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HIGHER GENERA FOR PROPER ACTIONS OF LIE GROUPS

PAOLO PIAZZA AND HESSEL B. POSTHUMA

ABSTRACT. Let G be a Lie group with finitely many connected components and let K be a maximal compact
subgroup. We assume that G satisfies the rapid decay (RD) property and that G/K has a non-positive sectional
curvature. As an example, we can take G to be a connected semisimple Lie group. Let M be a G-proper
manifold with compact quotient M/G. Building on [6] and [27] we establish index formulae for the C*-higher
indices of a G-equivariant Dirac-type operator on M. We use these formulae to investigate geometric properties
of suitably defined higher genera on M. In particular, we establish the G-homotopy invariance of the higher
signatures of a G-proper manifold and the vanishing of the A\—gonora of a G-spin G-proper manifold admitting
a G-invariant metric of positive scalar curvature.

1. INTRODUCTION

The aim of this paper is introduce certain geometric invariants associated to proper actions of Lie groups,
generalizing the (higher) signatures and A-genera. Let G be a Lie group satisfying the following assumptions:

e (G has finitely many components.

e Because |mo(G)| < oo, G has a maximal compact subgroup K, unique up to conjugation, and we assume
that the homogeneous space GG/K has non-positive sectional curvature with respect the G-invariant
metric induced by a AdK-invariant inner product ( , ) on the Lie algebra g.

e ( satisfies the rapid decay (RD) property.

We will explain these last two hypothesis in the course of the paper; it suffices for now to remark that natural
examples of groups satisfying our assumptions are given by connected semisimple Lie groups. The homogeneous
space G/K is a smooth model for EG, the classifying space for proper actions of G, c.f. [2]: for any smooth
proper action of G on a manifold M, there exists a smooth G-equivariant classifying map vy : M — G/K,
unique up to G-equivariant homotopy. Assuming in addition that the action is cocompact, i.e., that the quotient
M/G is compact, we can fix a cut-off function x s for M: this is a smooth function xps € C°(M) satisfying

/ xam (g7 x)dg =1, forallz € M.
fe

For any proper action of G on M, we consider Q2 (M), the complex of G-invariant differential forms on M

and its cohomology denoted by HS (M). In the universal case this cohomology can be identified with the

nv

K-relative Lie algebra cohomology of the Lie algebra g of G: H} . (G/K) = Hy(g; K) where CE stands for

Chevalley-Eilenberg. For any o € Q. (G/K), consider its pull-back ¥},o € Q. (M). The higher signature
associated to « is the real number

(L1) o(M,a) = /M Xt LOM) A g (@),

where L(M) is the invariant de Rham form representing the L-class of M. The insertion of the cut-off function
X, which has compact support, ensures that the integral is well-defined, and it can be shown that it only
depends on the class [L(M) A Y3, ()] € HS (M). The collection

inv

(1.2) {o(M, ), o] € H, (G/K)}
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are called the higher signatures of M. Similarly, the higher A genus associated to M and to [a] € HS,
is the real number

(G/K)

o~

(1.3) AM, ) := /M Y AM) Ay (a)

with E(M ) the de Rham class associated to the A-differential form for a G-invariant metric. The collection
(1.4) {A(M, ), € H, (G/K)}
are called the higher A\—genera of M.

In this paper we establish the following result:

Theorem 1.5. Let G be a Lie group with finitely many connected components satisfying property RD, and such
that G/ K is of non-positive sectional curvature for a maximal compact subgroup K. Let M be an orientable
manifold with a proper, cocompact action of G. Then the following holds true:

(1) each higher signatures o(M,a), o € H? (G/K), is a G-homotopy invariant of M.

mv

(1i) if M admits a G-invariant spin structure and a G-invariant metric of positive scalar curvature, then
each higher A-genus A(M, ), a € H? (G/K), vanishes.

mv

We prove this result by adapting to the G-proper context the seminal paper of Connes and Moscovici on the
cyclic cohomological appraoch to the Novikov conjecture for discrete Gromov hyperbolic groups.

Crucial to this program is the proof of a higher index formula for higher indices associated to elements in
HSg(G) and to the index class Indg-(q) (D) € K.(C)(G)) of a G-equivariant Dirac operator on M, M even
dimensional, acting on the sections of a complex vector bundle E. Here are the main steps for establishing this
result (for this introduction we expunge from the notation the vector bundle F):

(1) first, we remark that for any almost connected Lie group G there is a van Est isomorphism H$,;(G) ~

(2) under the assumption of non-positive sectional curvature for G/K we prove that each a € H3,z(G) has
a representative cocyle of polynomial growth;

(3) if G is unimodular then for each o € H$e"(G) we define a cyclic cocycle 7¢ for the convolution algebra
C2°(G) and thus a homomorphism (75, ) : Ko(C2°(G)) — C;

(4) for each a € HSE"(G) we also consider a cyclic cocycle M for the algebra of G-equivariant smooth
kernels of G-compact support A (M); this defines a homomorphism (727, ) : Ko(A&(M)) — C;

(5) we show that if in addition G satisfies the RD property, for example, if G is semisimple connected, then
¢ extends to Ko(C(G)) and 7 extends to Ko(C*(M)%), with C*(M)® denoting the Roe algebra of
M;

(6) if D is a G-equivariant Dirac operator we consider its index class Indc: () (D) € Ko(Cy(G)) and its
Morita equivalent index class Indcx (e (D) € Ko(C*(M)“) and show that

<T§,Ind(;:(g)(l))> = <7’0]}4,Indc*(M)G(D)> N

(7) we apply the index theorem of Pflaum-Posthuma-Tang [27] in order to compute (727, Indc-(anc (D)),
thus establishing our higher C*-index formula in the even dimensional case.

We remark that item (2) above has in independent interest, and should be compared with the literature on
bounded cohomology of Lie groups, c.f. [13} 21]

The geometric applications stated in Theorem[[.D]are then a direct consequence of the G homotopy invariance
of the signature index class, established by Fukumoto in [I0] and, for the higher /Al—genera, of the vanishing of the
index class Ind¢: (¢)(0) € K.(C;(G)) of the spin Dirac operator d of a G-spin G-proper manifold endowed with
a G-metric of positive scalar curvature, established by Guo, Mathai and Wang in [I1I]. In the odd dimensional
case we argue by suspension. Notice that for (certain) 2-degree classes «, the G-proper homotopy invariance of
the higher signatures o(M, «) had been already established by Fukumoto.
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2. PRELIMINARIES: PROPER ACTIONS AND COHOMOLOGY

2.1. Proper actions. In this section we introduce the geometric setting for this paper, and list some basic tools
that we will need at several points later on. Let G be a Lie group with finitely many connected components.
Recall that a smooth left action of G on a manifold M is called proper if the associated map

GxM—MxM, (g,x)— (x,9z), g€ G xeM,

is a proper map. This implies that the stabilizer groups G, of all points x € M are compact and that the
quotient space M/G is Hausdorff. The action is said to be cocompact if the quotient is compact.

The class of manifolds equipped with a proper action of G can be assembled into a category where the
morphisms are given by G-equivariant smooth maps. It is a basic fact that this category has a final object
EG meaning that any proper G-action on M is classified by a G-equivariant map ¥ : M — EG, unique up to
G-equivariant homotopy. This EG is called the classifying space for proper G-actions, and in fact we can take
EG := G/K, where K is a maximal compact subgroup. Then, by writing S := 1 ~!(eK) we see that the S is
in fact a global slice: it is a K-stable submanifold for which there is a diffeomorphism

GxgS=M, [g,2]—gx, geGzeS.

