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Self-adjoint local boundary problems on
compact surfaces. II. Family index

Marina Prokhorova

Abstract

The paper presents a first step towards a family index theorem for classi-
cal self-adjoint boundary value problems. We address here the simplest non-
trivial case of manifolds with boundary, namely the case of two-dimensional
manifolds. The first result of the paper is an index theorem for families of first
order self-adjoint elliptic differential operators with local boundary conditions,
parametrized by points of a compact topological space X. We compute the K*(X)-
valued index in terms of the topological data over the boundary. The second
result is the universality of the index: we show that the index is a universal addi-
tive homotopy invariant for such families, if the vanishing on families of invertible
operators is assumed.
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Preface

An index theory for families of elliptic operators on a closed manifold was developed
by Atiyah and Singer in [AS2]. For a family of such operators, parametrized by
points of a compact space X, the K°(X)-valued analytical index was computed there
in purely topological terms. An analog of this theory for self-adjoint elliptic operators
on closed manifolds was developed by Atiyah, Patodi, and Singer in [APS]; the index
of a family in this case takes values in the K* group of a base space.

If a manifold has non-empty boundary, the situation becomes more complicated. The
integer-valued index of a single boundary value problem was computed by Atiyah
and Bott [AB] and Boutet de Monvel [BdM]. This result was generalized to the K°(X)-
valued index for families of boundary value problems by Melo, Schrohe, and Schick
in [MSS].

Manifolds with boundary: self-adjoint case. The case of self-adjoint boundary
value problems, however, remains largely open. While Boutet de Monvel’s pseudo-
differential calculus allows to investigate boundary value problems of different types
in a uniform manner, self-adjoint operators seem to lack such a theory. In this case,
two different kinds of boundary conditions, global and local, were investigated sepa-
rately and by different methods.

For Dirac operators on odd-dimensional manifolds with global boundary conditions
of Atiya-Patodi-Singer type, Melrose and Piazza computed the odd Chern character
of the K*(X)-valued index [MP2], which determines the index up to a torsion. This
result is an odd analog of [MP1]].

Self-adjoint case: local boundary conditions. For Dirac operators with classical
(that is, local) boundary conditions some partial results were obtained in [P1}, KN,
GL, Yul.

If the base space is a circle, then the analytical index takes values in K*'(S') = Z
and may be identified with the spectral flow. The spectral flow for curves of Dirac
operators over a compact surface was computed by the author in [P1] in a very special
case, where all the operators have the same symbol and are considered with the same
boundary condition. Later the results of [P1] were generalized to manifolds of higher
dimension by Katsnelson and Nazaikinskii in [KN] and by Gorokhovsky and Lesch
in [GL].

For compact manifolds of arbitrary dimension, Katsnelson and Nazaikinskii expressed
the spectral flow of a curve of Dirac operators with local boundary conditions as the
(integer-valued) index of the suspension of the curve [KNJ. See also [RS] for a similar
result in a more general context.

Gorokhovsky and Lesch considered the straight line between the operators D ® Id
and g(D ®1Id)g*, where D is a Dirac operator on an even-dimensional compact man-
ifold M and g is a smooth map from M to the unitary group U(C™). They take the



same local boundary condition for all the operators along this line. Using the heat
equation approach, they expressed the spectral flow along this line in terms of the
spectral flow of boundary Dirac operators [GL].

The result of Gorokhovsky and Lesch was generalized to the higher spectral flow
case by Yu. In the general situation, the higher spectral flow is defined for a self-
adjoint family parametrized by points of the product X = Y x S* provided that the
restriction to Y x {pt} has vanishing index in K*(Y). The higher spectral flow of such
a family takes values in K°(Y) and may be identified with the K*(X)-valued index of
the family. Yu considered a Y-parametrized family of Dirac operators on a manifold
M, with local boundary conditions, whose K*(Y)-valued index vanishes. From such
a family and a map M — U(C™), he constructed a family of straight lines of Dirac
operators, as in [GL]. He expressed the higher spectral flow of such a family in terms
of the higher spectral flow of the family of boundary Dirac operators [Yul.

Unfortunately, the methods of [KN| IGL, Yul] use essentially the specific nature of
Dirac operators and cannot be applied to more general classes of self-adjoint elliptic
differential operators. In [P3] the author generalized results of [P1] in a different
direction, computing the spectral flow for curves of arbitrary first order self-adjoint
elliptic differential operators on a compact oriented surface with boundary.

Family index. In this paper we generalize the results of [P3] to families of such
boundary value problems parametrized by points of an arbitrary compact space X.
Our results may be viewed as a first step towards a general family index theorem for
classical self-adjoint boundary value problems.

As well as in [P3], we address here the simplest non-trivial case of manifolds with
boundary, namely the case of two-dimensional manifolds. We consider first order self-
adjoint elliptic differential operators on such manifolds, with local, or classical, bound-
ary conditions (that is, boundary conditions defined by general pseudo-differential
operators, in particular boundary conditions of Atiyah-Patodi-Singer type, are not
allowed). As it happens, in this setting all the work can be done by topological means
only, without using pseudo-differential calculus.

The first result of the paper is a family index theorem: we define the K*(X)-valued
topological index in terms of the topological data of the family over the boundary,
and show that the analytical and the topological index coincide.

The second result of the paper is the universality of the index for families of such
boundary value problems. We show that the Grothendieck group of homotopy classes
of such families modulo the subgroup of invertible families is the K*-group of the base
space, with an isomorphism given by the index. In fact, we prove stronger results,
dealing with the semigroup of such families without passing to the Grothendieck

group.



1 Introduction

Conventions. Throughout the paper a “Hilbert space” always means a separable
complex Hilbert space of infinite dimension, a “compact space” always means a com-
pact Hausdorff topological space, and a “surface” always means a smooth compact
oriented connected surface with non-empty boundary. By the “symbol of a differen-
tial operator” we always mean its principal symbol.

Family index for unbounded operators. Let H be a Hilbert space. Denote by R(H)
the space of regular (that is, closed and densely defined) operators on H equipped
with the graph topology. Recall that this topology (which is also often called the
gap topology) is induced by the metric 6 (A;, A,) = ||P; — P.||, where P; denotes the
orthogonal projection of H @ H onto the graph of A;.

Denote by R?(H) the subspace of R(H) consisting of self-adjoint operators and by
CRR*(H) the subspace consisting of self-adjoint operators with compact resolvents.

The Cayley transform A — k(A) = (A —1)(A +1)7" is a continuous embedding of
R%2(H) into the unitary group U(H). It takes CRR**(H) into the subgroup Uk (H)
of U(H) consisting of unitaries u such that the operator 1 —u is compact. Hence
CRR*¥(H) can be considered as a subspace of Uk (H).

As is well known, the group [X, Ux(H)] of homotopy classes of maps from a compact
topological space X to Uk (H) is naturally isomorphic to K*(X). We define the family
index ind(y) of a continuous map y: X — CRR**(H) as the homotopy class of the
composition k oy: X = Ux(H) considered as an element of K*(X),

ind(y) = [kovy] € [X, Ux(H)] = K*(X).

More generally, this definition works as well for graph continuous families of regular
self-adjoint operators with compact resolvents acting on fibers of a Hilbert bundle
over X. See Section [2 for details.

Local boundary value problems on a surface. Throughout the paper M is a fixed
smooth compact oriented surface with non-empty boundary OM. Let A be a first
order formally self-adjoint elliptic differential operator acting on sections of a Hermi-
tian smooth vector bundle E over M. Denote by Ej the restriction of E to 9M. A local
boundary condition for A is defined by a smooth subbundle L of Ej; the correspond-
ing unbounded operator Ay on the space L*(E) of square-integrable sections of E has
the domain
dom (Ar) ={u e H'(E): ul, is a section of L},

where H'(E) denotes the first order Sobolev space of sections of E. (More precisely,
the boundary condition above means that the boundary trace of u is an element of
HY/2(L); see explanation in Section [3})

Let n denote the outward conormal to the boundary 0M. The conormal symbol o(n)
of A is self-adjoint and thus defines a symplectic structure on the fibers of E5 given by



the symplectic 2-form wy: Ex ® Ex = C, wy(u,v) = (io(ny)u, v) for x € 9M. Green’s
formula for A can be written as

<Au,V>L2(E) — <u, AV>L2(E) = <1(T(TL) u|aM, v’aM>L2(Ea) = W (u’aM P V’aM) fOI' u,v c Hl(E)

Let (ny, &) be a positive oriented frame in T;M, x € 0M. Since A is elliptic, o(tn, +
§) = to(ny) + o(&) is non-degenerate for every t € IR. Hence the fiber endomor-
phism (the symbol of a tangential operator) b(&) = o(ny) *o(&) has no eigenvalues
on the real axis. The generalized eigenspaces E and E; of b(&) corresponding to
eigenvalues with positive, resp. negative imaginary part do not depend on the choice
of &. The subspaces E}, resp. E; are fibers of a smooth subbundle EJ, resp. E; of
Es, so Ep is naturally decomposed into the direct sum Eg © k5. Moreover, Eg and
E; are Lagrangian subbundles of E; (that is, o(n) takes them to their orthogonal
complements).

A local boundary condition L is elliptic for A if LNEy = LNE; =oand L+ E] =
L+ E; = Ep; in this case Ay is a regular operator on L*(E) with compact resolvents.
If, in addition, L is a Lagrangian subbundle of Ej, then the regular operator Ap is

self-adjoint. We denote by Ell(E) the set of all such pairs (A, L).

Topological data. Following [P3]], from an element (A, L) € Ell(E) we extract a topo-
logical data which contains all the information we need to compute the family index.
These data are encoded in a vector subbundle F = F(A, L) of E5, which depends only
on L and the restriction of the symbol of A to the boundary.

As was shown by the author in [P3} Proposition 4.3], self-adjoint elliptic local bound-
ary conditions L for A are in a one-to-one correspondence with self-adjoint bundle
automorphisms T of Ej. This correspondence is given by the rule

L =KerPr with Py =P* (1+1io(n)""TP7),
where P* denotes the projection of E5 onto EJ along Ej and P~ = 1—P*.

Notice that Py is a bundle projection of E; onto E} along L, so the local boundary
condition given by L can be written equivalently in the form Pt(ulyy) = o using a
bundle projection (a particular case of a pseudo-differential projection), as is custom-
ary in the study of boundary value problems.

If A is a Dirac type operator, then E} and E; are mutually orthogonal; in this case L
can be written (fiber-wise) as L = {u" ®u~ € E} @ E;: io(njut =Tu }.

We associate with a pair (A, L) € Ell(E) the subbundle F = F(A,L) of E;, whose
tibers Fy, x € 0M are spanned by the generalized eigenspaces of T, corresponding to
negative eigenvalues.

Analytical index for maps. We equip ElI(E) with the C'-topology on symbols of
operators, the C°-topology on their free terms, and the C*-topology on boundary
conditions. The natural inclusion t: EII(E) < CRR% (L2(E)), (A, L) — Ay, is continu-
ous; see Proposition [f-1} For a compact space X, this inclusion associates the analytical
index ind,(y) :=ind(1oy) € K*(X) with every continuous map y: X — El(E).
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Analytical index for families. More generally, let € be a locally trivial fiber bundle
over X, whose fibers €, are smooth Hermitian vector bundles over M and the struc-
ture group is the group U(Ey) of smooth unitary bundle automorphisms of &, (we
equip this group with the C*-topology). We denote by Vectx y the class of all such
bundles €. Notice that we cannot consider arbitrary vector bundles over X x M, since
we need smoothness with respect to coordinates on M.

Let Ell(€) denote the fiber bundle over X associated with & and having the fiber
Ell(&y) over x € X. A section of EIl(€) is a family x — (Ay, Ly) € El(&,) of oper-
ators and boundary conditions parametrized by points of X. The natural inclusion
El(&y) = CRR%(L2(€)) allows to define the analytical index for such families. Our
tirst result is computation of the analytical index in terms of the topological data of a
family (A, L) over oM.

Topological index. With each family (A4, L) as above we associate its topological
index taking values in K*(X).

Let v: x — (Ay, Ly) be a section of ElI(€). The family (F(Ay, Ly)),cx determines the
subbundle F = F(v) of £y = Elx,am- Let [F] be the class of F in K°(X x oM).

The second factor 0M is the disjoint union of boundary components dM;, each of
which is a circle. Using the natural homomorphism K°(X x §*) — K*(X) and taking
the sum over the boundary components, we obtain the homomorphism Ind;: K°(X x
oM) — K'(X).

Finally, we define the topological index of y as the value of Ind; evaluated on [J] €
K°(X x 0M),
ind¢(y) := Ind; [F(v)] € K*(X).

Index theorem. The first main result of this paper is an index theorem. It was first
announced by the author in [P2]].

Theorem The analytical index of 'y is equal to its topological index:
inda(y) = indi(y).

If the base space X is a circle, then 7y is a one-parameter family of operators. In this
case, up to the identification K*(S*) = Z, the analytical index of y coincides with the
spectral flow of y and the topological index of y coincides with c(F(y))[0M x S].
Thus for X = S* our index theorem takes form of [P3, Theorem A].

Properties of the analytical index. The proof of the index theorem is based on the
following properties of the analytical index:

(Io) Vanishing on families of invertible operators.
(I1) Homotopy invariance.

(I2) Additivity with respect to direct sum of operators and boundary conditions.



(I3) Functoriality with respect to base changes.

(I4) Multiplicativity with respect to twisting by Hermitian vector bundles over the
base space.

(Is) Normalization: the analytical index of a loop y: S* — Ell(E) coincides with the
spectral flow of y up to the natural isomorphism K*(S§') = Z.

Here by an “invertible operator” we mean a boundary value problem (A,L) such
that the unbounded operator A has no zero eigenvalues (since A1 is self-adjoint, this
condition is equivalent to the invertibility of Ar).

These properties follow immediately from the analogous properties of the family
index for unbounded operators on a Hilbert space; see Section [ for details. As it
happens, these properties alone are sufficient to prove our index theorem.

Universality of the topological index. To describe all invariants of families of self-
adjoint elliptic local boundary problems over M satisfying properties (Io-I5), we note
tirst that the topological index satisties properties (I1-14). Property (Io), however, is
purely analytical, so its connection with the topological index is not clear a priori. We
manage this problem, replacing temporarily (Io) by two topological properties, (T%)
and (T¥), which will be stated below.

