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1. OVERVIEW

The course is about the Atiyah-Singer Index Theorem. Its statement is given below,
although it may not make sense at the moment; the beginning of the course will intro-
duce the necessary ingredients.

Theorem 1.1 (Atiyah-Singer). The index of a Dirac operator D of a Clifford module &
over a compact, oriented manifold M of even dimension is
ind(D) = f A(M)ch(&/S).
M
For now, the interesting thing to take away about this theorem is that it relates two
things that don't seem like they should be related. The left hand side

“graded dimension of D”

ind(D):=
ind(D) {dim(kerD*)—dimcoker(DJr)

is an analytic object. Meanwhile, the right hand side can be written in terms of the cap
product pairing on M as

f AM)ch(8/S)=([A(M)ch(&/S)],IM]).
M

That makes it clear that it is a fopological quantity. It is also “local” in the sense that
integration is computed locally.

. —~ 1/2 )
Remark 1.2. To elaborate a bit more on the formula, A(M) = det(sin}fl/ ; /2) where R is
the Ricci curvature of M.

Even the form of the equation immediately yields interesting information. For ex-
ample, it is obvious that the left hand side is an integer and highly non-obvious that the
right hand side is an integer. So if, for example, you compute fM A(M)ch(&/S)and you
don’t get an integer, you can deduce that the hypotheses were false (this would give, for
instance, a proof that M is not orientable).

The Atiyah-Singer index theorem encompasses many other important results.

Chern-Gauss-Bonnet. The Chern-Gauss-Bonnet formula is

x(M)=f PA(R).
M

This is a special case of the Atiyah-Singer index theorem. For now, let’s content our-
selves with figuring out what the corresponding objects (D, &) in the index theorem
should be. How can we realize the Euler characteristic as the index of some operator
on a vector bundle? We should take the bundle & = /\' T*M and D =d + d*.

Since D is self-adjoint by construction, ker D = ker D? = ker A. By Hodge theory, this
is H3p(M). Then ind(D) is the graded dimension of Hj,(M), which is the alternating
sum of the Betti numbers, and that is the Euler characteristic. We’ll come back and
compute the right hand side later on in the course.
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Hirzebruch Signature Theorem. Suppose M is amanifold of dimension4k. The Hirze-
bruch signature theorem says that

G(M):f L(M)
M

where o (M) is the signature of M (the signature of the intersection form on H,;(M))

and L(M) = det( z225)".

Again, this is a special case of the Index theorem applied to the bundle & = /\' T*M
where D = d + d*, and kerD = H(;R(M ). This time, we take the graded dimension in-
duced by the Hodge *, normalized so that **> = 1. This graded dimension gives the

signature.

Hirzebruch-Riemann-Roch. If M is a Kdhler manifold and W — M is a holomorphic
vector bundle, then the Hirzebruch-Riemann-Roch formula says that

Xhol(W)= f Td(M)ch(W).
M
This is the Atiyah-Singer index theorem applied with & = /\0" T*M®W andD =040 .

Then ker D is essentially holomorphic sections, and ind(D) is the graded dimension,
which is the holomorphic Euler characteristic.
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Part 1. Geometric Preliminaries
2. CONNECTIONS

Definition2.1. Let E — M be a vector bundle. A covariant derivative is a map
V:T(M,E)—>T(M, T*M ® E)s
such that for f € C*°(M),
V(f-s)=df®s+f-Vs (Leibnizrule).

This is equivalent to the data of a connection on E, so we'll use the two terms inter-
changeably.

Denote Q°*(M,E)=T(M, /\° T*M ® E). Then we can extend V to an operator

V:Q'(M,E)—- Q" (M, E)

by the Leibniz rule: for « € Q¥(M) and s € Q*(M, E),
ViaAas)=dans+(-1) anVs
Definition 2.2. For v e [(T M), recall that there is a contraction operator
L Q(M)— Q7 (M)
defined by
Ly(vy,..., Up) = (v, vy, ..., Up).
For v eT(T M), we defineV, =, 0V.
Definition 2.3. The curvature of V is the form F € Q*(M,End(E)) defined
F(v,w)=V,V,—=V,V, =V, forv,wel(TM).
One has to check that F is linear over C°°(M), but this is easy.
Definition2.4. We call (E,V) flatif F =0.
Example2.5. If E =M x V is the trivial bundle, then d is a flat connection.

Example2.6. On E = M x V, aconnection takes the form d+A =V for A € Q!(M,End(E)).
Then F =dA+AAA.
Since any vector bundle is locally trivial, we have locally (E,V)= (M x V,d + A).

Definition 2.7. A metricon E — M is a map of vector bundles E ® E — R which is an
inner product upon restriction to fibers.

On global sections, this induces a map I'(E)® T'(E) — C*°(M).
Definition 2.8. Given (E,V,(—,—)) we say that V is compatible with (—,—) if
d{v,w)=(Vv,w)+(v,Vw)eQ(M).
Definition 2.9. For a connection V on T M, the forsion T is
T(v,w)=V,w—V,v—[v,w].

If T =0, then we say that V is forsion-free.
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It is a fact that given a metric on T M, there is a unique connection that is both
torsion-free and compatible. This is called the Levi-Civita connection.
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3. SUPER VECTOR BUNDLES

In this section we develop a formalism of “super vector bundles”, which are essen-
tially just Z/2-graded vector bundles, which will be useful for encoding sign issues.

3.1. Super vector spaces.
Definition 3.1. A super vector space is a Z/2-graded vector space:
E=E%"g Eodd
We might also denote E®*" = E+ = E® and E°¥ = E~=E.

Example3.2. We denote by R”” = R" @& R" .
S~ O~~~
even odd

Definition3.3. A super-algebrais an algebra A whose underlying vector space is a super
vector space whose multiplication respects the grading, i.e. E'® E/ — E'*/,

Example 3.4. (Exterior algebra) /\' V is a super-algebra, with

A vrer=A""v and (N v)y¥= odd

Example 3.5. (Clifford algebras) For (V, Q) a vector space V with quadratic form Q, we
can define the Clifford algebra

C(V,Q)=T(V)/{(vev+1-Q(v)).
Here T(V) is the tensor algebra. Since we've identified a degree 2 element with a de-
gree 0 element, the Clifford algebra is only Z/2-graded. Note that V c CI(V, Q) has odd
degree. This lets you figure out the grading of everything.
Definition 3.6. A super algebra is super-commutativeif for a, b € A,
a-b=(-1bp.q

where |a| =deg(a) € {0,1} and |b| =degb € {0, 1}.
Example3.7. /\' V is super-commutative. However, Cl(V, Q) is not super-commutative
in general.
3.2. Maps between super vector spaces. Let E, F be super vector spaces. Then

Hom(E, F)* =Hom(E*, V)@ Hom(E~, V")
and

Hom(E,F)” =Hom(E*,V")eHom(E~, VY.

