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FREDHOLM CONDITIONS FOR OPERATORS INVARIANT
WITH RESPECT TO COMPACT LIE GROUP ACTIONS

ALEXANDRE BALDARE, REMI COME, AND VICTOR NISTOR

ABsTRACT. Let G be a compact Lie group acting smoothly on a smooth,
compact manifold M, let P € ™ (M; Eo, F1) be a G-invariant, classical pseu-
dodifferential operator acting between sections of two vector bundles E; — M,
i =0, 1, and let a be an irreducible representation of the group G. Then P in-
duces a map 7o (P) : H*(M; Eg)a — H*™™(M; E1)a between the a-isotypical
components. We prove that the map 7o (P) is Fredholm if, and only if, P is
transversally a-elliptic, a condition defined in terms of the principal symbol of
P and the action of G on the vector bundles E;.

1. INTRODUCTION

Throughout this paper, let G be a compact Lie group acting smoothly and iso-
metrically on a smooth, compact riemannian manifold M, let P € v™(M; Ey, E1)
be a G—invariant, classical pseudodifferential operator acting between sections of
two vector bundles E; — M, i = 0,1, and let a be an irreducible representation of
the group G. Then P induces, by G-invariance, a map

(1) To(P): H*(M; Ey)o — H* ™™ (M; E1)q

between the a-isotypical components of the corresponding Sobolev spaces of sec-
tions. In this short note, we obtain necessary and sufficient conditions for 7, (P)
to be Fredholm. Fredholm operators are important in many applications to PDEs
and geometry. Our result generalizes to the case of compact Lie groups the results
of [3, 4], which dealt with finite groups. We assume the reader is familiar with [4]
and here we just explain the main differences from the case of finite groups.

In order to state our result, we need to set up some notation, some already
introduced in [3, 4]. As usual, G denotes the set of equivalence classes of irreducible
G-modules (or representations, agreeing that all our representations are strongly
continuous). In general, if T : Vo — V3 is a G-equivariant linear map of G-modules
and o € @, we let 7o (T) : Voo — Via denote the induced G-linear map between
the a-isotypical components of the G-modules V;, i« = 0,1. Since P is G-invariant,
its principal symbol o,,(P) belongs to € C>(T*M ~ {0}; Hom(Ey, E1))Y. Let G¢
and G, denote the isotropy subgroups of £ € T*M and x € M, as usual. Then
G¢ C G, acts linearly on the fibers Ey, and on E7,. Let g denote the Lie algebra
of G. Then any Y € g defines a canonical vector field Y3y on M. Let then as in [2]
the G-transverse cotangent space be given by

(2) TeM = {£eT"M | {(Yu(n(£))) =0, VY €g}.
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As before, S*M denotes the unit cosphere bundle of M. Let SEM = S*M NTEM

denote the set of unit covectors in the G-transverse cotangent space TEM. Let

then

3) .

oG (P) : Qu(E) == {(§,p) € SEM x Ge| B, 0} —  |J  Hom(Eosp, Biap) %,
(z,p)€QM (E)

T (P)(E,p) = mp(om(P)(€)) € Hom(Eosp, Erzp) e, € € (SEM)a,

called the G-principal symbol oG (P) of P.

Recall also the following. If A and B are compact groups, H is a subgroup of
both A and B, and Hompg (o, 8) # 0, then « € A and 8 € B are said H-associated.
The group G acts on {G¢ | £ € T*M} by g- Ge :== Gge = gGeg™!. For p € CAv'g
define g-p € @gg by (g-p)(h) = p(g~*hg), for all h € Gge. The characterization of
Fredholm operators can be reduced to each component of the orbit space M /G, and
therefore we can and will assume M /G to be connected. Under this hypothesis there
exists a minimal isotropy subgroup K such that any isotropy subgroup contains a
subgroup conjugated with K, Furthermore, the set of points M) with stabilizer
conjugated with K is an open dense submanifold of M called the principal orbit
bundle of M, see [13]. Let us fix a minimal isotropy group K C G for M and

(4) Q% = {(& p) € Qu(E) | Jg € G, g p and a are K-associated}.
In the definition of the space 1%, above g € G is such that K C g - G¢.