First, we replace the subspace Ell°(E) of | Ell(E) consisting of invertible operators by
the following two special subspaces of EII(E):

e Ell*(E) consists of all (A, L) € ElI(E) with positive definite automorphism T.

e Ell(E) consists of all (A,L) € Ell(E) with negative definite automorphism T.

Let ElI°(€), ElIt (&), and ﬁl;(&) denote the corresponding subbundles ofEll(E). We
show that every section of Ell* (&) or Ell~(€) is homotopic to a section of Ell°(&); see
Propositions [g-3]and

In addition to this, we consider “locally constant” families of operators, that is, sec-
tions 1y X (A, L) of EIllWX E), where an element (A, L) € EII(E) is twisted by a vector
bundle W over X. See Section [6l for details. Since every (A,L) € Ell(E) is connected by
a path with an invertible operator, every section of the form 1y, X (A, L) is homotopic
to a section of EII°(W KX E).

Finally, as a substitute for (Io), we take the following two properties:
(T*) Vanishing on sections of Ellt(&) and Ell(€).
(T¥) Vanishing on “locally constant” sections.

In Section I8 we prove a number of results concerning the universal nature of the
topological index; here we show only two of them.

Theorem 1.1 (this is a particular case of Theorem 8.5} see Remark [8.6). Let X be a com-
pact space and A be a commutative monoid. Suppose that we associate an element ®(y) € A
with every section vy of EIl(€) for every € € Vectx n. Then the following two conditions are
equivalent:



1. @ satisfies properties (T+, T%) and (I1, I2).

2. @ has the form ®(y) = 9(ind¢(y)) for some (unique) monoid homomorphism &: K*(X) —
A.

Theorem Suppose that we associate an element O®x(y) € K'(X) with every section y of
Ell(&) for every compact space X and every & € Vectx . Then the following two conditions
are equivalent:

1. The family ® = (®x) satisfies properties (T+, T¥) and (I1-14).

2. There is an integer m such that ® = m - indy.

Theorem [8.7]is deduced from Theorem 1 combined with the following result proven
in the appendix:

Proposition Let ® be a natural self-transformation of the functor X — K*(X) respecting
the K°(-)-module structure. Then O is multiplication by an integer, that is, there is m € Z
such that Ox (1) = mu for every X and every u € K*(X). In particular, if 9s: is the identity,
then ¥ is the identity for every X.

The proof of the index theorem. As was noted above, every invariant @ satisfying
properties (Io) and (I1) satisfies also (T*) and (T¥). Thus Theorem implies that
every invariant @ satisfying properties (Io-I4) has the form ® = m -ind;. Applying
this to the analytical index, we see that it is an integer multiple of the topological
index: ind, = m - ind; for some integer factor m = m(M), which does not depend on
X, but can depend on M.

To compute m, it is sufficient to consider the simplest non-trivial base space, namely
X = S, where the analytical index is just the spectral flow. The spectral flow was
computed by the author in [P1] for an annulus and in [P3] for an arbitrary surface.
By [P3| Lemmas 11.3 and 11.5] the value of m(M) is the same for all surfaces M,
and by [P1, Theorem 4] m(M) = 1 for an annulus M. These two results together
imply that m(M) = 1 for any surface M. It follows that the analytical index and the
topological index of y coincide.

Universality of the analytical index. The second main goal of the paper is universal-
ity of the analytical index. We obtain a number of results in this direction in Section
1, combining our index theorem with results of Section

Universality for maps. Recall that every complex vector bundle over M is trivial
and that ElI(E) is empty for bundles E of odd rank. For k € IN we denote by 2ky; the
trivial vector bundle over M of rank 2k with the standard Hermitian structure.

Theorem Let y: X — Ell(2km), y¥': X — Ell(2k},) be continuous maps. Then the
following two conditions are equivalent:

1. ind,(y) = inda(y/).



2. There are 1 € N and maps B: X — ElI°(2(1—k)m), B': X — EI°(2(1—k/)m) such
that v @ 3 and v’ @ B’ are homotopic as maps from X to Ell(2ly).

Semigroup of elliptic operators. The disjoint union

E_HM = H E_H(ZkM)
kelN

has the natural structure of a (non-commutative) graded topological semigroup with
respect to the direct sum of operators and boundary conditions. The set [X, Ellp] of
homotopy classes of maps from X to Elly; has the induced semigroup structure. The
semigroup (X, E_IIM] is commutative; see Proposition

Denote by EII}, = [[icn Ell°(2kym) the subsemigroup of Elly consisting of invert-
ible operators. The inclusion E_HR/l < Elly; induces the homomorphism [X, E_HRA] —

[X,Ellm]; we will denote by [X, Ellp 0 its image. The analytical index is homo-
topy invariant and vanishes on families of invertible operators, so it factors through
X, E_IIM]/[X, Ellm]°. In other words, there exists a (unique) monoid homomorphism
Ka: X, Ellpm]/[X, Ellpm]° — K*(X) such that the following diagram is commutative:

C(X,Ellyy) —— [X,Ellp] —— [X, Ellp]/[X, Ellp1°

\ b

KH(X)

Theorem The quotient [X, Ellpm] /X, Ellp]° is an Abelian group isomorphic to K*(X),
with an isomorphism given by Kq.

The family index is a universal homotopy invariant for maps from X to CRR>(H), but
the space ElI(E) is only a tiny part of CRR*(L2(E)). Universality is usually lost after
passing to a subspace, so we cannot expect from the analytical index to be a universal
invariant for EIl(E). Indeed, it follows from our index theorem that for any given E
the map ind,: [X,El(E)] — K*(X) is neither injective nor surjective for general X. It
is surprising that universality can still be restored by considering all vector bundles
over M together.

Universality for families. Denote by 2kx M € Vectx \ the trivial bundle over X with
the fiber 2kp,.

Theorem Let y; be a section of El(&;), i = 1,2. Then the following two conditions
are equivalent:

1. inda(y:) = inda(yv2).

2. There are k € IN, sections (39 of E_llo(zkle), and sections y{ of El°(&;) such that
Y1 @ YS P RS and v & v, & BY are homotopic sections of E; & E, B 2kx, M.



Let V be a subclass of Vectx v closed under direct sums and containing the trivial
bundle 2kx a for every k € IN. In particular, V may coincide with the whole Vectx .

Theorem Let X be a compact space and A be a commutative monoid. Suppose that we
associate an element ®(y) € A with every section 'y of EIl(E) for every €& € V. Then the
following two conditions are equivalent:

1. @ satisfies properties (Io—I2).

2. @ has the form ®(y) = 9(inda(y)) for some (unique) monoid homomorphism
9: KHX) — A.

Theorem Suppose that we associate an element O®x(y) € K*(X) with every section vy of
Ell(€) for every compact space X and every € € Vectx v. Then the following two conditions
are equivalent:

1. The family @ = (Ox) satisfies properties (Io—I4).
2. @ has the form ®x(y) = m-ind,(y) for some integer m.

Theorems [8.7] and are stated here as statements about the category of compact
spaces and continuous maps (maps come into picture due to property (I3)). However,
these theorems still remain valid if one replaces this category by the category of finite
CW-complexes and continuous maps or by the category of smooth closed manifolds
and smooth maps. The choice of such a category comes into the proofs of these
theorems only through Proposition [B.1} and we prove this proposition for each of
these three categories.

Acknowledgments. This work is a part of my PhD thesis at the Technion — Israel
Institute of Technology. I am grateful to my PhD advisor S. Reich. I am also grateful
to N.V. Ivanov for his support and interest in the work reported in this paper.

2 Family index for self-adjoint unbounded operators

In order to deal with unbounded self-adjoint operators (in particular, with self-adjoint
differential operators) directly, one needs an analogue of the Atiyah-Singer theory
[AS1]. Cf. [BLP], [BJS], [Jl. This section is devoted to such an analogue adapted to
our framework.

The functor K'. Let H be a Hilbert space. Denote by B(H) the space of bounded
linear operators H — H with the norm topology.

The subspace of unitary operators U(H) C B(H) is a topological group with the
multiplication defined by composition. Let Uk (H) be the subspace of U(H) consisting
of operators u such that 1 —u is a compact operator. It is a closed subgroup of U(H).

The group structure on Uy (H) induces a (non-commutative) group structure on the
space C(X,Ux(H)) of continuous maps from a compact space X to Ux(H). Passing
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to the set of connected components of C(X, Ux(H)) defines a group structure on the
set [X, Ux(H)] of homotopy classes of maps from X to Uk (H). As is well known, the
resulting group [X, Uk (H)] is naturally isomorphic to the classical K*-theory K*(X) of
X. In particular, it is commutative.

The space of regular operators. Recall that an unbounded operator A on H is a
linear operator defined on a subspace D of H and taking values in H; the subspace
D is called the domain of A and is denoted by dom(A). An unbounded operator A
is called closed if its graph is closed in H @ H and densely defined if its domain is
dense in H. It is called regular if it is closed and densely defined.

Associating with a regular operator on H the orthogonal projection on its graph de-
fines an inclusion of the set of regular operators on H into the space Proj(H & H) C
B(H @ H) of projections in H® H. Let R(H) be the set of regular operators on H
together with the topology induced from the norm topology on Proj(H @ H) by this
inclusion. This topology is usually called the graph topology, or gap topology. On the
subset B(H) C R(H) it coincides with the usual norm topology [CL, Addendum,
Theorem 1]. So, B(H) is a subspace of R(H); it is open and dense in R(H) [BLP,
Proposition 4.1].

A family {Ay}xex of unbounded operators A, € R(H) defined by a family of differen-
tial operators and boundary conditions with continuously varying coefficients leads
to a continuous map X — R(H). See, for example, [P3, Appendix A.5]. This property
plays a fundamental role in this circle of questions.

Remark 2.1. Another useful topology on the set of regular operators is the Riesz topol-
ogy, induced by the bounded transform A + A(1+ A*A)~"2 from the norm topology
on B(H). By definition, the bounded transform takes a Riesz continuous family of
regular Fredholm operators to a norm continuous family of bounded Fredholm op-
erators, so the index of such a family can be defined in a classical way. The Riesz
topology is well suited for the theory of differential operators on closed manifolds,
but, except for several special cases, it is unknown whether families of regular op-
erators on L*(E) defined by boundary value problems for sections of E are Riesz
continuous.

Self-adjoint regular operators. Recall that the adjoint operator of an operator A €
R(H) is an unbounded operator A* with the domain

dom(A*) = {u € H: there exists v € H such that (Aw,u) = (w,v) for all w € H}.

For u € dom(A*) such an element v is unique and A*u = v by definition. An operator
A is called self-adjoint if A* = A (in particular, dom(A*) = dom(A)).

Let R%(H) C R(H) be the subspace of self-adjoint regular operators. For A € R%(H),
the operator A +1i: dom(A) — H is bijective, and the inverse operator (A +1)~" is
bounded [Kat, Theorem 3.16]. A self-adjoint regular operator A is said to be an
operator with compact resolvents if (A +1)~" is a compact operator. Let CRR**(H) C
R%(H) be the subspace of such operators.
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The homotopy type of CRR**(H). Booss-Bavnbek, Lesch, and Phillips have shown
in [BLP] that the space FR*(H) of Fredholm self-adjoint regular operators is path
connected and that the spectral flow defines the surjective homomorphism

T (FRA(H)) — Z.

They conjectured that FR*(H) is a classifying space for the functor K*, and this
conjecture was proven by Joachim in [J]. Along the way he proves (crucially using the
results of [BJS]) that CRR**(H) is a classifying space for K*. In our context CRR*(H)
appears to be a more natural choice of classifying space than FR*(H).

The results of Joachim imply that for a compact space X the set of homotopy classes
[X, CRR*(H)] of maps X — CRR**(H) is naturally isomorphic to K*(X). The element
of K*(X) corresponding to a map y: X — CRR**(H) deserves to be called the family
index of y. At the same time the proofs of the basic properties of this family index de-
pend on a fairly advanced machinery used in [J]] and [BJS], and the needed properties
are not even stated explicitly in these papers.

By this reason we will use another, more elementary, approach to the family index. It
is based on the Cayley transform and is a natural development of an idea from [BLP].

The Cayley transform. The Cayley transform of a self-adjoint regular operator A is
the unitary operator defined by the formula

K(A) = (A —1)(A +1)"T € U(H).

Proposition 2.2. The map k: R%(H) — U(H) is a continuous embedding. If A has compact
resolvents, then k(A) € Ux(H).

Proof. The first part of the proposition is proven in [BLP, Theorem 1.1]. The second
part follows from the identity 1 — k(A) = 2i(A+1)7". O

Family index for maps. Recall that K*(X) = [X, Ux(H)]. The Cayley transform
(2.1) K: CRR*(H) — Uk (H)

induces the map

(2.2) Ke: X, CRR%(H)] — [X, Ux(H)] = K*(X).

It is proved in [P4] that 1) is a weak homotopy equivalence and that the induced
map ([Z2) is bijective for every compact space X. This motivates our definition of the
family index. Let y: X — CRR**(H) be a continuous map. We define the family index
ind(y) of v as the homotopy class of the composition koy: X — Uk (H) considered as
an element of K*(X). In other terms,

(2.3) ind(v) = [koy] € [X, Uk (H)] = K*(X).

One can also define in this way the family index of maps X — FR**(H). But for our
purposes it is sufficient to consider only maps X — CRR*(H).

12



Families of regular operators. More generally, one can consider X-parametrized
tamilies (Tx)xex of regular operators acting on a X-parametrized family of Hilbert
spaces (Hy)xex, i-e. on the fibers of a Hilbert bundle H{ — X.

In more details, let H{ — X be a Hilbert bundle, that is, a locally trivial fiber bundle
over X with a fiber H and the structure group U(H) (we consider only Hilbert bundles
with separable fibers of infinite dimension). Recall that the group U(H) continuously
acts on the space R(H) by conjugations: (T, g) — gTg~'. The subspace CRR**(H) is
invariant under this action. This allows to associate with H the fiber bundle CRR*? (H)
having CRR*(Hy) as the fiber over x € X. We equip the set I' CRR>*(H) of sections of
CRR*(H) with the compact-open topology.