Remark 3.8. There’s a more abstract formulation of things which makes this a little
more conceptual. There’s a symmetric monoidal category of vector spaces whose ob-
jects are super vector spaces, and morphisms are even maps. The signs comes from the
monoidal structure:

(E ® F)even — (Eeven ® Feven) ® (Eodd ® Fodd)

and
(E ® F)odd — (Eeven ® Fodd) ® (Eodd ® Feven)'
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The signs come from an isomorphism E® F & F ® E, sending e ® f — (—1)I/If @ e
which is built into the monoidal structure.

It may be worth remarking that if we forget this sign, then we obtain simply the usual
category of Z/2-graded vector spaces.

For a superalgebra A, the super-commutator of a, b € A is
[a,b]=ab—(-1)“"pa.
Notice that [-,—] =0 <= A is super-commutative.

Definition 3.9. A super trace on A is a linear map ¢: A — C or R vanishing on super-
commutators, i.e. ¢([a,b])=0foralla,b € A.

Example 3.10. For A=End(E), and a € A, we can define

str(a) = {tr(“'E+)—tr(alE-) a even

aodd
We claim that this is a super trace. Indeed, if a, b have opposite parity, then [a, b] is

odd so str([a, b]) = 0 tautologically. If a, b are even, then we may write a = (%+ ; )

and b = (b+ 0 ) and str([a, b]) =tr([a,, b, ])—tr([a_, b_])=0—0=0. Finally, if a, b are

0 b
odd then we may write
(0 a4 (0 by
(o ) o= )
bra_+a,b_ 0 )

[a’b]:( 0 b_a,+a_b,
Again, we see that str([a, b])=0.

Then

3.3. Hermitian super vector bundles.

Definition3.11. A hermitian super vector bundle is a super vector bundle E=Et® E~,
where E* and E~ are each equipped with a hermitian structure.

A consequence of the definition is that odd elements and even elements are auto-
matically orthogonal to each other.

Definition 3.12. A family of odd operators U € (M, End(E)) is self-adjoint if

0 Vv
U= (V* ' ) .
Example3.13. If E = \" T*M, then a family of odd operators is given by interior mul-
tiplication / contraction ¢, for v € (T M). Fixing a Riemannian metric on T M, we also

have Av*. These are odd, and ¢, + Av* is self-adjoint (really the point is that ¢, and Av*
are “adjoints,” but we haven't defined this).
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For a super vector bundle E — M, we can form the space Q°*(M, E) with a Z x Z/2-
grading. We get a total Z/2 grading from this by viewing the Z grading as a Z/2 grading,
and then summing. For example, Weyen ® Sodd € 2° (M, E)°4 if eyen € 26V (M) and
Soad €T(M, E°49),

Definition 3.14. A super connection on a super vector bundle is an odd map
A:Q(M,E)— Q' (M, E)

such that A(@ As)=daAs+(—1)%a A A(s), where ¢ € Q*(M) and s € Q*(M, E).

Example 3.15. If M is a point, then E is a super vector space, and a super connection

is an odd endomorphism of E. As we'll see soon, a Dirac operator is an odd endomor-
phism of a super Hilbert space.

Definition 3.16. The curvature of a super connection is A2 = Ao A.

Proposition 3.17. A? is linear over Q*(M), i.e. A?> € Q*(M,End(E)). Also, [A,A?] =0
(corresponding to the usual Bianchi identity A(F)=0).

Proof. Exercise. g

Note that A is determined by its restriction to I'(M, E) = Q% M, E). We can express
A as Zi A; where A;: Q%(M, E) — QI(M, E). If we look at the effect of the Leibniz rule,
then A, =V is an ordinary connection and A; € Q(M,End(E))°4.

From this description, we see that the space of super-connections is an affine space
for Q'(M,End(E))°%. This is analogous to the usual space of connections being an
affine space for Q°(M, End(E)).
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4. CHARACTERISTIC CLASSES

4.1. Chern-Weil Theory. One nice feature of the curvature tensor is that it gives dif-
ferential form representatives of characteristic classes of vector bundles; this is called
Chern-Weil theory. We'll briefly review it.

Definition4.1. Given a polynomial f(z), let
N
f(”)(O) )
A% =) ——— (A%
f(a?) ZO — (A%

Then str(f(A?)) € Q*(M).

Proposition 4.2. If A be a superconnection, then str(f(A?)) is a closed form of even de-
gree.
If A, is a one-parameter family of superconnections, then
(1) We have 4 p
A
2 t 2
E StI‘(f(At)) =d Str(wf/(At)) .
@) [str(f(A))] =[str(f(AD)] € H{3 (M) for Ag, Ay super connections on E — M.

The usual Chern-Weil theory uses a connection between the trace and the de Rham
d, and the analogous thing applies here.

Lemma 4.3. str([A, a]) =d str(a) for a € Q*(M;End(E)).
Proof. Locally, A=d + w. Then
str([d + w, a]) = str(d a) + str([w, a])

(since [d, a] is multiplication by da). Since w, a are endomorphism valued forms, and
a supertrace vanishes on commutators by definition, we have str([w, a]) = 0. To finish,
it is clear that str(d a) = d str(a). O]

Proof of Proposition[4.2, For the first part, the Lemma we have

d(str(f(A%) = str([A, f(AZ)])
=0

with the latter inequality following from the Bianchi identity. This shows that str(f(A?))
is closed.

The operator AZ is even, so f(A?)is even. Since str preserves degree, str f(A?) € Q°(X)
is even. Caution: f(A?)being does not mean that it doesn’t have “odd parts” (since they
can be valued in odd degree differential operators), but taking the supertrace kills those
parts.

(1) We claim that % str( f(a;)) = str( dda; f’(a;)). By linearity, it suffices to handle the
case f(z)=z". In that case, we have
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Here we must be careful with the order of things, since the operators aren’'t commuta-

tive. But by the cyclicity of the supertrace, this is 7 str( iloi‘t a’t"_l), as desired.