Definition 1.1. The a-principal symbol o5, (P) of P is 0%,(P) = 05 (P)|as, .
We shall say that P € ¢™(M; Ey, F1)¢ is transversally a-elliptic if its a-principal
symbol ¢2 (P) is invertible everywhere on its domain of definition.

The transversal 1-ellipticity is related with transversal ellipticity on (singular)
foliations [1, 7, 8]. We can now formulate our main result.

Theorem 1.2. Let m € R, P € v™(M; Ey, E1)¢ and o € G. Then
o(P) : H*(M; Ey)o — H*7"(M; E1)a
is Fredholm if, and only if P is transversally a-elliptic.

For G finite, our main result was proved before [3, 4]. This is the first paper
that deals with the non-discrete case. As far as the statement of the result goes,
the case non-discrete is different from the discrete case in that SEM # S*M. The
proof in the non-discrete case, is, however, significantly different from the one in
the discrete case. Our results are motivated, in part, by questions in Index Theory
and also by the recent improvement [6] and the reference therein. The techniques
used in this paper to obtain Fredholm conditions are related also to the ones in
[12], used for G-opeators, and the ones in [5], used for complexes of operators. See
also [8, 11, 15].

We thank Matthias Lesch, Paul-Emile Paradan, and Elmar Schrohe for useful

discussions.

2. BACKGROUND MATERIAL

This section is devoted to background material and results. The reader can find
more details in [3, 4]. We concentrate only on the material that is significantly
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different from the discrete case, for which we refer to [4]. There is no loss of
generality to assume that M /G is connected (recall that G is a compact Lie group
acting by isometries on a compact Riemannian manifold M). A G-module will be
a strongly continuous representation of G.

One of the main differences in the non-discrete case is that we need two versions
of induction. Let H C G be a closed subgroup and V' be an H-module, we define,
as usual, the continuous induced representation by

(5) co-Indf (V) = C(G, V) = {f€C(G,V)| flgh™") = hf(g)}.

Assume that V is a Hilbert space and that the representation is unitary. Then we let
the hilbertian induced representation L*- Indg(V) be the completion of co- Indg(V)
with respect to the induced norm. Then G acts by left translation on co- Ind%(V)
and L2- Indg(V). Our proofs use Frobenius reciprocity for both types of induction.

Let us summarize two important properties of the G-transversal spaces T¢M
and SEM.

Lemma 2.1. Let H be a closed subgroup of G and S be a H-manifold. Then
TE(G xg S) = G xu TiS . Moreover, The subset SfM iy is dense in S& M.

Let Ay := C(SEM;End(E)). Then Prim(A§,), the primitive ideal spectrum of
AS;, identifies with the set Q5 (E)/G. See also [9]. Explicitly, for any o € A§, and
(&, p) € Q,(E) (see Equation (3)), we define

(6) T(ep(0) = mp(a(§)) = o(§)]re,-

Then the map y : Qu(E) — Prim(A§;) given by (& p) = kerm ) induces a
bijection yo : Qpr(E)/G — Prim(A§)).

3. PRIMITIVE IDEALS AND THE PROOF OF THE MAIN THEOREM

Let ¢0(M, E) (respectively »—1(M, E)) be the norm closure of the algebra of
compactly supported classical, order zero (respectively, order —1) pseudodifferential
operators on M. Let K be our fixed minimal isotropy group, let a € @, and let m,
the restriction morphism to the a-isotypical component L?(M; E),, of L?(M; E), see
Equation (1). As for the discrete case, the most important (and technically difficult)
part is the identification of the quotient 7, (Y0 (M; E)%)/ma(p=1(M; E)Y).

As in [2], the map C(S*M;End(E))¢ — 74 (0(M; E)S)/na(p=1(M; E)%) de-
scends to a surjective map

(7) Ry : Ay = C(SEM;End(E))? = ma(YO(M, B)?) /ma (=1 (M, E)°).