By the Kuiper theorem [Kul, the unitary group U(H) is contractible. Therefore, every
Hilbert bundle H is trivial and a trivialization is unique up to homotopy. Choice of
a trivialization identifies sections of CRR**(H) with maps from X to CRR**(H). The
family index of a section of CRR*(JH) is defined as the index of the corresponding
map X — CRR*(H). This definition does not depend on the choice of trivialization.

Connection with topological K-theory. Let again X be a compact space. The group
K*(X) may also be defined as the direct limit lim;,,_,[X, U(C™)] with respect to the
sequence of embeddings

(2.4) U(CY) = U(C?)... = UC™) = UC™T) — ...
given by the rule u +— u® 1.

Choice of an orthonormal basis in H allows to identify (27) with a sequence of sub-
groups of Uk (H). By results of Palais [Pa], the resulting inclusion j: Us, — Uk (H) of
the direct limit Uy, = limp_oo U(C™) is @ homotopy equivalence. In particular, every
continuous map u: X — Uk (H) is homotopic to a composition j o v for some map
v: X = Ueo. Since X is compact, every map from X to U, takes values in some U(C™).
Therefore, every map u: X — Ux(H) is homotopic to a map X — U(C™) C Uk (H) for
sufficiently large n. Similarly, if two maps u,v: X — U(C") are homotopic as maps to
Uk (H), then they are homotopic as maps to U(C™) for some m > n.

The definition of addition in the group [X, Ux(H)] given in the beginning of the sec-
tion uses the multiplicative structure of Ux(H). The standard definition of addition
in limy [X, U(C™)] associates with a pair of maps u,v: X — U(C") the direct sum
udv: X — U(C?™M), so that [u] + [v] = [udv] € K¥(X). These two definitions are
equivalent, since u @ v and uv @ 1 are homotopic.

Let now H be a Hilbert bundle over X with a fiber H. The structure group U(H) of 3
acts on CRR*(H) and Uk (H) by conjugations. The Cayley transform k: CRR*(H) —
Uk (H) is equivariant with respect to this action. Therefore, k can be applied point-
wise to sections of CRR*(H). For a section y of CRR*(H), the Cayley transform
u = k(y) is a section of Uy (H).

Chose a trivialization ]J: H — Hy, where Hx denotes the trivial Hilbert bundle H x
X — X. The composition u' = Jou is a map from X to Uy (H) and thus is homotopic
to v/ @ 1 for some map v': X — U(C™) C Ug(H). The classes of u and v’ in K*(X)
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coincide. Returning back to J{ by applying ] ™', we obtain a trivial subbundle E of H
of finite rank and a unitary bundle automorphism v of E such that the sections u and
v @ 1 of Uk (H) = Uk (E @ EL) are homotopic.

Conversely, let E be a (not necessarily trivial) vector bundle over X. A bundle au-
tomorphism v of E defines an element [v] € K'(X) as follows. Lift E to the product
X X [0, 1] and identify the restrictions of E to X x {o} and X x {1} twisting the first one
by v. This constructions gives a vector bundle over X x S* which we denote by E,. Let
[E,] denote the class of E, in K°(X x §*). The group K°(X x S*) is naturally isomorphic
to the direct sum K°(X) & K*(X); denote by

(2.5) o: KO(X x §') — KY(X)

the projection to the second summand. Then [v] = «[E,] € K*(X). If E is a subbundle
of a Hilbert bundle H and uw =v & 1 is a section of Uk (H), then [u] = [v] in K*(X).

Twisting. One of the key properties of the index that we need in the paper is its
multiplicativity with respect to twisting by vector bundles.

Let V be a finite-dimensional complex vector space equipped with a Hermitian struc-
ture. An unbounded operator A on H can be twisted by V, resulting in the un-
bounded operator 1y ® A on V ® H with the domain dom(1y ® A) = V® dom(A). If
an isomorphism V = C¢ is chosen, then V ® H can be identified with the direct sum
of d copies of H and 1v ® A can be identified with the direct sum of d copies of A. If
A € CRR*(H), then 1y ® A € CRR*(V @ H).

Let now W be a finite rank Hermitian vector bundle over X. A Hilbert bundle H over
X can be twisted by W, giving rise to another Hilbert bundle W & J{ over X with the
fiber (W ® H)x = Wy ® Hy over x € X. A section y of CRR*(H) can be twisted by W,
resulting in the section 1y ® v of CRR*(W @ H) such that (1yy ® v)(x) = 1w, @ Y(X).
Since the Cayley transform is additive with respect to direct sums and equivariant
with respect to conjugation by unitaries, k(1w ® y) = 1w @ k(y).

Chose a subbundle E C H of finite rank and a unitary bundle automorphism v of
E such that the sections k(y) and v @ 1 of Ux(H) are homotopic. Then the sections
1w ®K(y) and (1w ®@ V) ® 1yyepL of Uk (W ® H) are also homotopic. The vector bundle
(W ® E)qy, v is isomorphic to p*W ® E,, where p denotes the projection X x S* — X.
Since is a homomorphism of K°(X)-modules, we get

(1w @ V] = al(W @ B)1yev] = a(p*[W] - [Ey]) = W] - «[E)] = W] - V] € KH(X).
It follows that
ind(1w ®@7v) = 1w @ k(y)] = [tw @ V] = [W] - [v] = W] - [k(y)] = W] -ind(y) € K*(X).
Properties of the family index. In fact, we do not need an exact definition of the

family index to prove the main results of the paper. All we need is the following
properties of the index.
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Proposition 2.3. The family index has the following properties for every compact spaces X,
Y and Hilbert bundles H, H,, H, over X.

(Io) Vanishing. The index of a family of invertible operators vanishes.

(I1) Homotopy invariance. If y and vy’ are homotopic sections of CRR%?(H), then ind(y) =
ind(y’).

(I2) Additivity. ind(y, @ v1) = ind(yo) +ind(y4) for every sections yi of CRR*(H;),
i=o0,1.

(I3) Functoriality. Let f: Y — X be a continuous map and vy be a section of CRR>(H).
Then ind(f*y) = f*ind(y) € K'(Y), where f*y =y o f is the section of CRR>(f*X).

(Ig) Twisting. ind(1w ®v) = [W]-ind(y) for every section y of CRR**(H) and every
Hermitian vector bundle W over X, where [W] denotes the class of W in K°(X).

(Is) Normalization. For a loop y: S* — CRR*(H), the index of y coincides with the
spectral flow of 'y up to the natural isomorphism K*(S*) = Z.

(I6) Conjugacy invariance. The index of a section of CRR®*(H) is invariant with respect to
the conjugation by a unitary bundle automorphism of H. In other words, ind (uyu*) =
ind(y) for every section 'y of CRR**(H) and every section w of U(FH).

Proof. (I1) and (I3) follows immediately from the definition of the index. (I4) is
proven in the previous subsection.

(Io). The Cayley transform takes the subspace of CRR**(H) consisting of invert-
ible operators to the subspace Uy (H) = {u € Ux(H): u+ 1 is invertible} of Uy (H).
The space Uy (H) is contractible, with the contraction given by the formula hi(u) =
exp(tlog(u)), where log: U(C) \ {—1} — i(—m,m) C iR is the branch of the natural
logarithm. Therefore, for every section y of CRR>*(H) consisting of invertible opera-
tors the composition k o7y is a section of U} (H{) homotopic to the identity section, so
ind(y) = [koy] =o.

(I2). Let u; = k(yi). The Cayley transform is additive with respect to direct sums,
SO K(Yo @ Y1) = K(Yo) ® k(y1). Let E; be a trivial subbundle of H; of finite rank and
vi be a unitary bundle automorphism of E; such that the sections «(y;) and v; & 1 of
Uk (H;) are homotopic. Then k(y,) @ k(y4) and (v, € v1) @ 1 are also homotopic, and
ind(vo ®v1) = Vo ® V1] = [vol + vi] = ind(v,) +ind(vy,).

(Is) follows from [BLP, Proposition 2.17].

(I6). Since the unitary group of a Hilbert space is contractible, there is a homotopy
(Ut)te[o,1) connecting u, = 1 and u; = u. It induces the homotopy vi = uyvuf con-
necting the sections v = k(y) and uvu* of Uk (J(). Therefore, ind(uyu*) = [uvu*] =
V] =ind(y) € K*(X). O
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3 Elliptic local boundary value problems

Throughout the paper M is a smooth compact connected oriented surface with non-
empty boundary 0M and a fixed Riemannian metric.

Operators. Denote by EII(E) the set of first order formally self-adjoint elliptic dif-
ferential operators acting on sections of a smooth Hermitian complex vector bun-
dle E over M. Recall that an operator A is called elliptic if its (principal) symbol
oa(&) is non-degenerate for every non-zero cotangent vector £ € T*M. An operator
A is called formally self-adjoint if it is symmetric on the domain C3°(E), that is, if
Jm (Au,v)ds = [, (u, Av) ds for any smooth sections u, v of E with compact sup-
ports in M\ OM. Throughout the paper all differential operators are supposed to
have smooth (C*) coefficients.

Local boundary conditions. The differential operator A € Ell(E) with the domain
C(E) is a symmetric unbounded operator on the Hilbert space L*(E) of L*-sections
of E. This operator can be extended to a regular self-adjoint operator on L*(E) by
imposing appropriate boundary conditions. We will consider only local boundary
conditions. Denote by Ej the restriction of E to the boundary oM of M. A smooth
subbundle L of Ej defines a local boundary condition for A; the corresponding un-
bounded operator A; on L*(E) has the domain

(3.1) dom (Ar) ={u € H'(E): uly, is a section of L},

where H*(E) denotes the first order Sobolev space (the space of sections of E which
are in L* together with all their first derivatives). We will often identify a pair (A, L)
with the operator Aj.

To give a precise meaning to the notation in the right-hand side of (3-1), recall that
the restriction map C*(E) — C*(E;) taking a section u to uly,, extends continuously
to the trace map t: H*(E) — H/2(E3). The smooth embedding L — E, defines the
natural inclusion HY/2(L) < HY2(E,). By the condition “ulyy, is a section of L” in
(3-1) we mean that the trace t(u) lies in the image of this inclusion.

Decomposition of E. To describe when a subbundle L is an “appropriate boundary
condition”, give first some properties of self-adjoint elliptic symbols on a surface.

Proposition 3.1 ([P3], Proposition 4.1). Let o be the symbol of an operator A € EII(E).
Then the rank of E is even and E is naturally decomposed into the direct (not necessarily or-
thogonal) sum E = E* @ B~ of two smooth subbundles EY = £ (o) and E~ = E~ (0) of equal
rank satisfying the following conditions. For any positive oriented frame (eq, e,) in T{M,
x € M, the fibers € and €5 are invariant subspaces of the operator Qx = o(e;) *o(e,) €
End(Ey). All eigenvalues of the restriction of Q to EY, resp. E5 have positive, resp. negative
imaginary part. Finally, o(&)E} = (E5)* and o(&)E, = (Ex)* for any non-zero & € T; M.

Self-adjoint elliptic boundary conditions. Denote Ej = E~[5,, and E = Ef[5,,.
Let n be the outward conormal to 9M. The conormal symbol o(n) of A defines a

16



symplectic structure on the fibers of Ey given by the symplectic 2-form wy(u,v) =
(io(n)u,v) for u,v € Ey, x € 9M. With respect to this symplectic structure, Eg and
E; are Lagrangian subbundles of E;.

A smooth subbundle L of Ej is an elliptic boundary condition for A (or, what is one
and the same, Shapiro-Lopatinskii boundary condition) if

(3.2) LNEJ =LNE; =0 and L+E] =L+E; =E,.

If additionally L is a Lagrangian subbundle of Ej, that is, o(n)L = L*, then L is a self-
adjoint boundary condition for A. See e.g. [P3} Sections 3 and 4] for more detailed
description.

We denote by Ell(E) the set of all pairs (A, L) such that A € ElI(E) and L is a smooth
Lagrangian subbundle of Ej satisfying condition (3-2).

Proposition 3.2 ([P3], Proposition 4.2). For every (A,L) € El(E) the unbounded operator
Ay is a regular self-adjoint operator on L*(E) with compact resolvents.

4 The analytical index

For a smooth complex vector bundle V over a smooth manifold N, we denote by
Gr(V) the smooth bundle over N whose fiber over x € N is the complex Grassmanian
Gr(Vy). In the same manner we define the smooth bundle End (V) of fiber endomor-
phisms. We will identify sections of Gr(V) with subbundles of V and sections of
End(V) with bundle endomorphisms of V.

The topology on EIl(E). We equip ElI(E) with the C'-topology on symbols and
the C°-topology on free terms of operators. To be more precise, notice that M is
homotopy equivalent to a wedge of circles, so the tangent bundle TM is trivial. Hence
we can choose smooth global sections e;, e, of TM such that (e;(x),e,(x)) is an
orthonormal frame of T\M for any x € M. Choose a smooth unitary connection V on
E. Each A € ElI(E) can be written uniquely as A = a;V; 4+ a,V, + a, where V; = V.
and a,, a,, a are bundle endomorphisms. Therefore the choice of (e, e,, V) defines
the inclusion

Ell(E) — C* (End(E))*> x C*® (End(E)), a;V:i+a,V.+a— ((ay,a,),a),

where C*® (End(E)) denotes the space of smooth sections of End(E). We equip EIlI(E)
with the topology induced by the inclusion

Ell(E) — C* (End(E))* x C° (End(E))
and equip ElI(E) with the topology induced by the inclusion
Ell(E) < El(E) x C*(Gr(E3))
(with the product topology on the last space). Thus defined topologies on ElI(E) and

Ell(E) are independent of the choice of a frame (e,, e,) and a connection V.
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Proposition 4.1 ([P3], Proposition 5.1). The natural inclusion
(4.1) t: ElI(E) < CRR® (L2(E)), (A,L)— Ap,

is continuous.

The analytical index of a map. Let y be a continuous map from a compact topo-
logical space X to ElI(E). We define the analytical index of vy to be the index of the
composition of y with the inclusion t: Ell(E) — CRR*(L*(E)) and will denote it by
ind,(y).

More generally, the index can be defined for a family of elliptic operators acting on a
family of bundles; we describe such a situation below.

Families of elliptic operators. For a smooth Hermitian vector bundle E over M, we
denote by U(E) the group of smooth unitary bundle automorphisms of E with the
C*-topology.