The existence of such a global slice for proper Lie group actions with finitely many connected components was
first proved in [I]. When the action is cocompact, S is compact as well. Closely related to the global slice is
the existence of a cut-off function: this is a smooth function y € C°° (M) satisfying

/ x(g 'z)dg =1, for all z € M.
G

Here we have chosen, for the rest of the paper, a Haar measure which we normalized so that the volume of the
maximal compact subgroup K C G is equal to 1. When the action of GG is cocompact, we can even choose x
to have compact support. The cut-off function is constructed as follows from the global slice S C M: choose a
smooth function h € C°°(M) which is equal to 1 on S and zero outside an open neighborhood of S in M. Then

the function »
) = ([ o aydg) o),

is a cut-off function for the action of G. Choosing a G-invariant riemannian metric g on M we can refine this
construction as follows: choose the initial function & to have support inside the tube of distance 1 in M around
S. Then, rescaling by € > 0 along the radial coordinate near S, we obtain a family of functions h. satisfying

1 €8
he(@) = {O d(xz,S) > e.

Using this as input for the construction of the cut-off function above gives a family of cut-off functions y.
satisfying:

Lemma 2.1. The family of cut-off functions x., € > 0 satisfies
li =
Elﬁ)l Xe = XS

distributionally.
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Proof. We begin by remarking that pointwise

. 1 forxeS
lim x.(x) =
€l0 0 forxégs.

This is because for fixed = € S the family h.(g~'z) of functions on G' converges pointwise to the characteristic
function of K C G and therefore by dominated convergence we have

lim [ he(g ' x)dg :/ lim h (g~ 2)dg :/ dg =1,
el Ja G €0 K

by our normalization of the Haar measure on G. With this pointwise limit of x.(z) we have, once again by
dominated convergence that

li . dx = 1 6 d =
m [ (o) f(@)da /lmx = /f

el0 M el
for any test function f € C°(M). O

2.2. Invariant cohomology and the van Est map. The main point of this subsection is to define the van
Est map associated to a proper action of a Lie group G on M, and to reinterpret this map as the pull-back in
cohomology along the classifying map ¢y : M — G/K.

Let M be a smooth manifold equipped with a smooth proper action of G. We define

Qe (M) = {w e (M), g'w =w, Vg € G},

the vector space of invariant differential forms. The de Rham diﬁerential restricts to this space of invariant forms
and its cohomology, called the invariant cohomology, is denoted by Hg (M). Taking the invariant cohomology
defines a contravariant functor on the category of proper G-manifolds with an equivariant map f : M — N
acting on cohomology by pull-back of differential forms as usual. It is not difficult to see that the induced map
f*:HS (N)— HS (M) depends only on the G-homotopy class it is in. Given the choice of a cut-off function

II]V mv
/ XC!
M

X, it is shown in [27] that the integral
of a closed form « € Qldliin((:y) (M), only depend on the cohomology class [a] € anlfl(M)( M).

For any manifold M equipped with a proper action of G, the van Est map is a map H3.4(G) — Ha (M),

mv

where H3,;(G) is the so-called smooth group cohomology of G. Let us first recall the definition of this smooth
group cohomology. For G a Lie group, the space of smooth homogeneous group k-cochains is given by

Cng(G) = {C : GX(k+1) — (C SmOOthv 0(9907 o 7991@) = C(gou e 79/@)7 forall 9,90,---,9k S G}
The differential § : Ck(G) — C¥EH(Q) is defined as

k+1 .
(22) (50)(907 v 7g/€+1) = Z(_l)zc(glv oo 7,671’7 cee 7gk+1)7

i=0
where the " means omission from the argument of the function. The cohomology of the resulting complex is
called the smooth group cohomology, written as H34(G).

With this, the van Est map is constructed as follows: given a smooth group ¢ € CgiH(G), define the differential
form

(2.3) wX = (dy--dif)la
where d; means taking the differential in the i’th variable of the function f. € C°°(M**+1)) defined as

(2.4) fe(@o, ... mp) = /GX(M) X(90 "wo) -+ x (g5 "wr)e(go, - - - gr)dp(go) - - - dpa(gr)-
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Proposition 2.5. The map ¢ — wX defines a morphism of complezes
(1)3\(4 : (C(glﬁ"(G)v 5) — (Ql.nv(M)v ddR) :
On the level of cohomology, it is independent of the choice of cut-off function x.

Remark 2.6. Because of this last property, we will often omit the superscript x and write w. and ®5; when
the context only refers to the cohomological meaning of the differential form and the van Est map.

Proof. We start by giving the abstract cohomological definition of the map ®,; following [7] using a double
complex, after which we show how to obtain the explicit chain morphism by constructing a splitting of the rows.
The double complex is given as follows. We define

CPa = C(G*P) 0d (M)).

The vertical differential 6, : CP9 — CP9%1 is simply given by the de Rham differential, leaving the G-variables
untouched. As for the horizontal differential 6, : CP¢ — CPT14: this is given by differential computing the
smooth groupoid cohomology of the action groupoid G x M = M with coefficients in A T*M, viewed as a
representation of this groupoid. Since the G-action is proper, the groupoid G x M = M is proper by definition.
Therefore, the vanishing theorem for the groupoid cohomology of proper Lie groupoids in [7] applies, and
we see that the rows in this double complex are exact. There are obvious inclusions C$4(G) — C*°, and
Q2 (M) — C%*, and now we see that by finding the appropriate splittings we can ”zig-zag” from one end to

mv
the other in the double complex:

dT Sy On On
QL (M) 0.1 on ot on 021 o
~ -
d Oy 1 On On
QO(M) 0.0 Sn 1.0 Sn 020 _ O
S~ -
s2

§ § 5
Ci(G) — Cig(G) —— C3(G) — ...

So it remains to find an appropriate splitting s, : CP* — CP*1*. Given a choice of cut-off function x, the

formula

(500) (00 ++99-1) = oy [ (g™ )0l vgp0)| o @€ CP,
G A
does the job: a straightforward computation shows that

0p 08+ so0d, =id.

With this choice of contraction map, one obtains exactly equation (23) for the invariant differential form
associated to a group cochain. The preceeding argument therefore shows that the map ¢ — w. is indeed a
morphism of cochain complexes. 0

Remark 2.7 (The van Est isomorphism). The main theorem of [7] states that if M is cohomologically n-
connected, the map ®,; induces an isomorphism in cohomology in degree < n and is injective in degree n + 1.
In the universal case for the action of G on G/K, which is contractible, we therefore find an isomorphism
H3(G) = H (G/K). This is one version of the classical van Est theorem [30]. In this case we have, by left
translation

. K
(2.8) O (G/EK) = </\(E/E)*> ,
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under which the de Rham differential identifies with the Chevalley—Eilenberg differential computing the relative
Lie algebra cohomology H¢ ;(g; ). With this, the van Est isomorphism is written as

(2.9) Hig(G) = Hep(g; K).