Our calculation shows that

2

d dA
— str(f(A?)) =str| —L f/(A?
Tost(f(ag)=s r( )
and %Af =A; % + ddAt’ A;=[A;, %]. So by repeated application of the Bianchi iden-
tity and the lemma (in that order),

d
= str(f(A2)) = str([At,

)
=d str(%f’(A?)).

(2) Let w=A; —A,. Take A; = Ay + tw. Then
1

str(dAtf/(At)z) dt.

str(f(AD)—str(f(A) =d f dr

0
n

Remark 4.4. Tt is useful to have this explicit expression for the form interpolating be-
tween str( f (Af)) and str(f (Ag)). This is sometimes called the Chern-Weil form.

Example4.5. If A=A, =V, then f(A?)is the usual Chern-Weil form of f.
4.2. Characteristic classes.
4.3. Chern classes. For f(z) = exp(—z), str(f(A)) is the Chern character of (E,A). Ex-
plicitly,
ch(E,A)= str(e_Az).

The cohomology class is actually independent of the choice of connection, so we may
just write ch(E) = [str(e ™).

If E = E* ® E~, with superconnection A = (E*,V¥) then ch(E,A) = ch(E*,V")—
ch(E~, V7).

Properties of the Chern character.
e ch(E® F)=ch(E)+ch(F).
e ch(E®F)=ch(E)— ch(F).
In fact, these even hold at the level of forms.

4.4. Genera.

Definition 4.6. We define the A genus of M to be
. R/2 \'?
A(V)=det| ————=
(V)=de (sinh(R /2))
where R = V2 (i.e. the curvature).
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Remark 4.7. You might wonder, where in the above definition does the supertrace ap-
pear? It’s hiding in the expression det(e4) = ™4,

Definition 4.8. With R = V? as before, the Todd class is

Td(V) = det ( eRR_ . ) .

Properties.
o A(Vo®V;)=A(Vo)AA(V,).
o Td(Vo@ V,)=Td(Vy)ATd(V).
Usually one considers A for real vector bundles, and Td for complex vector bundles.
For real vector bundles, A(V) € Q4 (M).

4.5. Back to the big picture.

Example 4.9. Recall the Hirzebruch-Riemann-Roch formula: for E — M a holomor-
phic vector bundle over a Kédhler manifold,

ind@+2")= J Td(M)ch(E).
M
The right hand side now makes sense.

Example 4.10. Recall the Hirzebruch signature formula:
o(M)=ind(d +d*) = J L(M).
M

1/2 . . .
Here L(M) = det(tanﬁ—(/;/z)) where V is some connection on T'M and R is the curva-
ture of V.

Remark 4.11. When not specified, the bundle in question is the tangent bundle.
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5. CLIFFORD ALGEBRAS

5.1. The Clifford algebra. Let V be a real vector space, Q a quadratic form on V' (pos-
sibly degenerate). There are three perspectives on what a Clifford algebra is.

(1) (Generators and relations) Let Cl(V, Q) be the algebra generated by V with rela-
tionsv-w+w-v=-2-Q(v, w).

(2) (Universal property) Cl(V, Q) is initial with respect to linear maps c: V — A to
an algebra A such that ¢(v)- c(w)+ c(w)- c(v)=—-2Q(v, w).

c

v A

A
\3!
cl(v,Q)

(3) (Quotient of tensor algebra) Cl(V, Q) is the following quotient of the tensor alge-
bra:

TWV)/{rew+wev=-—2Q(v,w)}.
The natural Z-grading on T(V) induces a Z/2-grading on CI(V, Q) = CI* (V)& Cl(V),
and V c ClI" (V).
There is an anti-automorphism of CI(V') determined by v — —v. (So it reverses the
order of a “word.”) We denote this by a — a*.
The natural action of O(V) on V extends to an action on CI(V).

5.2. Clifford modules. The exterior algebra /\' V carries an action of CI(V, Q) making
itinto a Clifford module. The action can be specified on V, provided that it satisfies the
necessary relations. Let ¢, denote contraction with Q(v,—) € V*. Then we define the
actionof ve V on /\' V via cl(v) := Av —t,. This is self-adjoint (see Example.

We get from this a symbol map CI(V) — /\' V sending a — cl(a)- 1 (the action). This
is not an algebra map, but it does give an isomorphism of Z/2-graded O(V)-modules
CIV)ZA\"V.

There’s a filtration on CI(V) with CI(V), =R, CI(V); =R & V, etc. and the associated
gradedis /\" V.

5.3. Bundles of Clifford modules. For M a Riemannian manifold, we have inner prod-
uct spaces (T, M, g) for each x € M, so we get a bundle of algebras CI(T M) whose fiber
atxeMisCl(T M, g).

Definition5.1. A bundle of Clifford modules on M is a super vector bundle E — M with
asmooth fiberwise action by CI(T' M), together with a hermitian metric and compatible
super-connection on E, i.e.

(1) Forall s;,s, €I'(E)and v €eI'(M,TM)cTI(M,CI(TM))we have
(cl(v)- 51, 82) +(s1,¢l(v)- 82) =0

and
(2) The connection A on E is compatible with the Levi-Civita connection V on
TM:forallvel (M, TM)

[A cl(v)]=cl(Vv)
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as operators on Q°(M, E).

The Clifford bundle has a symbol map o: C(TM) — /\' T M which is an isomor-
phism of Z/2-graded vector bundles.

Definition5.2. For E a Clifford module and W a Z/2-graded vector bundle with a super
connection A, call W ® E a twisted Clifford module with action Id®clg.
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6. DIRAC OPERATORS
6.1. Classical Dirac operators.

Definition 6.1. The Dirac operator associated to a Clifford module E (with ordinary
connection V¥) is the composition

metric

E
D :T(M,E)XST(M, T*M ® E) ™™ 1(M, TM ® E) 5 T(M, E).
In local coordinates we have

D :ch(dxi)vi,
i

s0[D, fl=cl(d ).
Example6.2. The exterior bundle E = /\' T M has a Clifford module structure from the
symbol map o. Explicitly, if v e [(T M) then cl(v) = v A—t,,.

