

n with the Dolbeault–Dirac operator D, and f : M → MN (C) is a
matrix-valued function acting on a finite-dimensional vector space E = C

N (with A = C).

5.1.2 The odd-even signature

In both the odd-even and even-odd cases, we have p + q = 1, so we therefore consider
classes of Dirac-Schrödinger operators in KK1(C, A) ≃ K1(A). Of course, for A = C, this
K-theory group is trivial. In order to obtain a non-trivial index, the easiest example to
consider would be to take A = C(S1). Indeed, such a setting has already been considered by
Braverman [Bra19], who related the index of a Dirac-Schrödinger operator to the spectral
flow of a family of Toeplitz operators (parametrised by the circle).

Here we consider the odd-even signature (p, q) = (1, 0), as in [Bra19]. Let us introduce
some notation. Since q = 0, the operator D on the bundle F = F+⊕F− →M is Z2-graded,
and we write

D =

(
0 D−

D+ 0

)
.
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We denote by P± the projection onto the kernel of D±.

Now suppose that A = C(S1, B) and E = C(S1, V ) for a Hilbert B-module V . Then
the potential F on C0(M,E) ≃ C(S1, C0(M,V )) can be viewed as a family of operators
{Ft}t∈S1 on C0(M,V ). We introduce the corresponding Toeplitz operators

T±
t := P±FtP± on KerD± ⊂ L2(M,V ⊗ F).

The following result is a generalisation of [Bra19, Theorem 2.1] (see also the reformulation
in [Bra19, Proposition A.1]).

Proposition 5.9. Consider the setting of assumption (T) with signature (p, q) = (1, 0).
Assume that A = C(S1, B) for some (trivially graded) unital C∗-algebra B, and that E =
C(S1, V ) for some finitely generated projective module V over B. Then the image of
[F ×1,0 D] ∈ KK1(C, C(S1, B)) in K0(B) under the standard isomorphism is given by

[F ×1,0 D]
≃
7−→ sf

(
{Ft ×1,0 D}t∈S1

)
= sf

(
{T+

t }t∈S1

)
− sf

(
{T−

t }t∈S1

)
.

Proof. We recall that the product operator is an ungraded operator of the form

F ×1,0 D := D + ΓDF =

(
F D−

D+ −F

)
,

describing a class [F ×1,0 D] ∈ KK1(C, A). From Theorem 5.6 we have [F ×1,0 D] = [TF ],
where the generalised Toeplitz operator TF is of the form

TF = P (ΓDF)P =

(
P+FP+ 0

0 −P−FP−

)
.

This operator TF on N = E⊗KerD ≃ C(S1, V ⊗KerD) is given by a family of operators
{TFt}t∈S1 on the Hilbert B-module V ⊗KerD = (V ⊗KerD+)⊕ (V ⊗KerD−), where

TFt =

(
P+FtP+ 0

0 −P−FtP−

)
=

(
T+
t 0
0 −T−

t

)
.

Under the isomorphism KK1(C, C(S1, B))
≃
−→ K0(B) given by the spectral flow, the KK-

classes of F ×1,0 D and TF correspond to

[F ×1,0 D]
≃
7−→ sf

(
{Ft ×1,0 D}t∈S1

)
,

[TF ]
≃
7−→ sf

({(
T+
t 0
0 −T−

t

)}

t∈S1

)
= sf

(
{T+

t }t∈S1

)
− sf

(
{T−

t }t∈S1

)
.

Remark 5.10. In some applications, one has kerD− = {0}. In this case, the above

proposition yields the equality [F ×1,0 D]
≃
7−→ sf

(
{P+FtP+}t∈S1

)
. This situation occurs for

instance for the Dolbeault–Dirac operator on a strongly pseudoconvex domain, as described
in [Bra19, §3] (where B = C and V = C

k).
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A Index pairings

A.1 The even index pairing

Given an even Fredholm module (B,H, F ) and a projection p ∈ MN (B), it is well-known
that pFp is a Fredholm operator on pH⊕N , and that its index computes the pairing of the
K-theory class [p] ∈ K0(B) with the K-homology class [F ] ∈ K0(B):

[p]⊗B [F ]
≃
7−→ Index(pF+p),

where F+ is one of the Z2-graded components of F . A similar result holds also for an even
spectral triple (B,H,D), provided that p preserves the domain of D and [D, p] is bounded.
Here we prove a slightly more general result in the presence of an auxiliary C∗-algebra
A, and thus we consider a projection p ∈ MN (A ⊗ B). We recall that its K-theory class
[p] ∈ K0(A ⊗ B) corresponds (under the standard isomorphism) to the KK-class of the
(unbounded) Kasparov C-A⊗B module (C, p · (A⊗B)⊕N , 0) in KK0(C, A⊗B).