Proposition 2.10. Let f : M — N be an equivariant smooth map between proper G-manifolds. Then the

following diagram commutes:

H3(G) —— H3 (N)

nv

R l-’”

H,, (M)

mv

Proof. Let xas be a cutt-off function for the G-action on M. Then the pull-back f*xas is a cut-off function for
the G-action on N. For this cut-off function we obviously have w/ X» = f*wXa . The result now follows from
the fact that the van Est map is independent of the choice of cut-off function. g

Corollary 2.11. Under the van Est isomorphism H3.4(G) = H2 (G/K), the van Est map is identified with
the pull-back along the classifying map Yar : M — G/K, i.e., ®pr = ¢},

2.3. Group cocycles of polynomial growth. In a later stage of the paper, in the discussion of the extension
properties of cyclic cocycles associated to smooth group cocycles, it will be important to control the growth of
the group cocycles. To this end, we shall prove below a criterium guaranteeing that we can represent classes in
H3:¢(G) by cocycles that have at most polynomial growth. For this, we begin by recalling Dupont’s inverse [§]
of the van Est map ® ¢,/ i establishing the isomorphism (2.9)). Choose an Adk-invariant inner product ( , ) on g,
which, by left translations, induces a G-invariant Riemannian metric on G/K. This metric defines an orthogonal
decomposition g = p @ € with p 2 T,k (G/K). Since K is maximal compact, the (riemannian) exponential map
induces an isomorphism p = G/K (with inverse denoted by log), and we can define the contraction

ws(x) = exp(slog(x)),
of G/K to its basepoint eK € G/K, i.e., p1 =idg/k, and po(r) = eK. Now, given k+1 points go K, ..., gp K €
G/K, also denoted gy, ..., gk, we can consider the geodesic simplex A*(goK,...,grK) C G/K defined in-

ductively as the cone of A*~!(gy,...,gx) with tip point go. More precisely, define the singular simplex
o*(go, ..., gr) : AF — G/K, where AF := {(to,...,tx) € RFTL ;> 0,5, t; = 1}, by

1, _ 131 123
0k(90K7"'7ng)(t07"'7tk) = goPtg (Uk 1(90 1glK7"'7go 1ng) (1 _tou"'u 1—t0)> B

and 0% (gK) := gK. We write AF(goK, ..., gxK) for the image of this simplex. By construction, this k-simplex
is G-invariant: gAF(go, ..., k) = A¥(ggo, - - ., 9gx). With these simplices we define a map

(2.12) J: Q8 (G/K) — Ce(G), aw J(a)(go,- -, gk) = /M( B o,

which is easily checked to be a morphism of cochain complexes. Since ¢ x o J =1id, J is a quasi-isomorphism.

Theorem 2.13. Let G be a Lie group with finitely many connected components. Let K be a mazimal compact
subgroup and assume that G/K is of non-positive sectional curvature with respect to the G-invariant metric
induced by a AdK-invariant inner product { , ) on g. Then the group cocycle associated to a closed o € QF (G/
K) has polynomial growth. More precisely, if we write d(g) for the distance from eK to gK in G/K, there exists
a constant C > 0 such that the following estimate holds true:

|7(a)(g0,-- > gr)| < C(1+d(go))" -+ (1 + d(gr))"

Proof. We denote by ||a|| the norm of the Lie algebra cocycle a € Cfg(g; K) = QF (G/K) defined by the K-
invariant metric on the Lie algebra g of G that defines the metric on G/K. Since « is a G-invariant differential
form we obviously have the inequality

[ 7(@)(g0, - g8)| < [la|[Vol(A* (g0, .., gr))-
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We will now prove that, under the assumptions of the Lemma, the volume of the geodesic k-simplex on G/K
has at most polynomial growth in the geodesic distance of its vertices, thus completing the proof the Lemma.
For this we adapt an argument from [16]; we thank Andrea Sambusetti for bringing this article to our attention.

First remark that as o, (gK) is the geodesic connecting g K to the base point ek, the simplex A*(go K, ..., g1 K)
has, by construction, the property that for any interior point x € AF(goK,...,gxK) there are k geodesics
y1(51),...,7%(sk), each connecting two points in the boundary dAF(goK, ..., grK) passing through = whose
velocities span T, A*(goK, ..., g K). Consider the one-parameter family of simplices

s AP(eK, 0o (1K) ... ps(grK)), s €[0,1]

contracting A*(eK, g1 K, ..., grK) to the basepoint eK. This contraction is generated by a vector field Y which
has the property that it is a Jacobi field with respect to each geodesics 7;(s;) mentioned above passing through
the point © € AF(eK, 0s(91K), ... ps(grK)). The Jacobi equation satisfied by Y therefore gives

&? dyi(si) \ dyi(si)

— Y ()| =2||Va0s. Y| —2( R Y(s;), ——= ) =22 Y (s

Z VI =20 Vo I = 2R (¥, T ) ) vy
>0,

since the sectional curvature of G/K is non-positive. The maximum principle gives that ||Y(s;)|| attains its
maximum at one of the points s; = 0, 1. Since this holds true for any ¢, we conclude that the maximum is attained
on OA*(eK, ..., ps(grK)), and, proceeding inductively on k, in one of the vertices p,(g;K), i = 1,...,k. But
on these vertices, s — ¢;(g;K) is simply the geodesic connecting eK with g;K, which is generated by the
Euler vector field ), X i% on p which has polynomial growth of degree 1 in the geodesic distance. Since the
exponential map exp : p — G/K is a radial isometry, the same holds true on G/K, and we can conclude that
the vector field Y has polynomial growth of degree 1.

Remark that the generating vector field Y is tangent to AF(eK,¢1K,...,grK) to all the boundary faces
except for A*¥ Y (g1 K,...,grK) C OAF(eK, g1 K,...,gxK)). The standard variational formula for the volume
therefore gives

d
— (Vol(A*(eK, s (1K), - .., s (9 K)))) = / div(Y) dvolor
5 AR(eK 05 (91 K)o oops (1K)

- / (Y . TL) dVOl@Ak
AR (eK,ps5(91K),..,0s(gr K))

(Y . n) dVOlAk—l

< H(l +d(g:))Vol(AF (s (1K), - .. s (grK)),

K2

where n denotes the vector field normal to the boundary, and we have used the fact that Y - n is zero on all
faces except AN g1 K, ..., e K) C OAF(eK,g1K,...,g1K)). We now use induction: for k& = 1, the geodesic
simplex Al(goK, g1K) is simply the geodesic line segment connecting goK and g1 K, so the estimate in the
Lemma obviously holds true. Assume now that the estimate holds true for all degrees up to kK — 1. Then, by
the mean value theorem:

d
Vol(A*(eK, 1K, ..., g1 K)) = e (Vol(ps(AF(eK, g1 K, ..., grK))) ,  for some sy € [0,1],
S S$=S8p
k
< T + digo).
i=1
The estimate for the general simplex A*(goK, ..., gxK) follows by translation over gy (which is an isometry)
together with the triangle inequality. O

Example 2.14. As an example, consider the abelian group G' = R? with maximal compact group given by the
trivial group {0} C R?. In this abelian case we have that H2 (R?) = A°R?, and a generator in degree 2 is
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given by the area form dz A dy, so that we find
(2.15) J(dx A dy)(z,y, 2) = Areag: (A% (z,v, 2)),
which evidently grows polynomially in the norm of z,y and z.

Remark 2.16.

i) When G is a connected semisimple Lie group, G/K is a non-compact symmetric space and has non-
positive sectional curvature [14]. Therefore the curvature assumptions in the Lemma are automatically
satisfied in this case. In fact, the conjecture in [9] is that for semisimple Lie groups all these cocycles
are bounded. For recent work on this conjecture, see [13 2I]. In this last reference, different simplices
are used, given by the barycentric subdivision of the geodesic ones, to prove boundedness of the top
dimensional cocycle for general connected semisimple Lie groups.

i) In general, the polynomial bounds of the Lemma above are not sharp, as expected from the conjecture
mentioned in i). For example, when G = SL(2,R), the maximal compact subgroup is given by K =
SO(2) so that G/K = H?, the hyperbolic 2-plane. Again, we have H2 (H?) = R, with generator the
hyperbolic area form. This leads to a smooth group cocycle given by the same formula as (2I5]) above,
replacing the Euclidean area by the hyperbolic one, but this time the cocycle is bounded because the
area of a hyperbolic triangle does not exceed 7, confirming the boundedness in top-degree mentioned
in 7).