Since the map 75?\‘4 is surjective, the question of determining the quotient algebra
7o (YO (M, E)C [mo(yp=1(M; E)Y) is equivalent to the question of determining the
ideal ker(R$;) € A§;. In turn, this ideal will be determined by solving the following
problem:

Problem 1. Let A§; := C(St;M;End(E))%, as before. Identify the closed subset

(8) 2%(E) := Prim(A§,/ker(R$;)) C Prim(AS)).
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3.1. Calculation on the principal orbit bundle. By tensoring with a*, we can
assume that o = 1, the trivial representation. Let zo € M) with G, = K, let
U C (TE M), be a slice at xg, let and W = Gexp, (U) = G/K x U be a tube
around zg. Let

(9)  0#ne By, £€(SkU)s, = S;,U, and feCX(U), f(xo) =1,

where S, U = S*U, since K acts trivially on U by minimality. We define then s, €
CE(W3E)Y and e, € C(W) by sy(gexp,,(y)) = f(y)gn and ei(gexp,,(y)) =
e¥:€) that is, they are the G-invariant functions extending the functions y — f(y)n
and y — e¥$ by G-invariance via W = Gexp,, (U), where y € U C T,,U and
t € R. Let us notice that, if we let @% denote the Frobenius isomorphism, then
sy = ®F(fn) and e; = ®F (e{*:€)). Using oscillatory testing techniques, see, for
instance [10, 14], we obtain.

Proposition 3.1. Assume that Eﬁ) # 0. Then, for every P € y°(M; E), we have
limy— o0 P(ersy)(w0) = oo(P)(€)n. In particular, if P € v°(M; E)Y, then

Jlim 71 (P)(ersy)(wo) = o0(P)(§)n = me,1)(00(P))n.-
Moreover, w1y € EY(E). Equivalently, X(Q}W(K) (E)) c ELY(E).
Above Mgy, we also have the opposite inclusion.

Theorem 3.2. We have XO(Q]lW(K) (E)/G) = El(E)ﬂPrim(A%(K)). In other words,
- - . * G
Z5(E) == ZY(E) ﬂPrlm(A%i[(K)) = {ker (77(57105)) | € € S& Mk, B¢ # 0}.

Proof. Notice that {ker (m(¢ 1)) | & € S&Mx), Bg® # 0} C xo(Qhy,., (B)/G).
Reciprocally, by conjugation, we can assume that ker (W(Eﬁp)) € XQ(Q:}W(K) (E)/G)
is such that G¢ = K and then Homg(p,1g) # 0 is equivalent to p = 1x €
K. Proposition 3.1 states that X(Qh(m (E)) c ZY(E), and hence X(Q}W(K) (E)) C
Z§(E). Let x(&, p) = ker(me,p)) € Z§(E), by definition this means:

* (§p) € Qu(E) and § € SEM k)

® T(¢,p) is as defined in Equation (6); and, most importantly,

° Tr(fxp)|kcr(7~€11u) =0.
We need to prove that (£, p) € Q}/I(K) (E). As before, we can assume that G¢ = K
and therefore we only need to prove that EEK #0and p = 1g. Since 7(§) :=xg €
Mgy, we can replace M with the tube W as before. We shall prove that EgK #0
by contradiction. Indeed, if Eﬁ) =0, then L?(W; E)¢ = 0, by induction, and hence
ker(ﬁ%v) = A§,. But this is not possible since ker(ﬁ‘l,v) C ker(m ) and A§, is
not a primitive ideal.

We shall prove that p = 1k by contradiction, as well. Assume hence that
1x #pe€ K. Let p, be the projection onto the isotypical component corresponding
to p in End(E¢)® ~ End(E,)*. We have p, # 0 since (£, p) € Qu(E). Let f €
C2°(U) be equal to 1 near xo and extend fp, to a G-invariant element ®%(fp,) €
C>(M;End(E))¢ c ¢°(M, E)S via W = Gexp(U). We have