Given an even spectral triple (B,H,D) representing a class [D] ∈ KK0(B,C), there is
a Z2-grading H = H+ ⊕H−, with respect to which we can write

D =

(
0 D−

D+ 0

)
, π(b) =

(
π+(b) 0
0 π−(b)

)
, ∀b ∈ B.

The projection p ∈ MN (A⊗B) yields a projection π(p) ∈ A⊗ B(H⊕N ) by extending the
representation π = π+ ⊕ π− from H to H⊕N . Similarly, we also obtain projections p+ ≡
π+(p) ∈ A⊗ B(H⊕N

+ ) and p− ≡ π−(p) ∈ A⊗ B(H⊕N
− ). We recall that the representation

π : B → B(H) is non-degenerate if span{bh | b ∈ B,h ∈ H} is dense in H.

Theorem A.1. Let A and B be trivially graded unital C∗-algebras. Consider now an
even spectral triple (B,H,D) over B, representing a class [D] ∈ KK0(B,C) (we assume,
without loss of generality, that the representation π : B → B(H) is non-degenerate). Fur-
thermore, consider a projection p ∈ MN (A ⊗ B), such that p preserves the domain of D,
and [D, π(p)] is bounded. Then the pairing [p] ⊗B [D] ∈ KK0(C, A) is given under the

standard isomorphism KK0(C, A)
≃
−→ K0(A) by

[p]⊗B [D]
≃
7−→ Index

(
p−D+p+

)
∈ K0(A).

Proof. Since the representation of B on H is non-degenerate, we have the isomorphism

(p · (A⊗B)⊕N )⊗B H ≃ π(p) · (A⊗H)⊕N .

Since the Kasparov module representing the K-theory class [p] is given by the zero operator
on p · (A ⊗ B)⊕N , the Kasparov product [p] ⊗B [D] is represented by any D-connection
on π(p) · (A ⊗ H)⊕N . Now the operator π(p)Dπ(p) (where we simply write D for the
diagonal operator on (A⊗H)⊕N ) is such a D-connection. With respect to the Z2-grading
H = H+ ⊕H− we write

π(p)Dπ(p) =

(
p+ 0
0 p−

)(
0 D−

D+ 0

)(
p+ 0
0 p−

)
=

(
0 p+D−p−

p−D+p+ 0

)
.

Finally, under the standard isomorphism, the KK-class [π(p)Dπ(p)] ∈ KK0(C, A) corres-
ponds to Index(p−D+p+) ∈ K0(A).
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A.2 The odd index pairing

Given an odd Fredholm module (B,H, F ) and a unitary u ∈MN (B), it is well-known that
PuP + 1 − P is a Fredholm operator on H⊕N (where P = P+(F ) denotes the positive
spectral projection of F ), and that its index computes the pairing of the K-theory class
[u] ∈ K1(B) with the K-homology class [F ] ∈ K1(B), at least up to a sign:

[u]⊗B [F ]
≃
7−→ ± Index(PuP + 1− P ).

We include a proof of this fact for two reasons. First, the sign in front of the index depends
on sign conventions, in particular on the choices of ‘standard’ isomorphisms KKp(C, A) ≃
Kp(A) and KK1(A,B) ≃ KK0(A⊗Cl1, B). We therefore need to determine this sign with
our conventions. Second, we wish to prove a slightly more general result in the presence
of an auxiliary C∗-algebra A (i.e., for a K-theory class [u] ∈ K1(A ⊗ B)). We start with
the following basic lemma.

Lemma A.2. Let (A,EB , F ) be a (bounded) Kasparov A-B-module, such that F ∗ = F
and ‖F‖ ≤ 1. Let χ ∈ C([−1, 1]) be an odd function with |χ| ≤ 1 everywhere, χ(−1) = −1,
and χ(1) = 1. Then

[
(A,EB , F )

]
=
[
(A,EB , χ(F ))

]
∈ KK(A,B).

Proof. By Stone–Weierstrass, the C∗-algebra C0((−1, 1)) is generated by the functions
x 7→ 1− x2 and x 7→ (1− x2)x. For each a ∈ A, the operators a(1− F 2) and a(1 − F 2)F
are compact, so it follows that aϕ(F ) is compact for every ϕ ∈ C0((−1, 1)). Applying this
to ϕ(x) := x−χ(x), we conclude that a

(
F −χ(F )

)
is compact for all a ∈ A, and therefore

F and χ(F ) represent the same KK-class.

We recall the following useful construction of the Kasparov product in a special case.

Theorem A.3 ([Bla98, Proposition 18.10.1]). Let A,B,C be (Z2-graded) σ-unital C∗-
algebras, with C separable. Let (C,E1A, F1) and (A,E2B , F2) be (bounded) Kasparov mod-
ules, where we assume that F ∗

1 = F1 and ‖F1‖ ≤ 1. Let F̃2 be an F2-connection on
E1 ⊗A E2. Assume that [F1 ⊗̂ 1, c] is compact for all c ∈ C. Then we have a Kasparov
C-B-module (

C, (E1 ⊗̂A E2)B , F1 ⊗̂ 1 +
(
(1− F 2

1 )
1

2 ⊗̂ 1
)
F̃2

)

which represents the Kasparov product (over A) of (C,E1A, F1) and (A,E2B, F2).