3. ALGEBRAS OF INVARIANT KERNELS

3.1. Smoothing kernels of G-compact support. Let M as above, a closed smooth manifold carrying a
smooth proper action of a Lie group G with |7o(G)| < oo and with compact quotient. We choose an invariant
complete Riemannian metric, denoted h, with associated distance function denoted by das(z,y) for z,y € M,
and volume form dvol(z). We fix a left-invariant metric on G and we denote by d¢ the associated distance
function.

Definition 3.1. Consider a G-equivariant smoothing kernel k € C°°(M x M); thus k is an element in C>°(M x
M)G*E . We say that k is of G-compact support if the projection of supp(k) C M x M in (M x M)/G, with G
acting diagonally, is compact.

We denote by A% (M) the set of G-equivariant smoothing kernels of G-compact support. It is well known that
AZ (M) has the structure of a Fréchet algebra with respect to the convolution product

(k* k') (z,2) = / k(z,y)k (y, z)dvol(y)

M
It is also well known that each element k € AZ (M) defines an equivariant linear operator S, : Co°(M) —
CS° (M), the integral operator associated to the kernel &, and that Sy o Sir = Sk.kr. Moreover, Sy, extends to an
equivariant bounded operator on L?(M). We have therefore defined a subalgebra of B(L?(M)) that we denote
as S&(M); by definition

(3.1) SE(M) == {Si, k € AL (M)},
The case in which there is an equivariant vector bundle E on M is similar, in that we start with G-equivariant

elements in C>° (M x M, EXE*) and then proceed analogously, defining in this way the Fréchet algebra A (M, E)
and S& (M, E) = {Sk, k € AL(M, E)}, a subalgebra of B(L*(M, E)).

Notation. Keeping with a well establised abuse of notation, we shall often identify AZ (M, E) with S& (M, E)
thus identifying a smoothing kernel k in A¢, (M, E') with the corresponding operator Sy € S& (M, E).

3.2. Holomorphically closed subalgebras. Using the remarks at the end of the previous subsection we see
that that S5 (M, E) is in an obvious way a subalgebra of the reduced Roe C*-algebra C*(M, E)“. Recall
that C*(M, E) is defined as a the norm closure in B(L?(M, E)) of the algebra C} (M, E)“ of G-equivariant
bounded operators of finite propagation and locally compact. In fact, S&(M, E) C CX(M, E)“. The Roe algebra
is canonically isomorphic to K(€), the C*-algebra of compact operators of the Hilbert C(G)-Hilbert module
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£ obtained by closing the space of compactly supported sections of F on M, C°(M, E), endowed with the
CG-valued inner product

(3.2) (e,e)cra(x) == (e, € )2, e € CO(ME), xeG.

See for example [I5] where the Morita isomorphism
K.(K()) = K.(C*(M, E)°) 24 K.(Cr@)

is explicitly discussed. We shall come back to this important point in a moment.
The subalgebra S& (M, E) is not holomorphically closed in C*(M, E)¢. On the other hand, such a subalgebra
of C*(M, E)“ is implicitly constructed in [I5, Section 3.1] by making use of the slice theorem. We recall the
essential ingredients, following [I5, Section 3.1] (we also extend the context slightly for future use).

As already remarked in the previous section, under our assumptions on G, there exists a global slice for
the action of G on M: thus if K is a maximal compact subgroup of G there exists a K-invariant compact
submanifold S C M such that the action map [g,s] — gs, g € G, s € S, defines a G-equivariant diffeomorphism

G XK S i) M
where S is compact because the action is cocompact. Corresponding to this diffeomorphism we have an isomor-
phism F = G X (E|g) and thus isomorphisms
C(M,E) = (CZ(G)RC™(S,Els)),  C®(M,E) = (C¥(G)&C>(S, Els))" .

See [I5, Section 3.1]. Here we are taking the projective tensor product ®, of the two Fréchet algebras; however,
since C™(S, E|g) is nuclear, the injective &, and projective &, tensor products coincide, which is why we do
not use a subscript. Consider now ¥~ °°(S, E|g), also a nuclear Fréchet algebra, and let

Ae,(M, E) == (C(Q)a0(S, B|g))<* K

g% (M, E) is a Fréchet algebra, with product denoted by *. Let ke g% (M, E) and consider the operator 75 on
L?(M, E) given by

(3.3) (Tee)(gs) = /G /S gh(gg 5, 8)g ~\e(d's')ds'dg’

This is a bounded G-equivariant operator with smooth G-equivariant Schwartz kernel given by

k(gs,g's") = gk(g~ ¢ 5,8 )g'

where the g and g"~1 on the right hand side are used in order to identify fibers on the vector bundle E. The
assignment k — 77 is injective and satisfies

1

TpoTy =Ty

Consider the subalgebra of the bounded operators on L?(M, E) given by
(T}, ke AG(M, E)}

endowed with the Fréchet algebra structure induced by the injective homomorphism k— T;. It is easy to see
that this algebra is precisely equal to the algebra we have considered in the previous subsection, S& (M, E) =
{Sk, k € A (M, E)}. Thus, in formulae,

(3.4) Se(M,E) = {T;, k € AL(M, E)}.

Summarizing: using the slice theorem we have realized S& (M, E) as a projective tensor product of convolution
operators on G and smoothing operators on S. This preliminary result puts us in the position of enlarging the
algebra S&(M, E) and obtain a subalgebra dense and holomorphically closed in C*(M, E)¢.

To this end we give the following definition.

Definition 3.2. Let A(G) a set of functions on G. We shall say that A(G) is admissible if the following
properties are satisfied:

(1) A(G) is a Fréchet space and there are continuous inclusions C°(G) C A(G) C L*(G);
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(2) the action by convolution defines a continuous injective map A(G) — C*(G) which makes A(G) a
subalgebra of C*(G);
(3) A(G) is holomorphically closed in C}(G)

We can then consider _
Aa(M, E) := (A(G)&0 (S, E|)) "
a Fréchet algebra and for ke Ag (M, E) the bounded operator T3 on L?*(M, E) given by

(3.5) (Tee)(gs) = /G /S gh(g™g 5, 8)g ~\e(g's')ds'dg’

The operator T5 is an integral operator with G-equivariant Schwartz kernel s given by r(gs, g's") = g%(g_lg’, s,8)g "1,

Since A(G) — C;(G), with A(G) acting by convultion, we see that T} is L?-bounded.

Definition 3.3. We define Aq(M, E) as the subalgebra of the bounded operators on L*(M, E) given by
Ac(M, E) := {T;, k € Ag(M,E)}.

We endow Aq(M, E) with the structure of Fréchet algebra induced by the injective homomorphism k— T%.

Proposition 3.6. Under the assumptions (1)-(3) for A(G) appearing in Definition [3.2 the following holds:

(i) We have a continuous inclusion of Fréchet algebras
(3.7) S&(M,E) C Aq(M,E)

(ii) Ag(M, E) is a dense subalgebra of C*(M, E)S and it is holomorphically closed.
Proof. (i) The continuous inclusion of Fréchet algebras S&(M, E) C Ag(M, E) follows immediately from (B.4)).
(i) The fact that Ag (M, E) is a dense subalgebra of C*(M, E)¢ is proved precisely as in [I5, Lemma 3.6];
the property of being holomorphically closed follows easily from the hypothesis that A(G) is holomorphically

closed in C*G and the well known fact that U~°°(S, F|g) is holomorphically closed in the compact operators
of L*(S, E|s). O

Definition 3.4. Let G be a Lie group and let L be a length function on G. We consider
(3.8) HX(G)={f e L*G) : / (1 + L(x))?*|f(z)>dz < 400 Vk € N}
G

endowed with the Fréchet topology induced by the sequence of seminorms

(3.9) vie(f) = (L + L)* f| 2
We shall say that the pair (G, L) satisfies the Rapid Decay property (RD) if there is a continuous inclusion
HE(G) = CX(G).