Tep (PH(fpp)) = pp and w1 (F(fpp)) = ®F(fpp)p1e =0,
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by construction, because p1,(y) = p1, for any y € U and p # 1x. Therefore,
DG (fpp) € ker(R3,) and that m(¢ ,) (95 (fp,)) # 0, which contradicts our assump-

tion that 7 ) |kcr Ri = = 0. Hence p = 1. O

3.2. Calculation for singular (¢, p).

3.2.1. A particular neighborhood of (€, p). Let H be a closed subgroup of G and V/
a vector space on which H acts by isometries. Let W = G x g V and assume that
E = Gx g (VxEp) for some H-module Ey. Let (£, p) € Qw (E) be our fixed element.
Then here S*W = Gx g (VxSiW) = Gx g (VxS), where S C (Lie(G)/ Lie(H))* x
V* is the unit sphere. We assume that z = 7(§) = H(e,0). Thus § € (SEW), =
(Gxg SyV)y =55V and p € ég is an irreducible representation that appears in
Ey = E¢ = E, (by the definition of Quw (E)). We can assume that K C Ge. Let,
as before, p, denote the projection onto the p-isotypical component, as before 2.
Let Fr := {p’ € ég,p’ C Eo and p'K # 0} and pg := @p,ng py € End(Ey)Ce
and p¢ k = Idg, —pKx. The extension g to the sphere S;W will not be constant.
We thus define first p € C°(S:W;End(E))% ~ C(S:W;End(Ep))% such that
p(&) = pe.xc. Let U] C U C Te(S;W) NLie(H)*: =: (TuSiW)e be slices at ¢ for
the action of H on the sphere S;W. Let f € C2°(Ug) be > 0 and equal to 1 on Uy.
We then define p € C®(S:W;End(E))? ~ C>(S:W;End(Ey))¥ by

fMagpe kg™, for neUs, ge H
10)  plgexpln)) = { I VI 15 Ye
0, outside the tube H expg(Ug) .

Using the fact that F and S*W are trivial on V| we then extend p to an element
P EC®(S*W|v; End(E))H ~ C>®(S:W x V;End(E))H that is independent of the
coordinate V' and then we finally further extend this element by G—invariance to an
element ¢ in C>(S*W;End(E))%, i.e.,

q = % (p) € C*(S*W;End(E))¢, where p(y,() := p(C), ¢ € SiW
Finally, let h € C°(W, [O 1])¢ be a function equal to 1 on a G-invariant neighbor-
hood of (z,€) and let ¢ = hq € C°(S*W, End(E))¢.

Recall that py, is defined for any s € C*°(W, End(E)) by (p1.5)(2) = [, 9(s(g™"'2))dyg,
and that above Wk this defines a bundle morphism P’ := p; |W(K) 6 Cc> (W(K), End(E)).
More precisely, we have P(y) = p1,, , for y € Wk). Then PP € C>=(W(k); End(E))¢
is a smooth map of projections.

Lemma 3.3. Let (&, p) € Qw (E) with K C Ge. Assume that p = 0. Then
(1) 7.0 (@) =pp # 0.
(i) w T(¢1e,) (@) =0, for all ¢ € S*Mk
(iii) P&]S*MK) =0.
(iv) Vg ={(& p) € Qu(E) | me ) (q) # 0} is an open neighbourhood of x (&, p) and
VaNZEY(E) = 0. In particular, x(&,p) ¢ ZL(E).

Proof. Let us notice first that p, € End(E¢)%¢ = End(Ey)“¢ is non zero because
x(& p) € Qw(E) implies that p C Eg¢, by definition. (i) Since p® = 0 we get
that p ¢ F¢. Therefore, for any p' € F¢, pyp, = 0. This gives that m ,)(q) =
pp—@p,epg PoPp = Pp = ldg,, € End(Eg,). (ii) In view of the support of g and its
G-invariance, this reduces to pe xkp1, = P1,pe,x = 0 because EX = @p,ng Eéf),
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and therefore pxp1,, = p1,. (ili) This is just another formulation of (ii). (iv)
is standard that the set Vi is open, see for example [4]. By Theorem 3.2 Z} (E)

It
{ker(m(¢ 16,)),C € SEWiae), EQS # 0} and then (2) implies (3). O

3.2.2. Density of Z} in Z1. We freely use the notations from the previous section.

Lemma 3.4. Assume that (&, p) ¢ Z§(E) and that K C G¢. Then
0K g g : 1 _ =1 _ 0t
(i) p* =0, in particular QM(E)/CE ==5(E) —NQM(K)(E)/G and
(ii) there is Q € BS. such that 00(Q) = q and Qlr2w,pye = 0.