The continuous action of the topological group U(E) on E induces the continuous
embedding U(E) — U(L*(E)). The action of U(E) on EII(E) given by the rule g(A,L) =
(gAg™", gl) is continuous and compatible with the action of U(E) on R(L*(E)).

Denote by Vectx the class of all Hermitian vector bundles over X and by Vecty] the
class of all smooth Hermitian vector bundles over M. Denote by Vectx \ the class of
all locally trivial fiber bundles over X with fibers &, € Vecty; and the structure group
U(Ex). Note that in the case of disconnected X the fibers over different points of X
are not necessarily isomorphic.

Let € € Vectx M. We will denote by Ell(€) the locally trivial fiber bundle over X
with the fiber Ell(&) associated with &. A section of EIl(&) is just a family of elliptic
operators acting on fibers of a family () of vector bundles over M parametrized by
points of X. We denote by TEII(€) the space of sections of Ell(€) equipped with the
compact-open topology.

The analytical index of a family. A bundle € € Vecty \ defines the Hilbert bundle
H = H(&) over X, whose fiber over x € X is H, = [?(Ey). Note that the fibers H, over
different points x are isomorphic as Hilbert spaces even if £, are not isomorphic as
vector bundles over M.

The natural embedding t: EII(E) < CRR%*(L2(E)) is U(E)-equivariant and thus de-
fines the bundle embedding EII(€) < CRR%?(H), which we still will denote by (. For
a section y of EII(€), u(y) is a section of CRR*?(H). The analytical index ind,(y) of 7y is
defined as the family index of ((y).

Invertible operators. We denote by ElI°(E) the subspace of ElI(E) consisting of all
pairs (A, L) such that the unbounded operator A; has no zero eigenvalues (since A
is self-adjoint, this condition is equivalent to the invertibility of Ar). For € € Vectx m
we denote by Ell°(€) the subbundle of Ell(&), whose fiber over x € X is EII°(&,).
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Property (Io) of Proposition 3] implies that the analytical index vanishes on sections
of Ell°(€); our proof of the index theorem will rely heavily upon this fact.

5 The topological index

The first main result of the paper is computation of the analytical index of a section
v:x — (Ax, L) of Ell(€) in terms of topological data of y over the boundary. These
data are encoded in the family F = (JFy)yex of vector bundles over oM with F, =
F(AX/ LX) .

The correspondence between boundary conditions and automorphisms of E;. Let
A € Ell(E). Define E* = ET(A) and E~ = E(A) as in Proposition 31} Let EJ, resp.
E5 be the restriction of E¥, resp. E~ to the boundary dM.

Suppose for a moment that Ef and Ej are mutually orthogonal subbundles of Ej (this
holds, in particular, for Dirac type operators). With every subbundle L C Ej; satisfying
condition we can associate the projection of E5 onto EJ along L. Composing this
projection with —io(n): E} — (EJ)* = E;, we obtain the bundle automorphism T of
E; . Conversely, with every bundle automorphism T of E; we associate the subbundle
L of E5 given by the formula

(5.1) L={u"®u €eEJdE; =E: io(n)ju" =Tu }.

The automorphism T is self-adjoint if and only if L is Lagrangian, so we obtain a
bijection between the set of all self-adjoint elliptic local boundary conditions for A
and the set of all self-adjoint bundle automorphisms of Ej;.

This simple trick does not work in the general case, where EJ and Ej are not mutually
orthogonal. However, it can be modified to obtain such a bijection for the general case
as well, though in a bit more complicated manner. Namely, we associate with L an
automorphisms T of Ej making the following diagram commutative. See [P3, Section
4] for details.

+ io(n )
L "} > (E7)*
Pl ortlT
R A > Ej

Proposition 5.1 ([P3], Proposition 4.3). Let A € Ell(E). Denote by P* the projection of
Ey onto B along €5 and by P~ = 1 — P™ the projection of £y onto € along €. Then the
following statements hold.

1. There is a one-to-one correspondence between smooth subbundles L of Ey satisfying
condition (3:2) and smooth bundle automorphisms T of €5. This correspondence is
given by the formula

(5.2) L =KerPr with Pr =P* (1+1io(n)""TP7);
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here Py is the projection of Ea onto EY along L.
2. For Land T as above, L is Lagrangian if and only if T is self-adjoint.
If € and €5 are mutually orthogonal, then (5.3) is equivalent to (5-1).

It is shown in [P3} Proposition 5.3] that the correspondence (A,L) — (A,T) is a
homeomorphism. This allows us to move freely from (A, L) to (A, T) and back; we
will use it further without special mention in constructions of homotopies.

Definition of F(A,L). The map F from Ell(E) to the space of smooth subbundles of
E, is defined as follows. Let (A,L) € ElI(E) and T be the self-adjoint automorphism
of E5 given by formula (5.2). We define F, as the invariant subspace of Ty spanned by
the generalized eigenspaces of Ty corresponding to negative eigenvalues. Subspaces
Fy of E; smoothly depend on x € 0M and therefore are fibers of a smooth subbundle
F=TF(A,L) of E5. Being a subbundle of E5, F(A, L) is also a smooth subbundle of Ej.

Moreover, the map F: Ell(E) — C'(Gr(Ey)) is continuous; see [P3) Proposition 5.3].

Subbundles, restrictions, and forgetting of smooth structure. For V € Vectx m we
denote by V5 € Vectx aum the locally trivial bundle over X whose fiber over x € X is
the restriction of V, to oM.

Let N be a smooth manifold (in our case it will be either M or M), and let V €
Vectx n. We say that W C 'V is a subbundle of V it W € Vectx n and Wy is a smooth
subbundle of V, for every x € X.

We will denote by (V) the vector bundle over X x N whose restriction to {x} x N is
the fiber V, with forgotten smooth structure.

Definition of F(y). Lety be a section of Ell(€), € € Vectx m. By [P3| Propositions
5.2 and 5.3], E7(A4) and F(Ay, Lx) C E~(Ax) continuously depend on x. Hence they
define the subbundle £ (y) of & whose fiber over x is E7(Ay) and the subbundle
F =TF(y) of &, (v) whose fiber over x is F(Ay, Ly).

The homomorphism Ind;. The boundary 0M is a disjoint union of circles, so the
natural homomorphism

KO(X) ® K°(dM) @ K*(X) ® K (dM) — K°(X x dM)

is an isomorphism. Denote by o the projection of K°(X x 9M) on the second sum-
mand K*(X) ® K*(0M) of this direct sum. The orientation of M induces an orientation
of M and thus defines the identification of K*(0M) = @]";1 K*(0M;) with Z™, where
OM;, j = 1...m, are the boundary components. Denote by 6 the homomorphism
K'(0M) = Z™ — Z given by the formula (a,,...,am) — Z]"ll a;. Equivalently, ¢ is
the connecting homomorphism of the exact sequence

KI(M) — 5 K1(0M) —>— K°(M,dM) = Z,
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where 1 denotes the inclusion 0M < M and the identification of K°(M, 0M) with Z
is given by the orientation of M.

We define the topological index homomorphism
Ind;: K°(X x 0M) — K*(X)

to be the composition

(5.3) KO(X x OM) —225 K1(X) @ K*(0M) 1928 k1(X) @ Z = K'(X).

The topological index. We define the topological index of a section y of Ell(£) by
the formula

(5-4) ind¢(y) = Ind [F(v)],
where [F] denotes the class of (F) in K°(X x aM).

6 Properties of the topological index

Properties of the homomorphism Ind;. Denote by G the image of the homomor-
phism K°(X x M) — K°(X x 0M) induced by the embedding of X x dM to X x M.

Denote by G¥ the image of the natural homomorphism K°(X) @ K°(oM) — K°(X x
OM). Recall that this homomorphism takes the tensor product [W] ® [V] of the classes

of vector bundles W over X and V over 0M to the class of their external tensor product
WK V] € K°(X x OM).

Denote by G the subgroup of K°(X x dM) spanned by G? and G¥.

Proposition 6.1. The homomorphism Ind; is surjective with the kernel G. In other words,
the following sequence is exact:

0 — G — KX x 0M) =294 x1(x) —— o.

Proof. The groups K*(M) and K*(0M) are free of torsion, so the first two rows of the
following commutative diagram are short exact sequences:

0 — KX)®K (M) —— K°(Xx M) —— K'(X)®@K!(M) —— o
lld R* l(ld x1)* Id ®1i*

0 — KO(X) @ K°(dAM) —— K°(X x OM) —2 K(X) @ KI(dM) —— o

Id ®6
m 19®

K'(X) ® Z
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Taking tensor product of the exact sequence
KH(M) - KH(OM) =% KO(M,d0M) =Z — o
by K*(X), we see that the right column of this diagram is also exact.

It follows from the diagram that Ind; vanishes on both G¥ and G°. Both «; and Id ®8
are surjective, so Ind; is also surjective. Finally,

KO(Xx dM)/G =1Im (otp) /Im (axp o (Id xi)*) =
= (K*(X)®@ K*(oM)) / (K*(X) @ K*(M)) = K}(X) ® Z,

and the quotient map is given by the composition (Id ®8) o oy = Indy. This completes
the proof of the proposition. [
Special subspaces. The following two subspaces of Ell(E) will play special role:

e EII*(E) consists of all (A, T) € ElI(E) with positive definite T.

e Ell (E) consists of all (A, T) € EII(E) with negative definite T.
Proposition 6.2. Let v be a section of EIL(E). Then the following statements hold:

o F(v) = oifand only if vy is a section ofE_ll+(8);

o F(y) = &, (v) if and only if v is a section ofE_ll*(E).
Proof. This follows immediately from the definition of J. [J

Denote by I'* Ell(€) the subspace of T'Ell(€) consisting of sections y that can be writ-
ten in the form

(6.1) vy=v'@vy" with v/ e TEII*(&’) and y"” € TEIl"(£")

for some orthogonal decomposition € = &' @ E£”.

Proposition 6.3. The class of F(v) in K°(X x 0M) lies in Gafor everyy € I'* El(&).
Proof. For y defined by (6.1), T(v) = F(v") = &5 (v"), so [F(y)] € Go. O

Twisting. A bundle € € Vectx \ can be twisted by W € Vecty, giving rise to another
bundle from Vectx \1, which we denote by W ® €. If W is a subbundle of a trivial

vector bundle ky, then W & € is a subbundle of the direct sum of k copies of €, whose
fiber over x € X is W, ® &.

A section 7y of ElI(€) can be twisted by W, resulting in the section 1y ® y of E(W ®
€). This construction induces the map 1yw®: Ell(€) — EI(W ® €).

For W € Vectx and E € Vecty; we denote by WX E the tensor product W ® &, where
€ is the trivial bundle over X with the fiber E. For (A,L) € Ell(E) we denote by

1w X (A, L) the section 1y ® y of WX E, where y: X — EII(E) is the constant map
x— (A, L).
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Denote by r'ElL(&) the subspace of rEL(E) consisting of sections y having the form

(6.2) Y = @ 1w; X (A, L)

1

for some (A;, L;) € Ell(Ey), E; € Vectyy, and W; € Vectx with respect to some decom-
position of € into the orthogonal direct sum ; W; K E;.

Proposition 6.4. The class of F(v) in K°(X x 0M) lies in Ggfor everyy € '@ EL(E).
Proof. For vy defined by formula (6.2) we have [F(y)] = Y ; W; X F(A;, L) € GX. O
Properties of the topological index. A continuous map f: X — Y induces the map
fz: TEN(E) — TEN(f*E) for every € € Vecty m. On the other hand, f induces the

homomorphism f*: K*(Y) — K*(X). We will use this functoriality to state property
(T3) in the following proposition.

Proposition 6.5. The topological index has the following properties for every €, €’ € Vectx w:
(To) The topological index vanishes on T+ Ell(€) and T™ El(&).
(T1) indi(y) = indi(y') if v and ' are homotopic sections of E11(€).

(T2) indi(y @7v') = indi(y) + indi(y’) € K°(X) for every section y of EII(E) and vy’ of
El(&).

(T3) ind¢(f*y) = f*ind¢(y) € K*(Y) for any section y of El(&) and any continuous map
f:Y—=X

(T4) indi(1w ®v) = W] -ind¢(y) for every section y of El(€&) and every W € Vecty.
(Ts) For a loop y: S* — EII(E),
(6.3) ind¢(y) = ¢1(F(y))[OM x §7]

up to the natural identification K*(S*) = Z. Here c,(J) is the first Chern class of F,
[0M x S is the fundamental class of 0OM x S*, and OM is equipped with an orientation
in such a way that the pair (outward normal to OM, positive tangent vector to OM) has
a positive orientation.

Vanishing of ind; on '@EIN(E) is a corollary of (T3) and (T4); however, we prefer to
give this property separately in (To) for a reason which will be clear later.

Proof. (To). If y € T*EII(€), then [F(y)] € G? by Proposition If y € TYEI(E),
then [F(y)] € G¥ by Proposition [6.4} In both cases Proposition [6.1limplies ind;(y) = o.

(T1). If y and y’ are homotopic sections of Ell(&), then F(y) and F(y') are homotopic
subbundles of £. Thus the subbundles (F(y)) and (F(y’)) of (€5) are homotopic, so
they are isomorphic as vector bundles and their classes in K°(X x 0M) coincide. This
implies ind(y) = ind¢(y').
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(T2). Flyoy') = Fy) @ IFH'), so Flya vyl = [F)+ [FH)] in KO(X x dM).
Applying the homomorphism Indy, we obtain the equality ind(y @ y’) = ind¢(y) +
ind¢(y’) in K1 (X).

(T3). F(f*y) = f*F(v), so [F(f*y)] = f*[F(yv)] € K°(Y x OM). Since the homomorphism
Ind;: K°(X x 0M) — K*(X) is natural by X, we have ind(f*y) = f* ind;(y).

(Tg). (Flaw@y)) = W (F(v)), so [Fliw @v)] = W] - [F(y)] € K°(X x 3M). Both
oy: KO(X x oM) — K'(X) ® K*'(0M) and Id ®5: K*(X) ® K*(0M) — KI(X) ® Z are
homomorphisms of K°(X)-modules, so their composition Ind;: K°(X x oM) — K*(X)
is also a homomorphism of K°(X)-modules. Combining all this together, we get
ind¢(1w ®v) = [W] - indi(v).