For conditions equivalent to the one given here, see [4]. We also recall that if G satisfies (RD) then G is
unimodular. See [I7].

Proposition 3.10. Let G be a Lie group with |mo(G)| < oo; we can and we shall choose L to be the length
function associated to a left-invariant Riemannian metric. Assume additionally that G satisfies (RD) (with
respect to this L). Then

(3.11) HX(G) = {f € L*G) : /G(1 + L(z))%*| f(x)|?dx < +00}

satisfies the properties (1) (2) (3) given in Definition[32. Consequently, for G with |mo(G)| < oo and with the
(RD) property, there exists a subalgebra of C*(M, E)¢, denoted S (M, E), which consists of integral operators,
is dense and holomorphically closed in C*(M, E)Y and contains S&(M, E) as a subalgebra.

Proof. The fact that H7°(G) is not only contained in C}(G), via convolution, but in fact a subalgebra of it,
follows from [19]. Hence H{°(G) satisfies the properties (1) and (2) given in Definition The fact that
this subalgebra is holomorphically closed is proved as in [I8]. The rest of the proposition then follows from
Proposition O
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Example 3.12. Examples of Lie groups that satisfy property RD, and to which our theory applies, are:
1. The abelian group R satisfies (RD). In this case the algebra H7°(R™) associated to the length function
defined by the Euclidean metric is the algebra of rapidly decaying functions on R™.
2. Connected semisimple Lie groups satisfy property (RD), c.f. [4], for example G = SL(2,R). In this case
the algebra H°(G) is closely related to Harish-Chandra’s Schwartz algebra C(G), see below.

Remark 3.13. We have just seen that if G is semisimple then by choosing A(G) = H°(G) we obtain a
holomorphically closed subalgebra S (M, E) C C*(M, E)®. Notice that there are other algebras that can be
considered. For example, we can consider as in [15] the Harish-Chandra Schwartz algebra C(G) C C(G). This
is a holomorphically closed subalgebra of C(G), c.f. [22], which is made of smooth functions acting by convo-
lution. The corresponding algebra Cq(M, E) C C*(M, E)€ is a subalgebra of C*(M, E)“ with elements that
are in fact smoothing operators. One can prove, see [31] §IL1.9], that C(G) C H°(G) and thus, consequently,
Ce(M,E) C 8 (M, E). Notice that Hochs and Wang have proved that the heat operator exp(—tD?) is an
element in Ci(M, E). Hence exp(—tD?) € SF (M, E).

4. INDEX CLASSES
From now on we shall make constant use of the identification A% (M, E) = S&(M, E).

4.1. The index class in K,(C*(M, E)%). We consider as before a closed even-dimensional manifold M with
a proper cocompact action of G. Let D a G-equivariant odd Zs-graded Dirac operator. Recall, first of all,
the classical Connes-Skandalis idempotent. Let @, be a G-equivariant parametrix of GG-compact support with
remainders Sy ; here the subscript ¢ stands for symbolic. Consider the 2 X 2 matrix

2
(4 P (sThe SHIE).

This produces a class
(4.2) Inde(D) := [P,] — [e1] € Ko(AS(M, E)) with e := ( oY )

To understand where this definition comes from, see for example [6].
Recall now that AS (M, E) C C*(M, E)©.

Definition 4.1. The C*-index associated to D is the class Indc(ar, ) (D) € Ko(C*(M, E)) obtained by taking
the image of the Connes-Skandalis projector in Ko(C*(M, E)%).
Unless absolutely necessary we shall denote this index class simply by Ind(D).

Remark 4.3. If we are in the position of considering a dense holomorphically closed subalgebra Ag(M, E)
of C*(M,E)% as in the previous section, then we can equivalently take the image of the Connes-Skandalis
projector in Ko(Ag (M, E)) (recall that, by construction, A% (M, E) C Ag(M, E) C C*(M, E)%). For example,
if G satisfies (RD) and |m(G)| < oo, then we can take the C*-index class as the image of the Connes-Skandalis
projector in Ko(S (M, E)).

Remark 4.4. There are other representatives of Ind(D) € Ko(C*(M, E)¢) that can be of great interest.
For example, as in Connes-Moscovici [6], we can choose the parametrix (which is not of G-compact support)

—exp(—iD- D+
Qy == =220 D) ht ohtaining T — Qu D+ = exp(— 5D~ D*), I — D¥Qy = exp(—3D*D").
This particular choice of parametrix produces the idempotent
—-D~D* —ip-p+ (I—e*DiD_+) D~
(45) o={ S . DD
€7§D D DJr I_efD D
We call this the Connes-Moscovici idempotent. One can also consider the graph-projection [ep] — [e1] €

Ko(C*(M, E)%) with ep given by
. ( (I+D-D") ! (I+D-D")"'D~ >
D= .

(4.6) DH(I+D-D*)~' D+(I+D-D*)'D-
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Finally, following Moscovici and Wu [25], we can consider the projector

(4.7) P(D) = ( S:g}; S+(f_+§z+)7) )

with P =u(D-DT)D~, S =1—-PD", S_ =1— D"P and u(z) := u(x?) with u € C°°(R) an even function
with the property that w(r) = 1 —2z2u(z) is a Schwartz function and w and u have compactly supported Fourier
transform. One proves easily that P(D) € Mayo( AL (M, E)) (with the identity adjoined). It is not difficult to
prove that

Ind(D) := [P,] = [e1] = [Vp] — [e1] = [ep] — [e1] = [P(D)] — [e1] in Ko(C*(M, E)“).

The advantage of using the Connes-Moscovici projection, the graph projection or the Moscovici-Wu projection
is that Getzler rescaling can be used in order to prove the corresponding higher index formulae. This is crucial
if one wishes to pass, for example, to manifolds with boundary. However, in this paper we shall concentrate
solely on closed manifolds and will rather use the approach to the index theorem given in [27]; this employs the
algebraic index theorem in a fundamental way.

4.2. The index class in K,(C*(G)). There is a canonical Morita isomorphism M between K, (C*(M, E)%)
and K, (C;(@)). This is clear once we bear in mind that C*(M, E)% is isomorphic to K(€); however, for reasons
connected with the extension of cyclic cocycles, we want to be explicit about this isomorphism. We assume
the existence of a dense holomorphically closed subalgebra A(G) C C;(G) and follow Hochs-Wang [15]. Let
Ac(M, E) be the dense holomorphically dense subalgebra of C*(M, E)¢ corresponding to A(G), as defined in
Subsection Define a partial trace map Trg : Ag(M, E) — A(G) associated to the slice S as follows: if
foke(AG)RU~>(S, Elg))E*K then

Trs(f @ k) := fTe(Ty) = f/Str k(s, s)ds,

with T denoting the smoothing operator on S defined by k and Tr(T}) its functional analytic trace on L?(S, E|g).
It is proved in [I5] that this map induces the Morita isomorphism M between K, (C*(M, E)¢) and K.(C(G)).
We denote the image through M of the index class Ind(D) € Ko(C*(M)%) in the group Ko(C(G)) by
Indc:(g)(D). There are other, well-known descriptions of the latter index class: one, following Kasparov,
see [20], describes the C*(G)-index class as the difference of two finitely generated projective C*(G)-modules,
using the invertibility modulo CG)-compact operators of (the bounded-tranform of) D; the other description
is via assembly and K K-theory, as in [2]. All these descriptions of the class Indc.()(D) € Ko(Cy(G)) are
equivalent. See [29] and [28, Proposition 2.1].