Then the Dirac operator is

D(w)chl(ei)Viw =Zei /\Viw—ZLeiV,- w
i

1 4

~d d*
which is (d + d*)w if the connection is torsion-free.
6.2. Clifford superconnections and Dirac operators. We can also define a Dirac op-
erator for Clifford superconnections. Let E — M be a Clifford bundle. Recall that we
defined a symbol map o: CI(TM) = /\' T M. This induces an isomorphism (using the
metric as well)
o:Q(M,E)=T(M,CI(TM)®E).
For a Clifford superconnection A on E, we define the Dirac operator D, by the compo-
sition
—1
(M, E) 2 Q' (M, E) = T(M,CI(T M)® E)5T(M, E).
What does this look like in local coordinates? Locally, we may write

A=dx'®V,;+ Z dx'®A,.

Then

n

DA:ch(dxi)ébvi+ch(dx1)®A].
I

i=1

Proposition 6.3. For A a Clifford super-connection on E, we have

A?=RE 4+ FE/S
where RE € Q*(M,CI(T M)) — Q?(M,End(E)) is defined by

1
RE(es,ej)=7 D (Rlei,e))er, er)clle*)cl(e’).

k<t

and moreover FE/S € Q*(M,Endcyrp)(E)), i.e. is CT M)-linear.
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Remark 6.4. Roughly speaking, R¥ is a Clifford version of the curvature (of the Levi-
Civita connection), and F /S is what's left.

Proof. [A?,cl(a)] =[A,[A,cl(a)]]. By the property of being a Clifford superconnection,
this is
[A, cl(VECa)]=cl(VEC)2a)
=cl(Ra)
(computation) = [RE cl(a)]
which shows that [A2—RE cl(a)] =[FE/S,cl(a)]=0. O
Definition 6.5. We define the twisting curvature of E to be FE/S € Q*(M, Endcyrar(E)).

6.3. Index of a Dirac operator. For a Clifford module (E, A) suppose that D, is self-
adjoint. Then let D* = Dy |r(ys, +) SO

0 D~
o=(p %)
with (D*)*=D~.

Definition 6.6. We define the index of D to be
ind(D) := dimker D* —dim coker D*
and the superdimension of D to be
sdim(D):=dimker D* —dimker D ™.
Lemma6.7. IfD is self-adjoint, then ind(D)=sdim(D).
Proof. We have
sdim(ker D) = dim(ker D*)—dim(ker D7)
=dim(ker D*))—dim(ker(D*)*)
=dim(ker D")—dim(coker D*)
=ind(D)
O

Theorem 6.8 (Atiyah-Singer). The index of the Dirac operator of a Clifford module over
a compact, oriented, even-dimensional manifold M is

ind(D):(Zm')_”/zf A(M)-ch(FE/9).
M
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7. SPIN
7.1. The spin groups.

Definition 7.1. Let Pin(V) be the multiplicative subgroup of Cl(V') generated by V —
{0} c CI(V). Let Spin(V) =Pin(V)nCL(V)°.

Define a homomorphism Pin(V) — O(V) whose value on v € V such that ||v|| =1 is

X—v-x-vi=—v-x-v=x—2(x,0)0.

This element is in GL(V'), and from its form you can see that it is actually a reflection
through the plane perpendicular to v. Since Pin(V') is generated by v € V, we can pro-
duce any composition of reflections, so Pin(V) - O(V).

Furthermore, Spin(V) c CI(V)°, so its image is in SO(V), i.e.

Spin(V)—— Pin(V)

L

SO(V)——— 0O(V)
What's the kernel?

Proposition 7.2. There is an exact sequence
{#£1} — Spin(V) = SO(V).

Proof Sketch. The kernel consists of all elements of Spin(V') super commuting with all
x € V. Thatimplies (though we haven’t shown it yet) that the kernel consists of scalars,
because CI(V, Q) is a (super)simple algebra over itself. Then we just have to check that
the only scalars in Spin(V') are {£1}.

The map a — a*: Cl(V) — CI(V) is an anti-homomorphism. (For v € V, this takes
v— v~! =:v*) So anyscalar a € Spin(V) has the property that a* = a~!, but also a* = a
add TONY: [why?7?], hence scalars have order 2. O

Let Spin(k) = Spin(R¥) for R¥ with the standard metric.

Proposition7.3. Fork > 2, Spin(k) is connected and for k > 3, Spin(k) is simply-connected
and is the universal cover of SO(k).

Proof. From Proposition[7.2Jwe get a long exact sequence of homotopy groups

m1(Z/2) —— m(Spin(k)) — m;(SO(k)) —
o T MR =
" mo(Z/2) —— mo(Spin(k)) —— 7o(SO(k))

and we know that 77;(SO(k)) = Z/2 for k > 3. For k > 2, we need to connect %1 in Spin(k)
by a path. One such t — cost + e; e, sin t where ey, e, are linearly independent (so we
are obviously using k > 2 here.) This implies that 74(Z/2) — m(Spin(k)) is 0, verifying
connectedness.

For simply-connectedness, we have to check that 77(Z/2) — 7;(Spin k) is also 0. But
that is obvious.
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Corollary 7.4. We have Lie(Spin(V)) = Lie(SO(V)) = /\2 V.

For A=(a; ;) € Lie(SO(V)), A— % ZK]- a;je;e; € Lie(Spin(V)) gives an explicit inverse.

7.2. Spin structures. We will give three different (but equivalent) definitions of a spin
structure.

Definition 7.5. A spin structure on M is a Spin(n = dim M )-principal bundle Spin M —
M that is a double cover of the frame bundle SO(M) such that on fibers the covering
map is the double cover Spin(n) — SO(n). Equivalently,

Spln(M) XSpin(n) R'=TM.
If M has a spin structure, then it is called a spin manifold.

There are some topological obstructions to the existence of a spin structure. From
the short exact sequence
1—Z/2 - Spin(n)—SO(n)—1
and the associated long exact sequence in cohomology
H(m;Z/2) — H'1(M;Spin(n)) —— H(M;SO(n)) __
oo T —
T H(2/2)

we getaclass a € H!(M;SO(n)), classifying SO(M ), and its image under H'(M;SO(n)) —
H?(M;Z/2) is the Stiefel-Whitney class w,(M). It describes the obstruction of lifting
SO(n) to a Spin(n) bundle. Also, since M is oriented w;(M)=0. Therefore, we can also
define:

Definition7.6. M is spinif w,(M)= w,(M)=0. Its spin structures are then a torsor for
HYM;Z/2).

Finally, we have one last definition.

Definition 7.7. A spin structure on M is a bundle of Z/2-graded irreducible CI(T M)—
CI(R") bimodules.