(Ts). It is easy to check that, for X = S* and up to the natural identification K*(S") =
Z, Ind¢ [V] = ¢4(V)[0M x S'] for every vector bundle V over 9M x S*. This implies
formula (6.3) and completes the proof of the proposition. [

7 Dirac operators

For k € IN we denote by ky the trivial vector bundle over M of rank k with the
standard Hermitian structure. Denote by kx m € Vectx y the trivial bundle over X
with the fiber k.

Odd Dirac operators. Recall that A € ElI(E) is called a Dirac operator if o (§)* =
|1&]]? Idg for all & € T*M. We denote by Dir(E) the subspace of Ell(E) consisting of all

odd Dirac operators, that is, operators having the form

(7.1) A= ( AO+ /t_) with respect to the chiral decomposition E = E"(A) ® E~(A).

Denote by Dir(E) the subspace of E_H(E)_consisting of all pairs (A, L) such that A €
Dir(E). The following two subspaces of Dir(E) will play special role:

Dir"(E) = Dir(E)NEII"(E), Dir (E) = Dir(E) N EILl"(E).

We denote by Dir(€) the subbundle of ElI(€), whose fiber over x € X is Dir(€,).
Similarly, denote by Dir*_(él) and Dir~ (&) the subbundles of Dir (&), whose fibers over
x € X are Dir" (&) and Dir™ (&), respectively.

Realization of bundles. We will need the following result in our proofs.

Proposition 7.1. Let V € Vectx v and let W be a subbundle of V. Then there is a section
Y of Dir(V & V) such that € (y) =V @ o0 and F(y) = W. In particular, every vector bundle
over X x M is isomorphic to (F(y)) for some y: X — Dir(2km)), k € IN.

Proof. Let us choose smooth global sections e;, e, of TM such that (e;(y), e2(y))
is a positive oriented frame in TyM for every y € M. Choose a smooth unitary
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connection V* on each fiber V, in such a way that V* continuously depends on x
with respect to the C'-topology on the space of smooth connections on V. (Such a
connection can be constructed using a partition of unity subordinated to a finite open
covering of X trivializing V.) Then Dy = —iV§ + V¢ is the Dirac operator acting on
sections of Vy and depending continuously on x. Let D! be the operator formally
adjoint to D. Since the operation of taking formally adjoint operator is a continuous

transformation of Ell(E), DY is continuous by x. Thus the operator A, = (DOX Do’t<>

is an odd self-adjoint Dirac operator acting on sections of V, @ V, and depending
continuously on x.

Let Tx be the self-adjoint automorphism of E~(Ay) = V5 @ 0 equal to minus the
identity on Wy and to the identity on the orthogonal complement of Wy in V,. Let
Ly be the subbundle of Vy @ Vy corresponding to Ty by formula (5-1). Then (A, Ly) €
Dir(Vyx @ Vy) and F(Ay, Ly) = W,. The section y: x — (A, Ly) of Dir(V @ V) satisfies
conditions £ (y) =V and JF(y) = W, which proves the first claim of the proposition.

Suppose now that we are given an isomorphism class of a vector bundle over X x
OM. We can realize it as a subbundle of a trivial vector bundle kxxam for some
k € IN. By Proposition [A.2l from the appendix, this subbundle is homotopic (and
thus isomorphic) to W = (W) for some subbundle W of kx asm. Applying conclusion
above to V = kx m and ‘W, we obtain a section y of Dir(V @ V) such that W = F(y).
Since V&V = 2kx m is trivial, y is just a map from X to Dir(2ky). This completes the
proof of the proposition. [

Image in K°(X x 9M). Denote by I'* Dir(€) the subspace of T Dir(€) ‘consisting of
sections y that can be written in the form y = y’ @ y” with vy’ € I'Dir"(€’) and
v" € 'Dir~ (£") for some orthogonal decomposition & = &’ @ £”.

Proposition 7.2. The subgroup G° of K°(X x OM) is generated by the classes [F(y)] with -y
running over I'* Dir(2kx m) and k running over IN.

Proof. The subgroup G? is generated by the images j*[V] with V € Vectx.m. By
Proposition [A.2] every such V is isomorphic to (V) for some subbundle V of kx m
for some (sufficiently large) k. Let V' be the subbundle of kx m whose fibers V are
the orthogonal complements of fibers V, in ka1. By Proposition [771) there are sections
vy € TDir(Ve V) and vy’ € T Dir(V' @ V') such that £ (y) =V, F(y) =V, £ (V) =
V’, and F(y') = o. By Proposition [6.2]y € TDir (V@ V) and v’ € I'Dir" (V' @ V).
Identifying (V@& V) @ (V' @ V') with (Ve V)@ (Ve V') = 2kx m, we identify vy @y’
with an element of 't Dir(2kx pm). By construction, F(y & v’) = V@ o, so j*[V] =
[Val = [F(y @ v’')]. This completes the proof of the proposition. [J

Tensor product. Twisting respects Dirac operators and their grading, so its restric-
tion to Dir(€) defines the map 1y®: Dir(€) — Dir(W® &).

Denote by '™ Dir(€) the subspace of T™ Ell(&) | consisting of sections y having the
form vy = @; 1w, X (A4, i) for some (Ay, Li) € Dir(E;), E; € Vecty, and W; € Vectx
with respect to some decomposition of € into the orthogonal direct sum €p; W; X E;.
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Proposition 7.3. The subgroup g™ of K°(X x 0M) is generated by the classes [F(y)] withy
running over T™ Dir(2kx m) and k running over IN.

Proof. The subgroup G¥ is generated by the classes of external tensor products
WX V] with W € Vectx and V € Vect]};. Choose an embedding of W to a trivial
vector bundle nx over X, and let W’ be the orthogonal complement of W in nx.
By Proposition [7-1] applied to a one-point base space, we can realize V as F(A, L)
for some (A,L) € Dir(2ky), k € IN. Chose arbitrary (A’,L’) € Dir"(2ky). Then
v = 1w X (A, L) is a section of Dir(W K 2kp) and v’ = 14/ X (A’,L’) is a section of
Dir" (W' K 2kp). Identifying W K 2kp & W/ K 2k with (W & W') K 2ky = 2nkx M,
we obtain the section y @y’ € T™ Dir(2nkyx m) with (F(y@y')) = (WK V) @ (W' K
o) = WIXI'V. This completes the proof of the proposition. [

Surjectivity of the topological index.

Proposition 7.4. For every u € K*(X) there are k € N and v: X — Dir(2kpm) such that
w = ind¢(y).

Proof. By Proposition [6.1]the homomorphism Ind: K°(X x 9M) — K*(X) is surjective,
so w = Ind¢ A for some A € K°(X x 9M). We can realize A as [V] — [nxxom] for some
vector bundle V over X x 9M and n € IN. By Proposition V is isomorphic to
(F(v)) for some y: X — Dir(2km). The trivial vector bundle nyxanm is the restriction
of Nysm to X x M, so mxxaml € G°  KerInd. Combining all this, we obtain

ind¢(y) = Ind; [V] = Ind; [V] — Ind; [nxxom] = Indi A = .

This completes the proof of the proposition. [J

8 Universality of the topological index

Homotopies that fix operators. In this section we will deal with those deforma-
tions of sections of Ell(€) that fix an operator family (Ay) and change only boundary
conditions (Ly).

Let us fix an odd Dirac operator D € Dir(2p1). Denote by 8T, resp. &~ the constant
map from X to (D,Id) € Dirt(2p), resp. (D,—1d) € Dir (2p). We denote by ké",
resp. k&~ the direct sum of k copies of 5, resp. 5.

Proposition 8.1. Let y: x +— (Ay, Ly) and y': x + (A, L}) be sections of Ell(€) differing
only by boundary conditions. Then the following statements hold.

1. If (F(v)) and (F(y")) are homotopic subbundles of (€5 (y)), then y and v’ are homo-
topic sections of EII(€).

2. If (F(y)) and (F(v')) are isomorphic as vector bundles, then the sections y & kd* and

v ®k&" of Ell(E€ ® 2kx, m) are homotopic for some k € IN.
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3. If [F(y)] = [F(v)] € KO(X x OM), then the sections y & 16~ @ kd" and v' & 16~ &
k&t of ENl(E @ 21x m @ 2kx, m) are homotopic for some 1,k € IN.

Proof. Recall that £ (y) depends only on operators, so ;5 (y) = €5 (y'); denote it by
€5 . Denote F = J(y) and ' = F(v').

1. Let A: x — A be the corresponding section of Ell(€). Denote by £(A) C r'El(€E)
the space of all lifts of A to sections of Ell(&). Denote by L“(A) the subspace of
L(A) consisting of sections (Ay, Ty) such that the self-adjoint automorphisms Ty is
unitary for every x € X. The subspace L*(A) is a strong deformation retract of £(A),
with the retraction given by the formula hs(Ay, Tx) = (A, (1 —s+s|Tx|7")Tx). Since hy
preserves 7, it is sufficient to prove the first claim of the proposition fory,y’ € L*(A).

Suppose that (F) and (F’) are homotopic subbundles of (¢3). Then F and F’ are
homotopic subbundles of €5 by Proposition [A.3] from the appendix. An element
v € L*(A) is uniquely defined by the subbundle F(v) of £, (y). Hence a homotopy
between F and ' defines the path in £L*(A) C T'Ell(€) connecting y with '

2. If (¥) and (F’) are isomorphic as vector bundles, then they are homotopic as
subbundles of <85> @ kxxam for k large enough. Thus the sections y ® k6" and
v' @ kdt of Ell(€ ® 2kx m) satisfy conditions of the first claim of the proposition and
therefore are homotopic.

3. The equality [F] = [F'] implies that the vector bundles (¥) and (F’) are stably
isomorphic, that is, (F) ® lxxom = (F(y @ 167)) and (F') @ lxxom = (F(y' @ 167)) are
isomorphic for some integer 1. It remains to apply the second part of the proposition
to the sections y ® 16~ and v/ ¢ 16~ of ElI(€ @ 2lx m). O

The case of different operators. For a sectiony: x — (Ay, Ty) of Ell(&) we denote by
v the section of Ell*(€) given by the rule x — (A4, Id).

Proposition 8.2. Let y; be a section of EIl(&;), €4, €&, € Vectx M, 1 = 1,2. Suppose that
[F(v1)] = [F(y2)] € KO(X x OM). Then the sections v, ®v5 & 16~ @ k6" and vy @y, ®
16~ ® k& of Ell(E1 @ €, @ 2lx m D 2kx m) are homotopic for 1, k large enough.

Proof. The sections v, = v, @y} and v, = v} @, of Ell(€, @ &,) differ only by
boundary conditions and thus fall within the framework of Proposition By Propo-
sition [6.21 F(v{) = F(yi). It remains to apply the third part of Proposition [l to v/
and y}. O

Commutativity. The direct sum of operators is a non-commutative operation. How-
ever, it is commutative up to homotopy, as the following proposition shows.

Proposition 8.3. Let f: X — Ell(2ky), g: X — Ell(21p) be continuous maps. Then f & g
and g & f are homotopic as maps from X to Ell((2k + 21)p).

Proof. Let J; be the unitary automorphism of C2*2! given by the formula u ®v
vpu foru € C*, v ¢ C2~l. Let us choose a path J: [0,1] — U(C?**?!) connecting
Jo = Id with J,. Denote by | the unitary bundle automorphism of (2k + 21)p induced

27



by Js. Then the map h: [o,1] x X — Ell((2k + 21)y) defined by the formula hg(x) =
Js(f(x) @ g(x)) gives a desired homotopy between f & g and g @ f. O

Universality of the topological index. Now we are ready to state our first univer-
sality result.

Theorem 8.4. Let y; be a section of El(&), &,,8, € Vectx m, 1 = 1, 2. Then the following
two conditions are equivalent:

1. ind¢(y;) = ind¢(v2).

2. There are k,1 € N and sections p;° € T Dir(2kx m), BY € ™ Dir(2lxm) such that

(8.1) Vi©Y: © By ©By and Y7 ©v.® By © By
are homotopic sections of El(&, @& & 2kx m P 2lx m)-
Proof. (2 = 1) follows immediately from properties (To-T2) of the topological index.

Let us prove (1 = 2). Suppose that ind¢(y;) = ind¢(y,). Then Ind¢(A; —A,) = o for
Ai = [F(vi)] € K°(X x OM). Proposition implies that A, — A, = A% + A¥ for some
A e G9 and A® e G®.

By Proposition [72 A% = [F(B2)] — [F(B?)] for some B2, 3 € I'* Dir(2nxm) (one can
equate the ranks of corresponding trivial bundles by adding several copies of §* if
needed). Similarly, by Proposition 731 A¥ = [F(BY)] — [F(BY)] for some B, BY ¢
i Dir(2lx m) (one can equate the ranks of corresponding trivial bundles by increas-
ing the ranks of ambient trivial bundles for V and W in construction of B¥ if needed;
see the proof of Proposition [7-3). Combining all this, we obtain

F(riepfepl)| = |7 (08 eBl)|.

Adding sections of Elt (& @ 2lx M @ 2nx,m) to the sections on both sides of this
equality, we obtain

[F(movieBlepe ERepd) )] =[F(viov.0 BT @ (BT pd)].
The third part of Proposition .1l implies that

v:ovioBep) e BRepd)t oss otst

and
viov.eBPep)ToYop)) oss ots”

are homotopic for some integers s, t. Using Proposition 8.3|to rearrange terms, taking
k =2n+1+s+t, and defining Bii € I'* Dir(2kx m) by the formula

Bi=pl@ (Bl @ p) T ®ss @ts" for {i,i}={1,2},
we obtain the second condition of the theorem. [J
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Universality for families. Our next goal is to describe invariants of families of el-
liptic operators satisfying the same properties as the topological index. Let ®(vy) be
such an invariant. We start with the first three properties (To-T2) of the topological
index:

(E*) @ vanishes on ' EII(&).

(E¥) @ vanishes on M™ EII(&).

(E1) ®(y) = ®(y') if y and vy’ are homotopic sections of EII(€).

(B2) ®(yy') = ®(y) + @(y’) for every section y of Ell(€) and vy’ of EII(€").

Let V be a subclass of Vectx y satisfying the following condition:

(8.2) V is closed under direct sums
and contains the trivial bundle 2kx m for every k € IN.

In particular, V can coincide with the whole Vectx .