5. CYCLIC COCYCLES AND PAIRINGS WITH K-THEORY

5.1. Cyclic cohomology. In this subsection we shortly review the basic complex computing cyclic cohomology.
Let A be a unital algebra. The space of reduced Hochschild cochains is defined as

~a(A) := Homg(A ® (4/C1)*,0C)
and is equipped with the Hochschild differential b : C* j(A) — C¥L'(A) given by the standard formula
k

br(ag,...,ax41) == Z(—l)iT(ao, @i - ag) + (=D (agao, .. ag—1).
i=0
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The cyclic bicomplex is given by

O?cd (A)

where B : C* (A) — C%'(A) denotes Connes’ cyclic differential

k—1

BT(ao, e ,ak_l) = Z(—l)(k_l)iT(l, AjyeveyQf—1,00,. .. ,ai_l).
=0

We denote the total complex associated to this double complex by CC®(A). When A is not unital, we consider
the unitization A = A @® C, and compute cyclic cohomology from the complex CC*(A) := CC*(A)/CC*(C).

Finally, let us close by mentioning that the structure underlying the definition of cyclic cohomology is that
of a cocyclic object: this is a cosimplicial object (X*®,0°,0°) equipped with an additional cyclic symmetry
t" : X™ — X" of order n+ 1 satisfying well-known compatibility conditions with respect to the coface operators
0 and degeneracies o, c.f. [24]. For the cyclic cohomology of an algebra the underlying cosimplicial object is
given by X* = CF(A) with coface and degeneracies controlling the Hochschild complex. The additional cyclic
symmetry ¢t underlying cyclic cohomology is simply the operator which in degree k cyclically permutes the k+ 1
entries in a cochain 7 € C*(A).

5.2. The van Est map in cyclic cohomology. Let G be a unimodular Lie group with |mo(G)| < co. In this
subsection we describe, following [20] 27], how to obtain cyclic cocycles from smooth group cocycles. In this, we
can work with two algebras: C2°(G), the convolution algebra of the group, and A¢, (M), the algebra of invariant
smoothing operators with cocompact support. In order to simplify the notation we take the vector bundle F to
be the product bundle of rank 1.

We start with the following well-known remark: inspection of the differential [2:2)) shows that the cochain
complex (C%4(G),0) computing smooth group cohomology H3;(G) comes from an underlying cosimplicial
structure given by coface maps 0 and codegeneracies o7 defined on the vector space of homogeneous smooth
group cochains C3,4(G). This simplicial vector space can be upgraded to a cocyclic one by the cyclic operator
t:C®* — C* given by

(tf)(g()5 s agk) = f(gk;g(); s agk*1)5 f € Oglﬂ‘(G)

As seen above, the Hochschild theory of this cocyclic complex is just the smooth group cohomology. The
associated cyclic theory is given by @,-, H3iz' (G).

Let us now describe the associated cyclic cocycles on the convolution algebra C2°(@). Instead of using the full
complex of smooth group cochains, we shall restrict to the quasi-isomorphic subcomplex Cgig \(G) C C3is(G)

of cyclic cochains, i.e., cochains ¢ € Cé“iﬂ(G) satisfying

0(907 cee 79/@) = (_1)kc(gk7907 cee 7gk—l)'

Let ¢ € C%4(G) be a smooth homogeneous group cochain. Define the cyclic cochain 7. € C*(C°(G)) by

(5.1) 5 (ag, - . ., ay) 3:/ k0(6791791927---791"'9k)a0((91"'gk)fl)al(gl)'"ak(gk)dgl"'dgk-
GX
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Next up is the algebra AZ (M) of invariant smoothing operators with cocompact support. Again given a smooth
homogeneous group cochain ¢ € Cé“iﬂ(G), we now define a cyclic cochain on this algebra by the formula

Ty(kOw--akn) ::/ / X(wO)'"X(wn)kO(:EOuglxl)'"kn(xna(gl"'gn)_le)
G Xk M><(k+1)

c(e, 91,9192, -, 91+ gn)dxo - - - drpdgy - - - dgn,.

(5.2)

Proposition 5.3. The following holds true:

i) The map ¢ — 7€ defined above is a morphism of cochain complexes and therefore induces a map
Vs : Hig(G) = HC®*(CX(G)).
ii) The map ¢ — M defined above is a morphism of cocyclic complezes and therefore induces a map
Uy Hg(G) = HC®(AG(M)).
Proof. Both of the statements are already known: for the first one, see |26, §1.3], and [27, §2.2] for the second. [

Example 5.4. In Example2Idwe discussed the smooth group 2-cocycles for G = R?, G = SL(2,R), associated
to the area forms of the homogeneous space G/K, equal to R? and H? respectively. Let us now consider the
cyclic cocycles defined by these forms via the construction (B.Il) above. For G = SL(2,R) this gives the following
cyclic 2-cocycle on C°(SL(2,R):

TSEER)(fo f1) fa) = /SL(2 N /SL(2 N fo((9192) ") f1(g1) f2(g2) Area: (A* (€, 1, §2))dg1 dga

This is exactly the cyclic cocycle considered by Connes in [5 §9]. For G = R? we get a cyclic 2-cocycle
on C°(R?) (with convolution product) given by the same formula with the hyperbolic area replaced by the
Euclidean area, and integrations being over R? instead of SL(2,R), again considered in [5, §9]. After Fourier
transform f — f this cocycle takes the usual form

Tw(fo, 1, f2) = /R2 fodfi Ndfs, for fo, f1, f2 € CZ(R?).

5.3. Extension properties. In the previous subsection we have constructed cyclic cocycles 7& on C°(G) and
™ on A& (M) from a homogeneous smooth group cocycle c. (Recall, once again, that for notational convenience
we are taking F to be the product rank 1 bundle.) In §3:2 we have given sufficient conditions on G ensuring
that these algebras embed into holomorphically closed subalgebras A(G) and Ag(M) of the reduced group
C*-algebra and of the Roe algebra. Now we want to discuss the extension properties of these cocycles. Assume,
quite generally, that we are given a subalgebra A(G) as in Definition B.2] with associated algebra of operators
on L?(M) denoted, as usual, as Ag(M). First we have:

Proposition 5.5. Let c € C(’jiﬁy)\(G) be a smooth group cocycle. Then we have:

7 extends to A(G) <= M eatends to Ag(M)

C

Proof. Recall that the algebra Ag (M) is constructed from the choice of A(G) C C*(G) by the slice theorem:
an invariant kernel k& belongs to Ag (M) if the function
];(ga 51, 82) = k(817982)

belongs to (A(G)&W (S, E|s))*K. These functions k;(g;, zi, Zis1),i = 0,...n—Land k,((g1 - gn) "', &n, o)
are used in the formula (52)) for the cocycle 7. Since the cut-off function y has compact support, performing
the integrations over M in equation (5.2), we end up with the pairing of an element in A(G)®*+1) with the
group cocycle ¢ as defined in (5). But then it is clear that 7 is well-defined on Ag (M) if and only if 7& is
well-defined on A(G). O

For the following, recall from §23] the explicit form (2I2) of the van Est isomorphism mapping a closed
invariant form o € QF (G/K) to a smooth group cocycle J(a) € Ck«(G). For notational convenience, we will
& and 7M instead of Tf(a) and T%a).

drop the J in the description of the associated cyclic cocycles, writing 7,
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Proposition 5.6. Let G be a Lie group with finitely many connected components and satisfying the rapid decay
property (RD). Assume that G/K is of non-positive sectional curvature. Then the cocycle TC associated to a
closed invariant differential form o € QF (G/K) extends continuously to H°(G). Consequently, the cyclic
cocycles M extends to S (M).