Below we will be interested in the case C = C; then the compactness assumption of
[F1 ⊗̂ 1, c] will be trivially satisfied.

Now consider an odd (bounded) Kasparov C-A⊗B module (C,HA⊗B , T ) representing
a class [T ] ∈ KK1(C, A⊗B). Let u := eπi(T+1), so that [u] ∈ K1(A⊗B⊗K) ≃ K1(A⊗B)

is the image of [T ] under the standard isomorphism KK1(C, A⊗B)
≃
−→ K1(A⊗B).

Furthermore, consider an odd Fredholm module (B,H, F ), representing a class [F ] ∈
KK1(B,C). We shall denote by P+(F ) the positive spectral projection of F .

Theorem A.4. Let A and B be trivially graded unital C∗-algebras. Consider an odd Kas-
parov C-A⊗B module (C,HA⊗B , T ) and an odd Fredholm module (B,H, F ) (we assume,
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without loss of generality, that T ∗ = T and ‖T‖ ≤ 1, and that B is represented non-
degenerately on H). Then the pairing [u]⊗B [F ] ∈ KK0(C, A) is given under the standard

isomorphism KK0(C, A)
≃
−→ K0(A) by

[u]⊗B [F ]
≃
7−→ − Index

(
P+(F )uP+(F ) + 1− P+(F )

)
∈ K0(A).

Proof. The proof follows similar arguments as given in the proof of [KNR12, Theorem 7.8]
(but with different sign conventions). For ease of notation, let us write P := P+(F ) and
Q := (T + 1)/2. We note that we can equivalently represent the class [F ] by the operator
2P − 1. Moreover, applying Lemma A.2 with the function χ(x) := − cos(π(x + 1)/2), we
can represent the class [u] ≃ [T ] by the operator − cos(πQ). Thus we wish to compute the
Kasparov product

[u]⊗B [F ] = [− cos(πQ)]⊗A⊗B τA
(
[2P − 1]

)
.

The class τA
(
[2P − 1]

)
is represented by the Kasparov A ⊗ B-A-module

(
A ⊗ B, (A ⊗

H)A, 1⊗ (2P − 1)
)
. The interior tensor product of HA⊗B with A⊗H is isomorphic to

(HA⊗B)⊗A⊗B (A⊗H) ≃ (HA ⊗B)⊗A⊗B (A⊗H) ≃ HA ⊗H,

where we used that the representation of B on H is non-degenerate. Under this isomorph-
ism, we obtain a (2P − 1)-connection F̃ on (HA⊗B) ⊗A⊗B (A ⊗ H) from the operator
1 ⊗ (2P − 1) on HA ⊗ H. For simplicity, we will denote this connection operator simply
as 2P − 1. Combining Theorem A.3 with the usual doubling trick for odd Kasparov mod-
ules (see e.g. [Con94, Proposition IV.A.13]), the latter Kasparov product is given by the
(bounded) Kasparov module

(
C,HA ⊗H,

(
0 − cos(πQ)− i sin(πQ)(2P − 1)

− cos(πQ) + i sin(πQ)(2P − 1) 0

))
.

Here we have used that −1 ≤ T ≤ 1 and hence 0 ≤ Q ≤ 1, so that sin(πQ) ≥ 0 and we

can write (1 − cos(πQ)2)
1

2 = sin(πQ). Under the standard isomorphism, the KK-class of
the above Kasparov module then corresponds to

Index
(
− cos(πQ) + i sin(πQ)(2P − 1)

)
∈ K0(A).

We introduce the unitary v := ie−πiQ = i cos(πQ)+sin(πQ), so that we can write u∗ = −v2.
Multiplying the operator − cos(πQ) + i sin(πQ)(2P − 1) by the unitary iv clearly does
not change the index. Using that the commutators [P, v cos(πQ)] and [P, v sin(πQ)] are
compact, we compute (here ∼ denotes equality modulo compact operators)

− iv cos(πQ)− v sin(πQ)(2P − 1)

= −iv cos(πQ)P − iv cos(πQ)(1 − P )− v sin(πQ)P + v sin(πQ)(1 − P )

∼ −iPv cos(πQ)P − i(1− P )v cos(πQ)(1− P )

− Pv sin(πQ)P + (1− P )v sin(πQ)(1 − P )

= P (−v2)P + (1− P )vv∗(1− P )



dirac-schrödinger operators, index theory, and spectral flow 33

= Pu∗P + (1− P ).

Thus we obtain that

Index
(
− cos(πQ) + i sin(πQ)(2P − 1)

)
= Index

(
Pu∗P + (1− P )

)

= − Index
(
PuP + (1− P )

)
.
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