Theorem 8.5. Let X be a compact space and A\ be a commutative monoid. Suppose that we
associate an element @ (y) € A with every section 'y of ENl(E) for every € € V. Then the
following two conditions are equivalent:

1. O satisfies properties (E*, EX, E1, E2) for all €,&' € V;

2. @ has the form @ (y) = d(ind¢(y)) for some (unique) monoid homomorphism 9: K*(X) —
A

Remark 8.6. In the case V = Vecty y;, the property (E¥) in the statement of this the-
orem can be replaced by the property (T*) from the Introduction, namely vanishing
of @ on sections of ElI*(€) and Ell~(€). Indeed, a section from I'* EIl(€) is a sum
of sections of ElI*(€’) and Ell~(€”) for some &’ and €”, so (T*) together with (E2)
implies (E*). Similarly, (E¥) can be replaced by the property (T¥) from the Introduc-
tion, namely vanishing of @ on sections having the form 1y X (A, L). Therefore, for
V = Vectx v Theorem 8.5/ takes the form of Theorem L1

Proof. (2 = 1) follows immediately from properties (To-T2) of the topological index.
Let us prove (1 = 2). We show first that
(8.3) indt(y:) = indi(y.) implies @(y;) = O(y,)

for all y; € TEI(E;), €1, &, € V. Indeed, if ind(y,) = ind¢(y2), then by Theorem
[8.4] the sections (8.1) are homotopic for some k,1 € N, Bii € I'* Dir(2kx m), and
B € '™ Dir(2lx m). Properties (E1) and (E2) then imply

D(y,) + O(v]) + @(BE) + O(BY) = D(v,) + D(v{) + ©(BF) + @(BY).

(E*) implies (D(yf) = CD(Bii) = o, while (E¥) implies (D(B{E) = 0. Thus we obtain
®(y;) = ®(y,), which proves (8.3).
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Next we define the homomorphism 9: K*(X) — A. Let p be an arbitrary element
of KI(X). By Proposition [77] there exist k € IN and a section B of Dir(2kx m) such
that p = ind¢(p). In order to satisfy condition (2) of the theorem we have to put
¥(p) = @(B). The correctness of this definition follows from (8.3).

Let now vy be an arbitrary section of Ell(&) and p = ind¢(y). By definition above
Hu) = ®(B) for some B such that u = ind¢(B). Then indi(y) = pn = ind¢(B), so
implies @(y) = ©(B) = d(pn) = ¥(ind¢(y)). This completes the proof of the theorem.
[

Universality for families: functoriality and twisting. Our next goal is to describe
families ® = (®x) of K*(X)-valued invariants satisfying two more properties in addi-
tion to (E*, E¥, E1, E2):

(E3) @vy(fiy) = f*Ox(y) € K*(Y) for every section y of Ell(€) and every continuous
map f: Y — X.

(E3) Ox(1w ®7v) = [W]- Ox(y) for every section y of Ell(€) and every W € Vectx.

Theorem 8.7. Suppose that we associate an element ®x(y) € K*(X) with every section y of
Ell(€) for every compact topological space X and every & € Vectx v. Then the following two
conditions are equivalent:

1. The family ® = () satisfies properties (EX, E¥, E1-E4) for all £,&' € Vecty wm;

2. There is an integer m such that ® has the form ®x = m - ind;.

Remark 8.8. As well as in Remark 8.6, the property (E*) in the statement of this
theorem can be replaced by (T*) and (E¥) can be replaced by (T¥).

Proof. (2 = 1) follows immediately from properties (To-T4) of the topological index.

Let us prove (1 = 2). By Theorem for every compact space X there is a homo-
morphism

(8.4) Oy : KH(X) — K*(X) such that ®x(y) = dx(ind¢(y))

for every € € Vectx \ and every section y of Ell(€). Moreover, such a homomorphism
Ux is unique.

Let f: Y — X be a continuous map and p € K*(X). By property (T5) of the topological
index p = ind¢(y) for some y € TEll(€), &€ € Vectx m. By (T3) indi(fiy) = f*ind(y)
and by (E3) @y(fiy) = f*®x(y). Substituting this to (8.4), we obtain

Dy (f'u) = Dy (f ind¢(y)) = dy(indi(fey)) = Oy (fey) = f*Ox(v)
= f*Oxindi(y) = fOx(n).

Thus the family (¥x) defines a natural transformation ¥ of the functor X — K*(X) to
itself.
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Similarly, (T4) and (E4) imply that ¥ respects the K°(-)-module structure on K*(-), that
is, Ox(Ap) = Ax(p) for every compact space X and every A € K°(X), p € K*(X).

We show in Proposition [B.1l of the Appendix that the only natural transformations
satistying this property are multiplications by an integer. Hence, there is an integer
m such that dx(pn) = mu for every X and every pu € K*(X). Substituting this identity
to (8.4), we obtain the second condition of the theorem. [J

The semigroup of elliptic operators. The disjoint union

E_HM = H E_H(ZkM)
kelN

has the natural structure of a (non-commutative) graded topological semigroup, with
the grading by k and the semigroup operation given by the direct sum of operators
and boundary conditions. We denote by Ellx y the trivial bundle over X with the
fiber Ellyq and by

Ellx, m = C(X, Ellm)

the topological semigroup of its sections, with the compact-open topology.

We will use the following two special subsemigroups of I" Elly w:

Fi E_Hle = H FiE_ll(zkx,M) and FIE E_HX,M = H F&E_H(ZkX,M).
kelN kelN

The subsemigroup of T Ellx pm spanned by I'* Elly p and M Elly p will play a special
role; we denote it by '™ Elly p.

The homot_opy classes. The set 71, (I E_llx, M) = [X, Ellpm] of homotopy classes of maps
from X to Elly; has the induced semigroup structure.

Proposition 8.9. The semigroup [X, Ellp] is commutative for any topological space X.

Proof. Let f, g: X — Elly; be continuous maps. For every k,1 € IN the inverse images
f~1(Ell(2kpm)) and g~ *(Ell(2ly)) are open and closed in X, so their intersection Xy 1 is
also open and closed. By Proposition [8.3] the restrictions of f @® g and g ® f to X are
homotopic as maps from Xy to Ell((2k +21)p) (the proof of Proposition [8.3] does not
use compactness of X and works as well for arbitrary topological space). Since X is
the disjoint union of Xy 1, this implies that f © g and g @ f are homotopic as maps from
X to Ellpy. Therefore, the classes of f @ g and g @ f in [X, Ellyy] coincide, so [X, Elly] is
commutative. This completes the proof of the proposition. [

The topological index as a homomorphism. A continuous map y: X — Ell; defines
the partition of X by subsets Xy, where Xy consists of points X such that y(x) has the
grading k. Since the grading is continuous, all Xy are open-and-closed subsets of
X. Since X is compact, all but a finite number of Xy are empty, so this partition is
finite. The restriction of y to Xy takes values in Ell(2kp1), so v can be identified with
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a section of Ell(€,), where &, € Vecty \ is the bundle whose restriction to X is the
trivial bundle over Xy with the fiber 2kp. Thus the topological index of y is well
defined.

Since the topological index is additive with respect to direct sums, it defines the
monoid homomorphism indi: C(X, Elly) — K*(X). Since the topological index is
homotopy invariant, this homomorphism factors through the projection C(X, Elly) —
[X; Ellp].

The inclusion '™ E_HX,M — FE_IIX,M induces the homomorphism
7o (T Ellx, m) — 70(T Ellx, m) = [X; Ellm];

we denote its image by [X; Elly]*¥.
Since the topological index vanishes on '+ Ellx m and M'™ Elly p, it factors through the
quotient [X; Ellpm]/[X; Ellp ). In other words, there exists a monoid homomorphism

ke: DG Ellp] /0 Ellp =™ — K*(X)

such that the following diagram is commutative:

C(X;Elly) —— DGElw] —— [X; Elipm]/[X; Elly |
8. Kt
(8.5) — l
K*(X)

Theorem 8.10. Let X be a compact topological space. Then [X, Ellp] /DX Ellp] ™™ is an
Abelian group isomorphic to K*(X), with an isomorphism given by K.

Note that, for any given k, the restriction of k; to a given rank,
[X, Ell(2kx, m)]/[X; Ell (2kx, M) — KX (X),

in general is neither injective nor surjective, so we need to take the direct sum for all
the ranks to obtain universality.

Proof. Denote the commutative monoid [X, Ellpg]/[X; Elly ] ™™ by A and the composi-
tion of horizontal arrows on diagram (8.5) by @, so that ind; = k; o @. By definition,
® is additive, homotopy invariant, surjective, and vanishes on both I+ Ellx m and
M Elly m.

Suppose first that X is connected. Then [X, Elly] = ]_[k[X,E_ll(sz)], so ® and A
satisfy the first condition of Theorem with V = {2kx m}. Thus ® = ¥ oind;
for some monoid homomorphism 9: K*(X) — A. By Proposition [6.5] the topological
index is surjective. Thus k¢ and ¥ are mutually inverse and k; is an isomorphism.
This completes the proof of the theorem in the case of connected X.

In the general case we need to extend the set {2kx m} o Of trivial bundles. Let V be
the set of all bundles &, with y € T'Ellx m. An element € of V is defined by a partition
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of X by open-and-closed subsets Xy, k € IN, such that all but a finite number of Xy
are empty. For such a partition, € is defined as the disjoint union of trivial bundles
2kx,, M. A continuous map from X to Ellx » is nothing else than a section of a bundle

Ell(€) with € € V. Obviously, V is closed under direct sums and contains all trivial
bundles 2kx nm. Hence the triple (V, @, A) satisfies the first condition of Theorem [8.5]
and therefore ® = 9 oind; for some monoid homomorphism ¥: K*(X) — A. Taking
into account that both @ and ind; are surjective, we see that k; and ¥ are mutually
inverse and thus k¢ is an isomorphism. This completes the proof of the theorem. [J

9 Deformation retraction

Proposition 9.1. The natural embedding Dir(€) — EIl(E) is a bundle homotopy equivalence
for every € € Vectx m. Moreover, there exists a fiberwise deformation retraction h of EII(€)
onto a subbundle of Dir (&) having the following properties for every s € [o,1], A € EIl(Ey),
and As = hg(A):

(1) E7(As) =E7(A).

(2) The symbol of A depends only on s and the symbol o of A.
(3) The map hl: op — oa, defined by (2) is U(Ex)-equivariant.
(4) If A € Dir(&y), then oA, = OA.

In the case of one-point space X this result was proved in [P3] Proposition 9.5]. We
will use it to construct such a deformation retraction for an arbitrary compact space
X.

Proof. Let (X') be a finite open covering of X such that the restrictions of £ to X' are
trivial. Choose trivializations f': €|yi — E' x X'. For x € X}, denote by fi € U(&y, EY)
the isomorphism of the fibers given by fl. The homeomorphism Ell(E4) — ElI(EY)
induced by f we will also denote by fL.

Chpose a partition of unity (pi), Pi e C (Xt, C%1(M)), subordinated to the covering
(X*). Let h': [o,1] x Ell(E') — EII(E') be a deformation retraction of Ell(E') onto a
subspace of Dir(E') satisfying the conditions of [P3, Proposition 9.5].

For x € Xi. and A € Ell(Ex), we define an element Al of Ell(&y) by the formula
fi (AL) =hi (fi(A)). From [P3} Proposition 9.5] we obtain the following:

(a) Al = A and Al € Dir(&,) for every i.

(b) The symbol of Al depends only on s and the symbol o of A and is independent
of i; denote it by o5.

(c) The map o — o5 defined by (b) is U(E«)-equivariant.
(d) B (o5) =E (o).
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(e) If A € Dir(&€y), then o5 = o for all s € [o, 1].
(f) If If A, B € Ell(&,) and the symbols of Al and B! coincide, then Al = B!.

We claim that the bundle map h: [o, 1] x Ell(€) — ElI(€) defined by the formula

(9.1) hs(A) =) pi(x)AL for A € ElI(,)

is a desired deformation retraction. The rest of the proof is devoted to the verification
of this claim.

First note that (a) implies h, = Id. A convex combination of self-adjoint elliptic oper-
ators with the symbol o5 is again a self-adjoint elliptic operator with the symbol oy,
so (b) implies oo, = 05 and A € Ell(Ey). (c) implies condition (3) of the proposition,
(e) implies (4), and (d) implies (1).

The chiral decomposition of an odd Dirac operator Al is defined by its symbol o,
and hence is independent of i, so (a) and (b) imply Imh; C Dir(€).

Suppose that A € Imh,, that is, A = B, for some B € Ell(E«). Then A € Dir(&y), and
(e) implies 0o, = 04 = op,. Hence the symbols of Al and B! coincide, and (f) implies
Ai1 = Bil. Substituting this to ([@-1), we obtain A; = By, that is, h;(A) = A. Thus the
restriction of h; on its image is the identity.

It remains to prove the homotopy equivalence part. Let A € Dir(€y). Then A, =
h;(A) also lies in Dir(&y), but A is not necessarily odd for s € (o, 1), so we should
change a homotopy a little. Since the symbols of A; and A coincide, the formula
h{(A) = (1 —s)A + sA; defines a continuous bundle map h': [o, 1] x Dir(€) — Dir(€)
such that h) = Id and h] = h,. It follows that the restriction of h, to Dir(€) and the
identity map Idp;,(¢) are homotopic as bundle maps from Dir(€) to Dir(€). On the
other hand, the map h,: Ell(€) — ElI(€) is homotopic to Idgy ) via the homotopy hs.
It follows that h,: Ell(€) — Dir(€) is homotopy inverse to the embedding Dir(€) —
Ell(€), that is, this embedding is a bundle homotopy equivalence. This completes the
proof of the proposition. [

Proposition 9.2. For every & € Vectx wm the natural embeddings I Dir(€) — TI" Ell(€) and
I Dir(€) < T ElL(&) are homotopy equivalences. Moreover,

1. There exists a deformation retraction of I' Ell(€) onto a subspace of ' Dir(&) preserving
& (y).

2. There exists a deformation retraction of T EIl(€) onto a subspace of T Dir(&) preserving
both £~ (y) and F(v).

Proof. 1. The fiberwise deformation retraction h from Proposition g-1] induces the
deformation retraction H on the space of sections satisfying the conditions of the
proposition.