Why are these definitions equivalent? The equivalence of the first two has already
been sketched. To compare the first and third, note that if Spin(M) is a spin structure in
the first sense, then we can form the bundle Spin(M ) X gpin(,) CI(R") which has a Clifford
action on the right and a CI(T M)-action on the left.

7.3. Spinor representation. Let V = (R”, (—,—)).
Definition 7.8. A chirality operatorisT € C{(V):=Cl(V)® C defined by

n/2 n even

I:=iPe...e,, =
PO P {(n+1)/2 n odd

and {e;} an orthonormal basis of V.
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Note that T2 =1, and

+vT nodd,
Tv=
—vI' neven.

For n even, we get a Z/2-grading on complex Clifford modules of C/(V):
E*={weE|Tw=+w}.

Definition7.9. A polarization of V ® C is a subspace P c V ® C such that
(1) Qc(w,w)=0for all w € P (where Q¢ is the C-bilinear complexification of Q)
2) VeC=PeoP.
We'll use a polarization to build a spinor representation.
Proposition 7.10. Ifdim V is even, then there exists a unique CI(V)-module § = 3* & 8~
such that
End(8)= Cl(V).

Definition 7.11. This § is called the spinor representation of C{(V).

Proof. Choose P C V ® C a polarization. Let § := A\"P. Let 7 = A*"P and §~ =
/\Oddl P. Then we define the action by

V2wAs weP

Cl(w)-s:{_ﬁ'st weP

for w e V@C c Cl(V)®C. Since such w generate C/(V), that determines the represen-
tation.

Then Cl(V)® C = End(8), and the latter is a simple algebra (this is just a general fact
about matrix algebras). Therefore, it has a unique irreducible module, whichis §. [

Proposition 7.12. There exists a unique inner product on 8 (up to scalars) making 8 a
self-adjoint CL(V)-module.

Proof. Exercise. U

Proposition 7.13. For dimV even, every Z/2-graded C{(V) module E is isomorphic to
Weg for W :=Hom(§, E).

Proof. We've already established that C/(V) = End($), and the result follows from the
linear algebra fact that any module for a matrix algebra takes this form. (We're sweeping
the Z/2-graded issue under the rug. That’s why there are subtleties in odd dimensions;
the linear algebra fact is true in general.) O

Definition 7.14. This W is called the twisting space for the C{(V)-module E.

Since Spin(V') c C£(V'), we can also view 8 as a Spin(V)-representation.
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7.4. Spinor bundles.
Definition 7.15. The spinor bundle on a manifold M is the associated bundle
B(M):= 8y := Spin(M) ®gpin(n) B-

From the C/(R")-action on §, we get a CI(T M) action on 8(M), so §(M)is a CI(T M)-
bundle.

Proposition 7.16. IfM is an even-dimensional spin manifold, then every Clifford mod-
ule E is a twisted spinor bundle, i.e. E= W ® 8 for W aZ/2-graded vector bundle.

Proof. Set W =Homgy 1) (8, E). Then the map
Homgyr,v)(8, E)®8 — E
taking w ® s — w(s) is an isomorphism. g

Connection on 8. The connection on § comes from the Levi-Civita connection on M.
Conceptually, the Levi-Civita connection on M induces a connection on SO(M), and
Spin(M) is a double cover (in particular, a local diffeomorphism) of SO(M ), hence in-
herits this connection. In local coordinates, if

AZ.LC ej= a)i.c ek
then

1 o
V’f:é’iJrEwajc‘cf
ik

where ¢’ =cl(e;).

Definition 7.17. The Dirac operator D is the Dirac operator on Spin(M) associated to
\%

Exercise7.18. Check that V?* is a Clifford superconnection.

7.5. Twisted spinor bundles. Let(W,A")be asuper vector bundle with super-connection
on a spin manifold M.

Proposition 7.19. A :=A" ®1+1® V? is a Clifford super-connection on W ® §.
Proof. This is just a computation:
(A cla)]=[A" @1+10 V%, 18cl(a)]
=18 [V? clla)]=1®cl(V*a)
=cl(Va).
O

Facts.

(1) Any Clifford super-connection on §® W is of this form. Combined with the fact
that all Clifford modules on a spin manifold are of this form, this completely
characterizes Dirac operators coming from Clifford modules on spin manifolds.

(2) For E=8@W, A?>=RT™ { FE/S and in this case FE/S = RW . In particular, F£/$
of E =8 vanishes (“the spinor bundle is untwisted”).
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8. DIFFERENTIAL OPERATORS

8.1. Differential operators on vector bundles.

Definition 8.1. We define the space of differential operators D(M, E) to be the subalge-
bra of End(I'(E)) generated by I'(M, End(E)) and Vx for any covariant derivative V and
X el (M, TM).

Here is an equivalent formulation.

Definition8.2. For E avector bundle and & its sheaf of sections, D(M, E) = Homg,y(&, &)
considered in the category of sheaves of vector spaces (rather than sheaves of C°°(M)-
modules).

The equivalence is not obvious; it involves local analysis patched together with par-
titions of unity.

There’s a useful filtration on D(M, E) according to the number of covariant deriva-
tives.

D;(M, E)= (T(M,End(E)}{V}, ...v}(j |j<i}).

We say that D is of order i if D is an ith order differential operator in local coordinates,
i.e. i the smallest integer such that D € D;(M, E) c D(M, E). Notice that by the Leibniz
rule, D is of order i if and only if for all f € C*°,

@d(f)'D =[f.1f,....[f,DIl...]
is of order zero, i.e. C°°(M)-linear.
Proposition 8.3. The associated graded of D(M, E) is Sym(T M) ® End(E).
Definition 8.4. If D has order k, then we define the symbol map
0 :=0: gr,(D(M, E))— Sym*(T M)® End(E)

by
o(D)(x,8)= lim t*(e" " De'f)(x) e End(E)

forxeM,Ee T M and d f(x)dual to &.
Proof. By the Leibniz rule, for D =aVy, ... Vx, we have
e pettt = (i) (X, 8) .. (Xp, &)+ O(tF ).
This gives the claimed isomorphism. 0

Identify I'(M,Sym*(T M)®End(E)) cT(T*M, =* End(E)) as the sections that are poly-
nomial on fibersof 7: T*M — M. We say thatan operator D is ellipticifo(D) e T(T*M, n* End(E))
is invertible away from the zero section of T*M.
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8.2. Generalized Laplacians.