Proof. (i) We already showed in Theorem 3.2 that Z}(E) = Q%V(K) (E)/G. Since
ker(m¢ ) is maximal (A§;/ker(m( ,)) = End(Ee,)% = M;(C) since p € 65),
there is 0 € A§, such that Te,py)(0) = Id and the associated neighbourhood
Vo = {(n,p), 7y, (0) # 0} does not intersect ZF(E) = Q}W(K)(E). Assume
pK #£ 0 and let ¢, € S&W(k) be a convergent sequence to £ using Lemma 2.1
and write o((n)|E,, = U(Cn)|E§J @ U(Cn)|(E§))L. But Eg) C Ef and J(Cn)|E§< =

T(¢,,1)(0) = 0. Therefore, m¢ ,)(0) = limo(¢n)|E,, is not invertible, a contradic-
tion.

(i) ® Quantization of q. Cover W = G x gV — G/H by a finite number of local
charts Y; ~ D; x V centred in y; € Y;, where D; C G/H is a local chart. Then
E is trivial over Y; and we have Ely, ~ D; x V x Ey. Let (¢?) be a subordinated
partition of unity to D; on G/H (and then on W). Let x; € C2°(Y;) be such that
Xipi = @i- Then let ; € C>(T,.Y;) be such that ¢(0) = 0 if |n] < 1/2 and
1¥(n) = 1 whenever |n| > 1. Let for any classical symbol a on Y;, and s € C°(Y;, E)

Op(a)s(y) := /*Y_ /Y e WM a(y, 2,n)s(2)dzdn,

where we use the normalized measure dn = (27T)_dimW dni -+ - dndgimw. We shall
use this for a;(y, z,m) := Xi(y)#)z'(??)&(yv ‘_ZOXZ(Z), then set @Q; := Op(a;). Now

define Q = ", ¢;Qip; and Q = Av(Q) = [, 9Qg 'dg. Then Q is a zero order
G-invariant pseudodifferential operator on W representing ¢ because the average
map commutes with the principal symbol map.

e Proof of @'LQ(W,E)G = 0. By density, it is sufficient to show that @s(y) =0

for y € Wiy and s € C°(W, E)“. By Lemma 3.3(iii), we have for y € W(x) NY;,
z €Y, and n € T, Y; that Pa; (y,z,m) = 0, and therefore Pa; extends in a function

ﬁP—E; identically zero on W.

Thus for any s € C°(Y;, E) and y € Y; "Wk, we obtain that P(y)Q:(s)(y) = 0.
Thus we get that PQs(y) = 0, for any y € W) and this in turn gives that PQ
extends to 0 on L?(W, E). Using the average map, we obtain

(11) 0= Av(PQ)s(y) = P(y) Av(Q)s(y) = P(y)Qs(y), Yy € Wik).

It follows that PQ extends to 0 on L2(W, E). Now, assume that s € C>°(W, E)C
then Qs € C°(W, E)“ and therefore by Equation (11) we have

(Qs)(y) = P(y)(Qs)(y) = 0.
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This implies that ©|L2(W1E)G = 0 and this completes the proof.
O

Theorem 3.5. The set Z1(E) := Prim(AS,/ ker(R1,)) C Prim(AS,) associated to
the ideal ker(RY,) of AS, = C(SEM;End(E))€ is the closure in Prim(A§;) of the
set Z}(E) = EH(E) N Prim(Aﬁ,(K)), where Mgy is the principal orbit bundle of
M.

Proof. Since Z'(E) is closed, it is enough to show that if ker (¢ ,) ¢ Z§(E) then

kerme ,) ¢ Z'(E). Replacing ¢ with some g¢, g € G, and M with a tube around

x = m(€), we may assume that K C G¢ and M = G xg V as before. From
Lemma 3.4 (i), we knows that p¥ = 0. Furthermore Lemma 3.4(ii) gives that
there is CNQ € °(M, E)¢ such that JO(@) = ¢ and ©|L2(M)E)G = 0. Therefore,
o0(Q) = § € kerﬁ}w. Since, m(¢,5)(q) # 0 by Lemma 3.3 (i), m(¢ ) does not

vanish on ker(R},), which means that ker(m ,)) ¢ EY(E) and this completes the
proof. O
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