2. Denote by p the natural projection rEl(&) — T EL(E), which forgets boundary
conditions. We define the deformation retraction H: [0, 1] x 'Ell(€) — TEll(&) by the
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formula Hs(y)(x) = (Hs(py)(x), T(x)) for y: x = (A(x),T(x)). Since € (Hs(py)) =
€7 (v), Hs(v) is well defined. By definition of H, the subbundles F(Hs(y)) and J(y)
of €5 (v) coincide for every s € [o, 1] and y € T'EII(E).

3. The fiberwise homotopy h’ from Proposition [g.1] induces the homotopy between
the restriction of H; to I' Dir(€) and the identity map of I' Dir(&), as well as the homo-
topy between the restriction of H; to I' Dir(€) and the identity map of I' Dir(&). The
same arguments as in the proof of Proposition show that H;: " Ell(§) — T Dir(&)
is homotopy inverse to the embedding T Dir(€) < T Ell(€) and H;: rEle) —
I' Dir(€) is homotopy inverse to the embedding I' Dir(&) — I'ELl(€). This completes
the proof of the proposition. [J

Retraction of special subspaces. The following proposition is one of the key ingre-
dients in the proof of the index theorem.

Proposition 9.3. There exists a deformation retraction of T E_HJF(_E) onto a subspace of T Dir™ (€)
and a deformation retraction of ' EIl™(€) onto a subspace of T Dir~(&).

Proof. Let H be a deformation retraction of I'Ell(&) onto a subspace of T Dir(€)
satisfying the conditions of Proposition For v € TEII"(€) and ys = Hs(y) we
have F(ys) = F(y) = o, so by Proposition [6.2] ys € TEII*(€) for all s. In particular,
v, € TEIH(&)NT Dir(€) = I'Dirt(&). For y € TEl"(€) and ys; = H,(y) we have
Flys) = Fly) = € (v) = € (vs), so by Proposition [6.2] ys € T'Ell-(€) for all s. In

particular, v, € TEIl=(&)NT Dir(€) = I'Dir (&). This completes the proof of the
proposition. [

10 Index theorem

Invertible Dirac operators. We have no means to detect the invertibility of an arbi-
trary element of ElI(E) by purely topological methods. However, there is a big class
of odd Dirac operators which are necessarily invertible:

Proposition 10.1 ([P3], Proposition 10.1). If (A, L) is an element of Dir*(E) or Dir™ (E),
then Ay has no zero eigenvalues. In other words, both Dir* (E) and Dir~ (E) are subspaces of
El°(E).

Vanishing of the analytical index. Taking into account Proposition g3, we are now
able to describe, in purely topological terms, a big class of sections of Ell(€) which
are homotopic to families of invertible operators.

Proposition 10.2. Let y be an element of T* EIL(E) or T EII(E). Then vy is homotopic to a
section of ElI°(&), and hence ind,(y) = o.

Proof. 1. If y € T*EII(E), then y = v/ @ y" with vy’ € TEI*(&’) and y” € TEIl~(£")
for some orthogonal decomposition & = &’ @ £”. By Proposition g3, v’ is homotopic
to somey] € I'Dirt(&’) and y” is homotopic to some vy} € I'Dir~ (£”). By Proposition
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Mo v, and y! are sections of ElI°(&) andEﬂo(E” ) respectively. It follows that v is
homotopic to y; @ v/, which is a section of ElI°(€).

2. Suppose that y = 1w X (A, L) for some (A, L) € Ell(E) and W € Vecty. Since A; is
Fredholm, A; — A is invertible for some A € R, thatis, (A —A, L) € EII°(E). The path
h: [o,1] — TYEIN(WKE) given by the formula hy = 1y X (A — sA, L) connects y with
1w X (A=A L) € EI°(WKE).

In the general case, for y = @ 1w, M (A, L) € M'¥EI(€), we take such a homo-
topy as described above for every direct summand 1y, X (A, L;) independently.

The direct sum of these homotopies gives a required homotopy of v to a section
h,(y) € TEEI°(E).

3. It follows from the homotopy invariance of the analytical index and its vanishing
on sections of ElI°(&) that ind,(y) = 0. O

Index theorem. Now we are able to prove our index theorem.

Theorem 10.3. Let X be a compact space and € € Vectx v. Then the analytical index is
equal to the topological index for every section vy of EII(€):

(10.1) ind,(vy) = ind¢(y).

In particular, this equality holds for every continuous map y: X — EII(E), E € VectS?.
Proof. By Proposition ® = ind, satisfies conditions (Eo-E4). By Proposition
m0:2 O satisfies conditions (E*, E¥). By Theorem [B.7 there is an integer m such that

ind,(y) = m-ind¢(y) for every section vy of Ell(€), every € € Vectx v, and every
compact space X. The factor m does not depend on X, but can depend on M.

For X = S* the analytical index of y coincides with the spectral flow sf(y) by Proposi-
tion while the topological index of y coincides with c;(JF(y))[0M x S| by Propo-
sition 6.5 Hence it is sufficient to compute the quotient

sy
m=mM) = M x 51

for some loop y: S* — Dir(2kp) such that the denominator of this quotient does not
vanish.

For the case of an annulus this computation was performed by the author in [P1,
Theorem 4] by direct evaluation; it was shown there that the factor m for the annulus
is equal to 1. Moreover, the value of m(M) is the same for all surfaces M [P3, Lemmas
11.3 and 11.5]. These two results together imply that m(M) = 1 for any surface M.
Therefore, ind,(y) = ind¢(y), which completes the proof of the theorem. [

11 Universality of the analytical index

Recall that we denoted by Ell°(E) the subspace of Ell(E) consisting of all pairs

vairs (A, L)
such that the unbounded operator A; has no zero eigenvalues, and by EII°(E

A,
) the
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subbundle of Ell(€) whose fiber over x € X is EII°(&,). Sections of ElI°(€) correspond
to families of invertible self-adjoint elliptic boundary problems.

Theorem 11.1. Let X be a compact space, and let y; be a section of Ell(€;), & € Vectx 1,
i =1, 2. Then the following two conditions are equivalent:

1. inda(y:) = inda(yv2).

2. There are k € IN, sections 39 of E_llo(sz,M), and sections y{ of EL°(&;) such that
Y1 DY D RS and YO Oy, © RS are homotopic sections of EIl(E; © €, 2Kkx, M)

Proof. (2 = 1) follows immediately from properties (Io-I2) of the family index.

Let us prove (1 = 2). By Theorem the equality inda(y:) = inda(y,) implies
ind¢(y;) = ind¢(y,). By Theorem [8.4] there are Bii € I'* Dir(anxm) and [3{E €
' Dir(2lxm), 1 = 1,2, such that the direct sums v, @y @ pF @ ¥ and v @ v, @

£ @ BY are homotopic. By Proposition@o:2y; is homotopic to a section y? of EII°(&;)
and Bii D [3{E is homotopic to a section (3¢ of E_llo(zkx,M), k = n+ 1. This completes
the proof of the theorem. [

Universality for families. In Section 8 we considered invariants satisfying properties
(E*, E¥) and (E1-E4). Now we replace the topological properties (E*, E¥) by the
following analytical property:

(Eo) @ vanishes on sections of E11°(€).

Theorem 11.2. Let X be a compact topological space and A be a commutative monoid. Let
V be a subclass of Vectx \ satisfying condition (8.2). Suppose that we associate an element
®(y) € A with every section y of EII(€) for every & € V. Then the following two conditions
are equivalent:

1. O satisfies properties (Eo—E2).

2. @ has the form @ (y) = d(inda(y)) for some (unique) monoid homomorphism 9: K*(X) —
A.

Proof. (2 = 1) follows from properties (Io-I2) of the family index. (1 = 2) follows
from Theorem [8.4] Proposition 0.2, and Theorem O

Theorem 11.3. Suppose that we associate an element ®x(y) € K*(X) with every sectiony of
Ell(&) for every compact space X and every & € Vectx m. Then the following two conditions
are equivalent:

1. The family ® = (Ox) satisfies properties (Eo—E4).
2. @ has the form Ox(y) = m-ind,(y) for some integer m.
Proof. (2 = 1) follows from properties (Io-I4) of the family index. (1 = 2) follows

from Theorem [8.7, Proposition 0.2, and Theorem O

Universality for maps. Theorem @11 applied to trivial bundles £, and &, takes the
following form.
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Theorem 11.4. Let X be a compact space and y: X — Ell(2kpm), v': X — Ell(2k},) be
continuous maps. Then the following two conditions are equivalent:

1. ind,(y) = inda(v/).

2. There aren € IN and maps B: X — ElI°(2(n—k)m), B': X — EI°(2(n—k')m) such
that the maps y ® B and y' @ B’ from X to Ell(2np) are homotopic.

Theorem @12 applied to the set V = {2kx am} of trivial bundles takes the following
form.

Theorem 11.5. Let X be a compact space and /\ be a commutative monoid. Suppose that we
associate an element ®(y) € A with every map y: X — Ell(2km) for every integer k. Then
the following two conditions are equivalent:

1. @ is homotopy invariant, additive with respect to direct sums, and vanishes on maps to
E_HO (ZkM )

2. @ has the form ®(y) = d(inda(y)) for some (unique) monoid homomorphismd: K*(X) —
A.

The analytical index as a homomorphism. Denote by EII}, the disjoint union of
subspaces E_llo(sz_) C Ell(2km) for all k € N; it is a subsemigroup of Ellp. The

inclusion E_HR/l C Ellm induces the homomorphism [X, E_HRA] — [X, Elly]; we denote
by [X, Ellp]° its image.

Since the analytical index is additive with respect to direct sums, it defines the monoid
homomorphism ind,: C(X, Elly) — K*(X). Since the analytical index is homotopy
invariant, this homomorphism factors through the homomorphism C(X, Elly) —
[X;Ellyy]. Since the analytical index vanishes on maps to EII,, it factors through

(X, Ellpm]/[X, Ellp]°. In other words, there exists a monoid homomorphism
Ka: [X/ ﬁ~1\/[]/D</ E_HM]O — Kl (X)

such that the following diagram is commutative:

C(X,Ellyy) — [X,Ellm] —— [X, Ell]/ X, Ell1°
(11.1) k lKa
K*(X)

Theorem 11.6. Let X be a compact space. Then [X, E_HM]/ [X, Ellp1° is an Abelian group
isomorphic to K*(X), and the homomorphism kq on diagram [I1I) is an isomorphism.

Proof. Denote the commutative monoid [X, E_IIM] /X, E_HM]O by A and the composition
of horizontal arrows on diagram (@T1) by ®. The homomorphism @ factor through
[X, Ellp1] and vanishes on maps to EI°(2kpp). By Theorem 115 @ = ¥ o ind, for some
(unique) monoid homomorphism ¥: K*(X) — A. By definition, ® is surjective. By
Theorem ind, = indy; by Proposition [6.5(T5) ind; is surjective. Thus kq and 9 are
mutually inverse monoid homomorphisms, so kq is an isomorphism. This completes
the proof of the theorem. [
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Appendices

A  Smoothing

This appendix is devoted to the proof of two technical results, Propositions [A.2] and
[A 3] that are used in the main part of the paper.

Smoothing of maps. Let Z and Z’ be compact smooth manifolds and r be a non-
negative integer. We denote by C"*°(Z, Z’) the space C*(Z, Z') of smooth maps from
Z to Z' equipped with the topology induced by the natural inclusion C*(Z,Z’) —
C'(z,2).

Proposition A.1. Let X be a compact space and Z, Z' be compact smooth manifolds. Then
for every non-negative integer v the following statements hold:

1. The space C™"*°(Z,Z') is locally contractible.

2. Thespace C(Xx Z,Z") = C(X, C(Z,Z')) is locally contractible and contains C(X, C*(Z,Z"))
as a dense subset. In particular, every f € C(X,C(Z,Z')) is homotopic to some
Fe C(X,C>®(Z,Z")).

3. If continuous maps o, f1: X — C"*°(Z, Z') are homotopic as maps from X to C(Z,Z"),
then they are homotopic as maps from X to C"*°(Z, Z'). Moreover, H' (f,, f1) is a dense
subset of H° (f,, f1), where H (f,, f1) denotes the subspace of C([o, 1] x X, C"*°(Z,Z’))
consisting of maps f such that flg,, x = fi fori=o,1.

Proof. Let us choose a smooth embedding of Z’ to R™ for some 1n; let p: N — Z' be
its normal bundle. Denote by N, the e-neighborhood of the zero section in N.

Let € > o be small enough, so that the restriction of the geodesic map q: N — R" to
N is an embedding. This embedding allows to identify N, with the e-neighborhood
of Z' in R™. We denote the restriction of p to N, again by p; we will use only this
small part of the normal bundle from now on. The map p takes a point u € N; to the
(unique) closest point on Z'.

2a. Let f be an arbitrary element of C(X x Z, Z'). For every s € [o, 1] and every two
points u,v € Z’ such that |[u—v||gn < ¢, the point w = su+ (1 —s)v lies in N,
[lw—pw)|| =d(w,Z) < [w—vl|, and

lpw) —uf =[pw) —w+w—uf| < [v=wl +[w—-uf| = [v-ul <¢,
so p(w) lies in the e-neighborhood of u. Thus the formula
(A1) hi(g) =po(sf+(1—s)g)
defines the contracting homotopy of the e-neighborhood

U, = {9 € C(XxZ,Z": |lg—flleixxzrn) < 5}
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of fin C(X x Z,Z'). It follows that C(X x Z, Z’) is locally contractible.

1. If f € C(X,C"*>®(Z,Z2')), then formula (A.1) defines the contracting homotopy of
C(X,C"®(Z,Z")) N U, to f. In the particular case of a one-point space X this implies
the first claim of the proposition.

2b. For every y € X choose gy € C*°(Z,R") such that ||gy — f(y)|[c(z gn) < €- Then

(A.2) Xy={xe>< gy — f(x chw)<€}

is an open neighborhood of y. Since X is compact, the open covering (Xy)yex of X
contains a finite sub-covering (Xy)yecr. Choose a partition of unity (py)yecr subordi-
nated to this finite covering. We define the map g’': X — C*>(Z, ]R“) by the formula

= 2 ye1 Py(x)gy. Obviously, g’ is continuous. By (A.2), [|g(x)(z) — f(x)(z)]| < a
for every x € X, z € Z, so the image of g’ lies in C*(Z, N,). The Composmon g =pog’
is a continuous map from X to C*(Z, Z'). Moreover, g and f are homotopic as con-
tinuous maps from X x Z to Z’, with a homotopy given by the formula (A.1). This
proves the density of C(X,C*(Z,Z’)) in C(X, C(Z,Z’)) and completes the proof of the
second claim of the proposition.