Definition 8.5. A generalized Laplacian is a second-order differential operator H such
that o(H)(x,&) =|&|? for x € M,& € T(T M). (Implicitly, we use a metric to make sense
of the norm, and identify End(E)= E*® E*.)

Remark 8.6. Clearly any such H is elliptic.

Here are equivalent formulations of generalized Laplacians.
() [[H, f], f1==2|d f* for any f € C*°(M).
(2) Locally H looks like
H= —Z ij 0;0; + (first-order).
bJ metrlc tensor

The punchline is that the Dirac operator is a “square root” of the Laplacian.

Laplacian of a connection. Let A¥ be the composition

metric

E
(M, E) Y5 T(M, T*M ® E) Y2V I(M, T*M  T*M ® E) ™" T(M, E).
In brief,
(1) AE(s)=—Tr(VI"M®EyEs), (The negative sign is chosen to make AF positive-
definite.)
(2) In alocal frame,

EwE __
Z(V Ve, vgfe])-

Proposition 8.7. For H a generalized Laplacian on E, there exists VE such that H — AE
is 0th order; i.e. H — AF €T(End(E)).

Proof. We need to show that [H —AF, f]1=0. See BGV, page 65(ish). O
So any generalized Laplacian H can be written as
H=Af+F, FeTI(End(E)).

In summary, generalized Laplacians are given:

(1) ametric g on M which specifies the second-order part,
(2) a connection V¥ on E which specifies the first-order piece.
(3) F €T(End(E)) which specifies the zeroth-order piece.
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9. DENSITIES AND DIVERGENCES
9.1. Density bundles.

Definition9.1. The s-density bundle of M is aline bundle associated to the frame bun-
dle via the homomorphism

|det|™*: GL(n,R) — R.,.

Denote the s-density bundle by |A]*. We can integrate 1-densities (just call them
“densities”) without orientations.

Remark9.2. For this reason, compactly supported 1/2-densities have a canonical inner
product, given by integration.

You can view a choice of orientation as an isomorphism between the top exterior
power of the cotangent bundle and a density bundle.

Definition9.3. Let D:T(M, E;) — T(M, E,) be a differential operator. Its formal adjoint
D*:T(M, Ej®|A|)* = T(M, Ef ® |A])

is characterized by

f<D31,52>:f (s1,D*sy) for s €I.(M,E), s €l(M,E;®|A|).
M M

where I'.(M, E;) cI'(M, E;) is the subset of compactly supported functions.

If E; = E, = E is hermitian and D acts on I'(M, E ® |A|'/2), then D is symmetric if
D = D*. Here we are using the canonical isomorphism (|A[¥)* = |A|'75.

Note that o(D*) = o(D)* ® 1, where 1 € |A|'/2 ® (JA|'/2)*. In particular, D elliptic
implies that D* is elliptic.

Example9.4. Suppose M is Riemannian and orientable. The exterior derivative d: Q*(M) —
Q**'(M)induces d*: T(/\' TM®|A|) — 1"(/\'+1 T M ®|A|). The metric induces an isomor-
phism TM = T*M, which induces \" T*M = A\*(TM ®|Al). So we get

d*: (M) — Q" Y(M),

and using the volume form this is adjoint to d in the following sense:

J (w,dn)|d vol| :J (d*w,n)|dvol|.
M M

9.2. Divergences.
Definition 9.5. For a € Q'(M), we define the divergence of a to be d*a € C°(M).

Observe that f d*a|d x| =0 if a is compactly supported (this follows from the defi-
nition of the adjoint: (d*a,1) = (a,0)).

Lemma 9.6. Fora€QY(M),
d*a=—1t(VCa)
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In particular, if a € Q. (M) we have
J tr(VECa)|d x| =0.
M

Proof. Inthe argumentwe denote V = VL€, For X avectorfieldon M, VX eT(M,T*M®
T*M)=T(M,End(T M)). Since V is torsion-free, we have

ZxY=[X,Y]=VxY—-(VX)Y

s0 Yx|dx| =—tr(VX)|dx| #éé TONY: [don’t understand what's happening here].
Therefore,

f »%Xf|dx|:f X(f)IdXIZ—J tr(VX)f|dx|.
M M M
Say X — ¢ under TM = T*M. Then

f(a,df)ldXI=f X(f)ldXIZ—f tr(Va)fl|d x|
M M M

and the left hand side is f(d*a,f)l |d x|. Hence d*a =—tr(VLiCa). O

Proposition 9.7. Ift:T(M,T*M ® \" T*M) — I(M, \" T*M) denotes the contraction
operator, then we have
d*=—10VT™,
Proof. Using the torsion-freeness of d = Ao VM add TONY: [what is this?]
(NoVIMa, BY+(a,t o VM B) =Tx(V7y)

where 7(X) = (a,tx ). Now integration kills the right hand side, so the formal adjoint
is as claimed. O

Definition 9.8. For A = V + w, define A*: V* + w* where w* = (—1)/0+1/2¢! (where
means the adjoint on the endomorphism part) for w; € Q'(M,End(E)).

Proposition 9.9. For A a Clifford superconnection, (Dy)* = Dysx.

Proof. Consider

(Das1, $2) + (81, Da« $2)-
By the signs in w7, the contribution from the differential form part of D drops out im-
mediately for purely formal reasons, so this is equal to

(Das1, $2) + (81, Dax S2) = (Dy 81, $2) + (81, Dy« $2).
Let X be a vector field such that for a € Q}(M),
a(X)= (s, cl(@)sy).
Then &b TONY: [why?77]
(Dys1, $2) + (81, Dy« 52) = tr(VX).
The latter integrates to 0 on M, which is what we wanted (so (Dy)* = Dy« t00).
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Now we study the formal adjoint of V£.

Proposition 9.10. Fors; €T,.(E ® |A|'/2) and s, € T,(E*® |A|'/2), we have
1/2 * 1/2 1/2 1/2
f (VE®|A| 51, 8) = J (s1, vEe $) = f tr((vE®|A| b vEe ).
M M M

Proof. Exercise. U

Remark9.11. Here we are using the existence of a connection on |A|* coming from Levi-
Civita such that |d x|* is parallel for all s (applied to s = %). In the equation above, the
pairing is between forms valued in End(E)®|A|!, and then the trace is a density, which
you can integrate.

Corollary 9.12. IfVE is compatible with a hermitian structure on E (which we use to
identify E = E* and the corresponding connections), then V¥ Al symmetric.