Proof. Recall the definition of the smooth group cocycle J(a) € Cko(G) defined in [ZIZ), satisfying the
polynomial estimates of Theorem This, together with the rapid decay property of GG, ensures we can
follow the line of proof of [6, Prop. 6.5], where the analogous extension property is proved for certain discrete
groups. To show that the cyclic cocycle 7, extends continuously to the algebra H{°(G), we need to show that
it is bounded with respect to the seminorm vy in ([9) defining the Fréchet topology, for some k € N. Let
aog, .- ar € HP(G), and write ao := |ag|, ai(g) := (1 + d(g))*|ai(g)|, i = 1,...,k. Then we can make the
following estimate:

175 (ao, - . - ar)| <C ka(l +d(g1))" - (L4 d(gr)¥lao((g1 -~ gr) "D - lar(gr)] - lar(gr)ldgy - - - dgi

=C(ag * ...*ag)(e)

<Cllag * ... * ELk||C;(G)

<Cllaollcsa) - llarlle: @)

SCD]H_l’/p(dO) vp(ar) = CD]H_l’/p-i-k (ao) - vpyr(ak).

In this computation we have used the fact that the Plancherel trace a — a(e) on the convolution algebra has a
continuous extension to O} (G), together with the rapid decay property: ||al[c»(a) < D|[(1+ d)Pal|r2, for some
p. Altogether, this proves the proposition. 0

5.4. Pairing with K-theory. Cyclic cohomology was originally developed by Connes to pair with K-theory
via the Chern character. Let us recall this construction: let 7 = (79,72, ..., 72r) € CC?(A) be a cyclic cocycle
of degree 2k on a unital algebra A, and [p] — [¢] an element in Ky(A) represented by idempotents p,q € My (A).
The number

k

-l 7) = Y02 ( (0= Lpe)) = (10— J0)) )

n=0

where tr : My (A)®2+1) — A®(+1) g the generalized matrix trace, is well-defined and depends only on the
(periodic) cyclic cohomology class of 7.

Proposition 5.7. Let ¢, A(G) and Ag(M) as in Proposition [5.3, and assume that 7€, and therefore M
extends. Then, under the Morita isomorphism M : Ko(C*(M, E)Y) = Ko(CH(@Q)), we have the equality:

() = la), 72") = (M([p] = laD), 77) -

Proof. Recall that the isomorphism M : K (C*(M, E)¢) — K(C;(G)) is implemented by the partial trace map
Trs : Ag(M,E) — A(G) on the respective dense subalgebras. By the abstract Morita isomorphism M, it
suffices to consider a simple idempotent e = e; ® ea € M, (Ag(M, E)) so that Trg(e) = Trg(ez)e; yields an
idempotent in M, (A(G)), where we have extended Trg to matrix algebras in the usual way by combining with
the matrix trace.

Because we know that the cyclic cohomology class of 7, is independent of the choice of a cut-off function,
the pairing with K-theory does not depend on this choice either so we can choose the family x. constructed in
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Lemma 2] and take the limit as € | 0:

<[6],Ty>=13ig%éxkﬁ4x(k+l) Xe(20) -+ Xe(n)e(To, 121) -+ (T (91~ gn) ™' 20)

c(e, 91,9192, -, 91+ - gn)dxg - - - dpdgy - - - dgn,

2k)! _
:% /ka /sx<k+1) e(zo, g121) - e(Tn, (g1 gn) o)

cle, 91,9192, -, 91+ gn)dxo - - - dxpdgy - - - dgn,

2k)! _
:(kl) “5(62“'62)/G elgr)-el(gr-gn) Yele, g1, 9192, ---,91+ - gn)dgr - - dgn,

=(M(e)].75),

where, to go to the last line, we have used the fact that e2 = e, is an idempotent. This completes the proof. [

6. HIGHER C*-INDICES AND GEOMETRIC APPLICATIONS

6.1. Higher C*-indices and the index formula. Let M and G be as above, with M even dimensional. Hence
G is a unimodular Lie group with |mo(G)| < oo. (For the time being we do not put additional hypothesis on
G.) Let E be an equivariant complex vector bundle. Consider an odd Zs-graded Dirac type operator D acting
on the sections of E. We have then defined the compactly supported index class Ind.(D) € Ko(AZ%(M, E)).
Let o € HGEM(G) and let ¥y (o) € HCV (AL (M, E)) be the cyclic cohomology class corresponding to c. We
know that, in general, we have a pairing

(6.1) Ko(AG(M,E)) x HCV*"(AG(M,E)) — C
We thus obtain, through ¥y, : H},5(G) — HC®*(AZL(M, E)), a pairing
(6.2) Ko(AG(M, E)) x Hiig"(G) — C

In particular, by pairing Ind.(D) € Ko(A& (M, E)) with a € H;5"(G) we obtaining the higher indices
Ind; o(D) := (Ind.(D), Ypr(e)) , «€ HEF(G).
On the other hand, we can also take the image of a through the van Est map @ : H35(G) — H (M); recall

mv

that this is nothing but the pull-back through the classifying map ¥y : M — G/K once we identify H3,4(G)
with H? (G/K). The following theorem is proved in [27]:

nv

Theorem 6.3 (Pflaum-Posthuma-Tang, c.f. [27]). Let M, G and D as above. In particular, M is even dimen-
sional. Let « € H$§(G). Then the following identity holds true:

(6.4) Ind (D) = / Xam(m) AS(M) A @ ()

M
with AS(M) the Atiyah-Singer integrand on M: AS(M) = fAl(M7 VM)A CH (E,VE).
Equivalently,

(6.5) Ind. (D) = /M X (m) AS(M) Ay, ()

if we identify H3q(G) and HS (G/K) via the van Est isomorphism, c.f. Remark[2.7]

mv

We now make the fundamental assumption that G satisfies the rapid decay property and that G/K is of
non-positive sectional curvature. Let Sg(M, E) C C*(M, E)“ be the dense holomorphically closed subalgebra
defined by the rapid decay algebra Hp°(G) C Cj(G). Thanks to the results of the previous Section we can
extend the pairing ([6.2)) to a pairing

(6.6) Ko(SE (M, E)) = Ko(C*(M, E)®) x Hi"(G) — C

obtaining in this way the higher C*-indices of D, denoted Ind, (D). These numbers are well defined and
can be computed by choosing a suitable representative of the class Ind(D) € Ko(C*(M, E)“). Choosing the
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Connes-Skandalis projector we can apply again the index formula of Pflaum-Posthuma-Tang, obtaing for each
a € H3E*(G) the C*-index formula

(6.7) Inda (D) = /M yar(m) AS(M) A Gy (a) .

Notice that we also have a pairing

(6.8) Ko(C2 (@) x HOV™ (C2(G)) — ©

and thus, through the homomorphism Vg : H34(G) — HC*(CX(G)), a pairing
(6.9) Ko(C2(G)) x Hg"(G) — C
According to the results of the previous section this pairing extends to a pairing
(6.10) Ko(C2H(@)) x HE"(G) — €

if G satisfies (RD). In particular, we can define the C(G)-indeces Indc= () (D) by pairing Inde-(q) (D) €
Ko(CH@)) with o € H3E"(G). Moreover, from Proposition 5.7 we get the following equality:

(6.11) (Ind(D), ¥ps (@) = (Indc;: () (D), Ta ()
which means that

(6.12) Indgx(@),a(D) = Indo (D) Vo € Hig" (G)
and thus, thanks to ([6.7), we can state the following fundamental result:

Theorem 6.13. Let G be a Lie group satisfying the properties stated in the introduction: |mo(G)| < oo, (RD)
and EG of non-positive curvature. Let o« € H35"(G). Then there is a well-defined associated higher C;(G)-index
IndC:(G)ﬁa(D) and the following formula holds:

(6.14) IndC;f(G),a(D) = /M X (m) AS(M) A @ pr(a) .