3. Let f: [o,1] x X — C(Z,Z') be a homotopy between f,, f; € C(X,C">®(Z,Z")).
By the second claim of the proposition, C([o, 1] x X, C*®(Z,Z’)) is dense in C(lo, 1] x
X,C(Z,2")). Thus there is a continuous map F: [0,1] x X — C"*°(Z, Z’) such that
IF—fllc(jo,11xxx 2, RY) < ¢&. The last inequality implies [[Fi —fil|c(xxz rn) < € for
i = o,1, where F; = Fl;,, . Applying again the second claim of the proposition,
we obtain a homotopy hV: Jo,1] x X — C"®(Z,Z’) between F; and f; such that
(1)
’hs —h C(XxZ,R™)
ably reparametrizing the result, we obtain the path in C(X,C"*(Z, Z')) connecting
fo with f; and lying in the e-neighborhood of f. This proves the third claim of the
proposition. []

< ¢ for all s € [0,1]. Concatenating h(©) F, and h(¥ and suit-

Smoothing of subbundles. Let us recall some designations from the main part of
the paper. Let X be a topological space and Z be a smooth manifold. We denoted
by Vectx z the class of all locally trivial fiber bundles € over X, whose fiber & is a
smooth Hermitian vector bundle over Z for every x € X and the structure group is
the group U(Ey) of smooth unitary bundle automorphisms of £ equipped with the
C*-topology. We say that W C 'V is a subbundle of V € Vecty 7 if W € Vectx 7 and
Wy is a smooth subbundle of V, for every x € X. For V € Vectx 7 we denoted by
(V) the vector bundle over X x Z whose restriction to {x} x Z is the fiber V, with the
forgotten smooth structure. Similarly, for a subbundle W of V we denote by (W) the
corresponding vector subbundle of (V).

Proposition A.2. Let X be a compact space, Z be a compact smooth manifold, and V be a
subbundle of a trivial vector bundle kxxz. Then V is homotopic to (V) for some subbundle
V of kx z. In particular, every vector bundle over X x Z is isomorphic to (V) for some
V € Vecty, 7.
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Proof. Let f: X x Z — Gr(C¥) be the continuous map corresponding to the embedding
V < kxxz. By Proposition [A.1(2), f considered as a map from X to C(Z, Gr(CH)) is
homotopic to a continuous map F: X — C¥*®(Z,Gr(C¥)). Such a map F defines a fiber
bundle V over X, whose fiber Vy is a smooth subbundle of k; given by the smooth
map F(x): Z — Gr(C*). A homotopy between F and f induces the homotopy between
the vector subbundles (V) and V of kxz.

Let x, be an arbitrary point of X and F, = F(x,). By Proposition [A.1(1), there is a
contractible neighbourhood U’ of F, in C¥*®(Z,Gr(C*)). Let h be a corresponding
contracting homotopy. Then the restriction of F to U = F*(U’) C X is homotopic,
as a map from U to C"*(Z, Gr(Ck)), to the constant map U 3 x — F,, with the
homotopy Hs(x) = hg(F(x)). It follows that the restriction of V to U is a trivial bundle.
Thus V € Vectx z and V is a subbundle of kx z, which completes the proof of the
proposition. [

Proposition A.3. Let X and Z be as in Proposition [A.2l Let € € Vectx z and V,, V; be
subbundles of €. Suppose that (Vo) and (V;) are homotopic as subbundles of (). Then V,
and 'V, are homotopic subbundles of €.

Proof. Consider first the case of a trivial € = kx z. Then V; can be identified with a
continuous map F;: X — C"*(Z,Gr(CX)), 1 = 1, 2. Since (V,) and (V;) are homotopic
as subbundles of (£), F, and F; are homotopic as maps from X to C(Z, Gr(Ck)). By
Proposition [A.1(3), they are homotopic as maps from X to C"*(Z, Gr(C¥)). It follows
that V, and V, are homotopic subbundles of €.

Let now € be an arbitrary element of Vecty 7.

Denote by T'€ the vector space of continuous maps X 3 x — ['"®&,, where '">&,
denotes the space of smooth sections of £« with the C*-topology. It is finitely gener-
ated as an A-module, where A = C(X,C"*(Z,C)). Indeed, let (X;) be a finite open
covering of X such that the restriction &; of € to X; is a trivial bundle with a fiber E;.
Let (p;) be a partition of unity subordinated to this finite covering, and let (vi;) be a

finite generating set for '°E;. Then uy; = p;vi; form a finite generating set for Te.

Let (ui)‘i‘:1 be a finite generating set for the A-module Te. For every x € X, the
set (ui(x)) of smooth sections of £ generates '°Ey as a C*(Z, C)-module and thus
defines the smooth surjective bundle morphism 7y : kz — € continuously depending
on x. Then the kernel X of 7, continuously depends on x and is locally trivial. Thus
the family (K) of smooth vector subbundles of k; defines the subbundle X of kx 7.
Denote by K the continuous map from X to C**(Z, Gr(Ck)) corresponding to X.
Obviously, subbundles of £ are in one-to-one correspondence with subbundles of
kx,z containing X.

Let V,, V; be subbundles of €. Denote by W,, W; the corresponding subbundles of
kx z and by F,, F, the corresponding maps from X to C¥*®(Z,Gr(C*)). If (V,) and
(V1) are homotopic as subbundles of (£), then there is a homotopy h: [0, 1] x X —
C(Z,Gr(C¥)) between F, and F, such that hs(x)(z) D K(x)(z) for every s € [o,1],
xeX,and z € Z.

Equip Gr(C*) with a smooth Riemannian metric. For L € Gr(C¥) denote by Gr (CY)
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the submanifold of Gr(C*) consisting of subspaces of C* containing L. Denote by
pr: Ni — Gri(C*) the normal bundle of Gr;(C*) in Gr(C*), and by N, the e-
neighborhood of the zero section in Ni. Let ¢ > o be small enough, so that for
every L € Gr(Ck) the geodesic map qr: N — Gr(CK) is an embedding. Similarly to
the proof of Proposition [A.1] we identify N . with the e-neighborhood of Gry (C¥) in
Gr(C*). The map pr smoothly depends on L with respect to this identification.

By Proposition [A.1]3), there is a homotopy H: [0, 1] x X — C¥*(Z, Gr(C¥)) between
F, and F; such that the distance between H(x)(z) and hs(x)(z) is less then ¢ for all
s, x, and z. Then the continuous map F: [0,1] x X — C"*(Z, Gr(Ck)) defined by
the formula Fs(x)(z) = pxx)(z)(Hs(x)(z)) is a homotopy between F, and F; such that
Fs(x)(z) D K(x)(z) for every s, x, and z. Thus F defines the homotopy (W;) between
W, and W, such that X is a subbundle of W; for every s € o, 1]. Factoring by X, we
obtain the homotopy (V) between V, and V, as subbundles of €, which completes
the proof of the proposition. [J

B Natural transformations of K?

The purpose of this Appendix is the proof of the following result, which we use in
the main part of the paper.

Let € be one of the following categories: the category of compact Hausdorff spaces
and continuous maps, the category of finite CW-complexes and continuous maps,
or the category of smooth closed manifolds and smooth maps. We consider K* as a
functor from € to the category of Abelian groups.

Proposition B.1. Let O be a natural self-transformation of the functor X — K*(X) respecting
the K°(-)-module structure (that is, 3(Ap) = AD(u) for every object X of C and every A &
K°(X), u € K*(X)). Then ¥ is multiplication by some integer m, that is, Ox(1) = my for
every object X of C and every w € K*(X). In particular, if 9s: is the identity, then Ox is the
identity for every X.

Proof. K*(U(1)) is an infinite cyclic group, so 9yy(,) is multiplication by some integer;
denote this integer by m.

Let X be an object of € and p € K*(X). There is n € N and a continuous map f: X —
U(n) such that u = f*3, where 3 denotes the element of K*(U(n)) corresponding to
the canonical representation U(n) — Aut(C"). If X is a smooth manifold, then f can
be chosen to be smooth. Since 9 is natural, 9xu = f*(9yn)B). Therefore, it is sufficient
to show that 9y = mp.

Let T = U(1)"™ be the maximal torus in U(n) consisting of diagonal matrices and
V = U(n)/T be the flag manifold. Let t: V x T — U(n) be the natural projection
given by the formula nt(gT,u) = gug™".

Denote by L, ..., L, the canonical linear bundles over V, and let ; = [Li] € K°(V).
Let «; be the element of K*(T) corresponding to the projection of T = U(1)" on the
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i-th factor. We denote the liftings of L;, 1, and oy to V x T by the same letters. The
lifting of B can be written in these notations as 73 = > ' Lioy.

The element o; is lifted from U(1) and dy(;) is multiplication by m, hence v, 1(o;) =
moy. Since Yy« is a K°(V x T)-module homomorphism, we have

7" (Dun) B) = dvr(7'B) Zem Lo Zl Dvr(o) Zl mag = 7' (mp),

that is, 77 (By(n)B — mP) = o. To complete the proof of the proposition, it is sufficient
to show the injectivity of the homomorphism 7*: K*(U(n)) — K*(V x T), which we
perform in the following lemma.

Lemma B.2. The homomorphism 7*: K*(U(n)) — K*(V x T) is injective.

Proof. The k-th exterior power U(n) — Aut(A*C") of the canonical representation
U(n) — Aut(C") defines the element of K*(U(n)); denote this element by py. The
ring K*(U(n)) is the exterior algebra over Z generated by B4,..., 3+ [A, Theorem
2.7.17]. Therefore, for every non-zero p € K*(U(n)) there is p’ € K*(U(n)) such that
w-pn' =cub, where b = ;... fn and c, is a non-zero integer. Thus the injectivity of
m* is equivalent to the condition that ¢ - m*b # o in K*(V x T) for every integer c # o.

By the Kiinneth formula [A, Theorem 2.7.15], K*(T) is the exterior algebra over Z
generated by the elements «,,...,x, € K'(T). Applying the Kiinneth formula one
more time, we obtain K*(V x T) = K*(V) ® K*(T). The group K*(T) is free Abelian
and K*(V) is torsion-free, so K*(V) ® K*(T) is also torsion-free. Hence we should only
prove that b # o. Let us compute 7*b.

(Bl) 7T*f.’)k = Z Z G - H l) = Z o‘ili Z H l) = Z 06111 [/\kilEi] ,

Ic{1,..n} \ i€l jel i=1 Ic{1,..n\{i} j€l i=1
1=k 1]=k—1
where we denoted E; = @j# L;. Since [L; © E;] = n, we have [/\kEJ +1 [/\kflEi] =
[AMLi@ E)] = (}), where (}) are the binomial coefficients. Induction by k gives
[/\ E } = qk( i), where the polynomials qy € Z[x] are defined by the formula qy(x) =

ZJ (1) (, ])x] Substituting this to (B.1)), we get "By = > = «iliqx—:(L). Taking
the product of these identities for k running from 1 to n and using the identity

[ ]l = 1, we obtain
(B.2) b = Hnﬁk_ (Lo ln) O e Gy

where Q € Z[xy,...,xn] is the determinant of the matrix (qx_;(xi))ik=1.n. Since
(—1)*qx(x) is a unital polynomial of degree k, the polynomial Q is equal up to sign
to the Vandermonde determinant d, (x4, ..., xn) = det(x H1>J —Xj).

It will be more convenient for us to use ux = ly — 1 as the generators of K°(V)
instead of ly. The ring homomorphism Z[x,...,xn] — K°(V) sending x; to u; is
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surjective; its kernel is the ideal ],, generated by the elementary symmetric polyno-
mials o(X,...,%xn), k = 1...,n [A] Proposition 2.7.13]. Obviously, dn(ly,...,ln) =
Hi>j (]'1 - 1’]) = Hi>j (u’L - LL]) = dn(u1/ .. -/un)-

Let us show that

n—1i

(B.3) dn(Xq,...,%xn) =n! Hx}jﬂ mod Jy.
k=1

Indeed, d,(x4,%2) =%, —X; = 2X, mod J,. Let n > 2 and suppose that

n—2

(B.4) dn1(X1,-+ -, Xn—1) = (m—1)! H x]ﬁﬂ mod Jn—1.
k=1

Since oy (X1, ..., Xn—1) + XnOk—1(X1, ..., Xn—1) = Ok(Xy,...,Xn) = 0 mod J, induction
by k implies o (X4, ..., Xn—1) = (—1)]‘74‘L mod J;, for all k. Hence

n—

(B.5) H (Xn —%j) = (—1)*0% (x4, . . .,xn,l)xﬂ_l_k =nx; ' mod Jn.
1G<n—1 k=0

=

The inverse image of the ideal J,,—; under the projection
Zlx1, ..., xn] = Zlxy, . xnl/(xn) = Zlxq, .. X0

is the ideal generated by x, and J,. Taking into account induction assumption (B.4),
we obtain

n—1
(B.6) H (xi —%j) = (n—1)! H x{ifl + xnf mod |,
1g<isn—1 k=2
for some f € Z[x4,...,xn]. Multiplying (B.6) by (B.5), we get
n
(B.7) H (xi —%j) = n! H X 4 nf - x mod Jy.
1g<isn k=2

Since X4,...,xn are roots of the polynomial x™ — o;x™* + ...+ (—1)"0y, their n-th
powers xI* lie in J,, so nf-xy = o mod J,, and (B.3) follows from (B.7). Therefore,

(B.4) implies (B.3), so (B.3) holds for all n > 2.

The quotient Z[x,, ..., xn]/Jn is a free Abelian group with the generators HE;II X&i— iy
0 < jx < k [Kar, Theorem 3.28]. The right-hand side of (B.3) coincides with one
of these generators up to the factor n!, so it does not vanish in Z[x,,...,xnl/In.
Equivalently, dn(uy,...,uy) does not vanish in K°(V). Taking into account that

o - ... &n 7# 0 in K*(T), we finally obtain

n—i
(B.8) b = (—1)M /2 I_Iu]]iJr1 “®y .. O F0In KY(V X T).
k=1

This completes the proof of the lemma and of the proposition. [
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