Example9.13. For E=Cand V =d,

f (Af,f):f(df,df) = A=d"d.
M

This confirms what we expect from the classical cases.
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Part 2. Towards the Index Theorem
10. HEAT KERNELS

10.1. The big picture. Here is a vague overview of the proof of the Atiyah-Singer index
theorem via heat kernels. We'll study the operator e ‘¥ for H = D?. In the limit as
t — 00, e~'H = ¢~1D* =: p, will be a projection onto ker H = ker D2, which coincides
with ker D if D is self-adjoint. In particular, its supertrace is the superdimension of
ker D, so by Lemma[6.7]we have

str(e™'P*)=ind(D).
The idea of the proofis to carry out the following two steps:
(1) show that str(e_tDz) is independent of ¢,
(2) analyze str(e™! Dz) in the limit of small ¢, using an asymptotic expansion. We’'ll

show that str is an integral of a differential form, which gives the right hand side
of the index theorem.

The main tool used in proving the Index Theorem is analyzing the heat kernel on
generalized Laplacians.

10.2. Heat kernel on R. On R" the Laplacian is A = —%. We define its associated
heat kernel to be

q,(x,y)=(4me) V2 xyV /At
This satisfies the heat equation in the following sense:
(0r +Ax)qi(x,y)=0.

You can use this kernel to cook up general solutions to the heat equation with boundary
conditions. We'll approach this in a way that generalizes well to manifolds.

Definition 10.1. Let C‘(R) be the space of C! functions on R with the norm
k

dxk

ll@ll¢ :=supsup

k<t x€R

Define the operator

Qt(¢)(x)=J q:(x, y)p(y)dy.
R

The point is that Q,(¢)(x) should give solutions to the heat equation with initial condi-
tion ¢. To this end, we have the following quantitative estimate:

Proposition 10.2. Let! € 2Z and ¢ € C™(R) with ||¢||;4, < 0o . Then

0/2 (—l)k
Qg = Akl o),
k=0 ’

Roughly speaking, Q, ¢ ~ e~'*¢ for small ¢.
Remark 10.3. This Q shows up in quantum physics.

Proof. Just a computation, using Taylor’s theorem. 0
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10.3. Kernels. For C!-sections I''(M, E) with a C! norm, denote the topological dual
by I'*(M, E). In particular, [~°°(M, E) is dual to T*°(M, E) :=T(M, E).

Remark 10.4. We construct anorm on M by partitions of unity. The norm is not canon-
ical, but the topology is if M is compact.

Definition 10.5. For E;, E, — M, the exterior tensor product of E; and E, is
El &EZ = p]*EI ®p2*E2,
abundle on M x M.

Definition 10.6. A section p e T(M x M,(F ®|A|'2)R(E*®|A|/2))is a kernel. Given such
a kernel p, define an operator

P:T~°(M,E®|AY?)—>T(M, F®|AI'?)
by
P(S)(x)=J p(x,y)s(y)dy
M

Linear maps P:T~°°(M, E ®|A|'/2) - T(M, F ®|A|'/?) are called smoothing operators.
If P, and P, have kernels p; and p,, then P, o P, has kernel

Plz(x»J’):f pi(x,z)p(z,y)dz.
M

Theorem 10.7 (Schwartz). The assignment p(x,y)— P from kernels to smoothing op-
erators is an isomorphism between smooth kernels and bounded linear operators.

This is a remarkable fact!
Since this field is highly intertwined with physics, we’ll use the Dirac notation:

p(x,y)=(x|P|y)
SO

(P¢)(x)=f (x|Ply)p(y)dy.
YeM

There are two approaches to analyzing generalized Laplacians:

(1) Given a symmetric H, find a self-adjoint extension H on some L? completion
of sections, apply the spectral theorem and use the theory of elliptic operators
to analyze the kernel of H.

(2) Find a smooth kernel for H and analyze it.

10.4. Heat kernels in general.

Definition 10.8. Let H be a generalized Laplacian on E ® [A|'/2. A heat kernel for H is a
continuous section p;(x, y) of (E ® |A|'/2)R(E* ® |A]'/?) over R.¢ x M x M such that

(1) w is continuous (i.e. p;(x, y)is Clin 1),

2
2) ap;—(x;;) is continuous (i.e. p;(x,y)is C?in x € M),

3) (0 +Hy)ps(x,y)=0,
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(4) For s eT(E ®|A|'/2) and

(PtS)(x):=J pe(x,y)s(y),
yeEM

we have lir% P, s = s |for the limit in the sup norm:
r—

lIsllo = sup [[s(x)l|
xXeM

Goal. Figure out when heat kernels exist and when they are unique.
We will tackle uniqueness first.

Lemma 10.9 (Uniqueness of homogeneous solution). Assume H* has heat kernel p;.
Let s(x,t): Ryg — COE ® |A|Y/?) be a 1-parameter family of sections such that

(1) s, isClint,
@) s;(x)isC?inx,
(3) (6, +H*)s; =0,
(4) lim;_ s, =0.

Then s; =0.

Proof. For a test section u € I,(E ® |A|'/?), define

ft(9)=J (s9(x), p{_g(x, y)u(y)).
(x,y)eMxM

Differentiating with respect to 8, and using (3) in the assumptions, one gets that f; is
constant in 8. Now taking the limit as 8 — ¢, we find that

f (s;(x), u(x)) = constant.
xXeM

Taking t — 0, we find that the constant is 0. Since this holds for all u, s,(x)=0. O

Exercise 10.10. Start with the usual energy estimate for uniqueness of solutions to the
heat equation and try to derive this argument.

Proposition 10.11. Suppose there exists a heat kernel p; for H*. Then there exists at
most one heat kernel for H, which is described by (p}(x, y))* = p:(x, y).

Proof. Let
@)= f (P s)(x), (P_g u)(x))
M

for0 < 0 < t and s, u € T(M, E ® |A]'/?). We claim that this is independent of 6, and
(Pys, u) = (s, P¥u). This implies uniqueness and the formula. O
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10.5. Construction of the heat kernel. We now go into the construction of the heat
kernel. As a first guess, one might try to construct a heat kernel by patching together
local heat kernels. This doesn’t quite work; it only produces an approximation. One
can prove, with some effort, that these approximations converge to the right thing in
some appropriate setting.