Equivalently, if we identify H$,4(G) and HY,(G/K) = HS,,(EG) via the van Est isomoprhism, then

IndC:(G))a(D) :/ X (m) AS(M) Ay o
M

For a = 1, the associated cyclic cocycle (G.1)) is just the Plancherel trace 7¢(f) = f(e) on C}(G), and
the Theorem reduces to the L?-index theorem first proved by Wang in [32]. Remark that in this case the
trace extends to C*(G) without problems, so the assumptions on the curvature of G/K and property (RD) are
unnecessary.

6.2. Higher signatures and their G-homotopy invariance. Let M and N two orientable G-proper mani-
folds and let f : M — N be a G-homotopy equivalence. Let us denote by D}F" and D}F" the corresponding
signature operators. Then, according to the main result in [I0] we have that

(6.15) Indc: () (D3f") = Indes () (DRE")  in Ko(CF(G)).
Consequently, from (6.14]), we obtain the following result, stated as item (i) in Theorem [[Hin the Introduction:

Theorem 6.16. Let G be a Lie group satisfying the properties stated in the introduction: |mo(G)| < oo, (RD)
and EG of non-positive curvature. Let M and N are two orientable G-proper manifolds and assume that
there exists an orientation preserving G-homotopy equivalence between M and N. Let us identify H,q(G) and
HS (G/K) = H: (EG) via the van Est isomorphism. Then. for each o € HY (EG):

mv

/ xnt () L(M) A g = / xn(n) L(N) Ay
M N
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Proof. For even dimensional manifolds, this follows immediately from the previous discussion. For the odd-
dimensional case we argue by suspension. Thus, let M be an orientable odd dimensional G-proper manifold.
We endow M with a G-invariant riemannian metric gp;. Consider R and the natural action of Z on it by
translations (this is a free, proper and cocompact action). Taking the product of M and R we obtaining the
even dimensional (G x Z)-proper manifold M x R; it has compact quotient equal to M /G x S*. We endow M x R
with the (G x Z)-invariant metric gps+dt?. Consider the dual group T := Hom(Z, U(1)). The signature operator
on M x R defines an index classe in the group Ko(C*(M x R)“*%) which is isomorphic to Ko(C*(G)QC(T*)).
Consider the generator d' of H'(Z;Z) C H*(Z;C) and let d := %d’ € H*(Z;C). We know that H*(Z;C)
can be identified with H}(FEZ;C) and that EZ = R; we denote by = : H*(Z;C) — Hj;(R;C) = H'(S') this
isomorphism. Consider EG x EZ = EG x R = G/K x R. To a € HS(G) = HXYEG) = HYY(G/K) we
associate

B:=a®Z(d) € HYG/K)® H}(R) = HY(G/K) @ H'(S").

mv mv

Now, on the one hand, we have natural homomorphisms

Uaxz : HYY(G/K) @ HY(SY) — HCO®V™ (CX(G)&C>(S1))

mnv

and
Uarwr - HRYG/K) @ HY(SY) = HC®V™ (AL, 5 (M x R))

mv

where we remark that A%, ,(M x R) = A% (M)®AS(R) and also that AS, (M x R) = C*(M x R)¢*Z. On
the other hand the classifying map s and the classifying map for the Z-action on R give together a smooth
(G x Z)-equivariant map ¥arxr : M x R = G/K x R. We can apply the Pflaum-Posthuma-Tang index theorem
and obtain, for the signature operator,

<1ndCZ(MxR>GXz(DMxR),\IfoR(B»:/G[SI XML(MxR)%(a)AE(d):/GXML(M)%(Q)ZU(M,CY).

If G satisfies (RD), then this formula remains true for the C*(M x R)9*Z index, because S (M)®@Sz(R), with
Sz(R) denoting the smooth Z-invariant kernels of R x R of rapid polynomial decay, is a dense holomorphically
closed subalgebra of C*(M x R)“*Z to which the pairing with W,/«r(3) extends. Consequently

<Indc*(c)®c(51)(DM><R)7 \IJGXZ(ﬂ)> = O.(M’ Oé) :

Now, if M and N are G-homotopy equivalent, then M x R and N x R are G x Z homotopy equivalent. Hence
the corresponding signature index classes in Ko(C*(G)®C(T")) are equal; thus

<Indc*<a>®c<51>(DMxR)a ‘I’ze(ﬁ)> = <Indc*(c)®c(sl)(DNxR)a ‘I’ze(ﬁ)>

This gives us
o(M,a) =c(N,a).

which is what we wanted to prove in odd dimension. g

6.3. Higher E—genera and G-metrics of positive scalar curvature. Let S be compact smooth manifold
with an action of a compact Lie group K. In general, the existence of a K-invariant metric of positive scalar
curvature on S is a more refined property than the existence of a positive scalar curvature metric on S; indeed, as
shown by Berard-Bérgery in [3], averaging a positive scalar curvature metric on S might destroy the positivity of
the scalar curvature. For sufficient conditions on K and on S ensuring the existence of such metrics see [23] [12].

If M is a G-proper manifold we can try to built a G-invariant positive scalar curvature metric on M through
a K-invariant positive scalar curvature metric on the slice S. This is precisely what is achieved in [I1]:

Theorem 6.17 (Guo-Mathai-Wang, c.f. [TI1]). Let G be an almost connected Lie group and let K be a mazimal
compact subgroup of G. If S is a compact manifold with a K -invariant metric of positive scalar curvature, then
the G-proper manifold G X S admits a G-invariant metric of positive scalar curvature.
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This result shows that the space of positive scalar curvature G-metrics on a G-proper manifold can be non-empty.

We can ask for numerical obstructions to the existence of a positive scalar curvature G-metric. Assume that
M has a G-equivariant spin structure and let @ be the associated spin-Dirac operator. Then one can show, see
again [I1], that

(6.18) Indg:()(0) =0 in K.(C;G).
The following result was stated as item (ii) in the main Theorem, Theorem [[L5 in the Introduction:

Theorem 6.19. Let G be a Lie group satisfying the properties stated in the introduction: |mo(G)| < oo, (RD)
and EG of non-positive curvature. Let M be a G-proper manifold admitting a G-equivariant spin structure.
Let us identify H3,5(G) and HY(G/K) = H3(EG) via the van Est isomoprhism. If M admits a G-invariant
metric of positive scalar curvature, then

~

A(M, a) = /M xar(m) ACM) A 0 = 0
for each o € HY,,(EG).

Proof. The even dimensional case follows directly from our C*-index formula and from (GI8). In the odd
dimensional case we argue by suspension, as we did for the signature operator. It suffices to observe that if
M is an odd dimensional G-proper manifold admitting a G-equivariant spin structure and a G-invariant metric
of positive scalar curvature gps, then M x R is an even dimensional (G X Z)-proper manifold with a (G x Z)-
equivariant spin structure and with a (G x Z)-invariant metric gys + dt? which is of positive scalar curvature
too. Consequently, the analogue of (6I8)) holds for the spin Dirac operator on M X R and so, arguing as for

the signature operator, we finally obtain that A(M,«) := Jos xar(m) A(M) Ay = 0 as required. O
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