Warm-up: the finite-dimensional case. Let V be a finite-dimensional vector space.
(Later, we'll want to take V = I'(M, E ® |A|'/2), which is not finite-dimensional.) Let
H €End(V) (later H = AEON' 4 |y,
Suppose we are given “approximation” solutions K;: R.q — End(V) with “remain-
der” R,, i.e.
R - dK;
Todt
with K; = 1. We want to give a recipe for e~*¥ by approximation in terms of these K.

+HK,;=0(t%) a>0

_ k
In the finite-dimensional case, formally we have e ' =", ( t,f L. The K, will be
something like the finite truncations of this power series.

Definition 10.12. The k-simplex A* c R is
{(tg,.., )]0 <...< . <1}

Useful coordinates are o, = t;,0; = t; — t;_;. These make it clear that vol(A¥) = %
Write ¢ - A¥ for the rescaled k-simplex with

0<t<Hh<..<t.
Thenvol(t‘Ak)=%.

Proposition 10.13. Let Qf :R.o— End(V) be defined by

th:f Kt_thtk_tk—l ...th_thtl dtl...dtk.
tAk

In particular, Q¥ = K,. Then
D fQf=emt =P,

k>0
where P, = K, + O(t%).
Remark 10.14. Qf is something like a path integral.
Proof. Observe the elementary identity
d t
dat ),

t

a(t—s)b(s)ds = a(O)b(t)+f d—a(t—s)b(s)ds.
o dt

Applying this with a(s) = K and b(s) = ng) with

ng):f RS—tk,1 ...th_thtl dtl...dtk_l
sAk-1
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and noting that Ky =1, we get

(8 + H)Q¥ = RV 4 RV,

Then the point is that Y kzo(_l)k Qf telescopes after applying J; + H, hence is formally
a solution to the heat equation.

We need to show that the sum also converges, and to prove the estimate on P, —
K,. For small t, we have uniform bounds on tA*: |Ki—,| < Coand |R,, | < Ct* by
assumption. Therefore, by the volume estimate

k kokal”
Q1< G C ¢ i

so the sum converges with the claimed estimate. O

Example 10.15. A special case is the Volterra series. Let H = Hy + H;, so we know that
the solution is “e~!(Ho*H1)  Suppose we take K, = e~*o, Then R, = H,e~ "0, and the
recipe gives

(o)
e—t(H0+H1) — e—tHO _I_Z(_l)kl'k
k=1

where

Ik =J e_(t_tk)HOHle_(tk_tKil)HO.--Hle_tl.
tAk

Example 10.16. For a smooth, one-parameter family of operators H, and

u —edHZ
" dz
we get
t
i(e*tHz) =f et Az s,
dz 0 dz

This kind of formula is important once we start considering deforming our Laplacians.

The plan is to generalize what we did above to infinite-dimensional spaces. We pro-
ceed as follows.
(1) Construct an approximate solution K;(x, y) to the heat equation and study the
remainder r,(x, y)=(0; + Hy)K;(x, y),
(2) Prove the convergence of

o
Z(—l)kj f K1, (%, 20 ty—1, (200 Zkt) - 71, (2, ).
k=0 tAk J Mk

Theorem 10.17. For every N > 0, there exists KN (x, y) such that for all ¢, the following
three conditions are met:
(1) forallT, there exists a uniform bound on the operators KtN e 2(TY(M, E®|A|V?))
for0<t<T,and
2) for every s e T{(M, E ® |A|'?) we havelim,_, K, s = s with respect to the || — ||, -
norm,
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@) 14(x,y)=(0; + H KN (x, y) satisfies || ri |l < C(€)rN="727/2,
For now, let’s just accept this and move on to complete the construction assuming
it.

Fix N and write K, for K[N . Consider the operator

Q; :f Kot Rty - Ry
tAl

1

with kernel
qti(x»J’):f J Kt—t,-(xrZi)rti—ti_l(zirzi—l)---rtl(zl»y)-
tAi J Mk

For sufficiently large NV, we want to show that this integral converges and qti is differ-
entiable up to a degree depending on N.

Estimates. We use the following estimates:

(1) (Remainder estimate) Let

j+1
rtl+ :f f Fe—t;(%, 200711, (21, 2i1)- .. 71 (2, ).
tAI i

For N > 2+t i

3, ri*lis C* with respect to x, y and

. o S tl
||rtl+1||€ < CH—I t(l+1)(N n/2) [/ZVOI(M)li_!.
(2) Let N> and ¢ > 1. Then:
e gl(x,y)is C! with respect to x, y and there exists a constant C such that
llgi1le < CCPvol(M)—H fN=/2it2 1y — 1))
e gi(x,y)is Clin r and
(@ +H)q (x, y) =1 (x, )+ 1/(x, ).

Theorem 10.18. Assume that KN(x, y) satisfies the conditions of Theorem with
N >n/2+1. Then:

(1) Foralll suchthatN >(n+/{+1)/2,
OO . .
P(x,y)=> (-1)q/(x,y),
k=0

converges in the || - ||+ -norm over M x M, and defines a C' map
Ruo — T (M x M, (E ®|Al"*)R(E* 8 |A%)
with (0, + H)P;(x,y)=0.
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2) KN approximates P, :
18/ (P,— KNIl = O(#N—n/2-i=t/24y

ast—0.
(3) P, is a heat kernel for H.

Proof Sketch. The estimate on ||qti (x, ¥)lle+1 proves the convergence of the series in (1).
That this satisfies the heat equation follows from telescoping plus the estimate.

(2) follows from the estimates.

(3) onlyrequires that P, has the right initial condition, since K tN has the correctinitial

condition and the estimate in (2) gives the same for P;.
O

Now we embark on the proof of Theorem|10. 17l Toget K tN ,we'll construct a “formal”
solution to the heat equation. Roughly, we locally set

oo
Kt(x’J/):Qt(ny’)Zti‘I)i(xyy»H)
i=0

where ¢, is the Euclidean heat kernel
qi(x, y) = (o) "2 M4 g 2

and ®; € I['(E R E*) are sections defined only on a neighborhood of the diagonal in
M xM.

Riemann normal coordinates. The exponential map T,, M — M restricts to a diffeo-
morphism onto its image

B(0)— M
for some € > 0. This gives local coordinates on M, with the special property that if
1
gij(x)=0;;— 3 ZRijkg(xo)xkx[ + (higher-order terms)
k¢

are the coordinates of the metric, then the first derivatives of g;; vanish at the origin.
Let j(x) be the Jacobian of exp , i.e.

exp*, dvoly = j(x)d volg. = det(g; j(x))"/*d volg .
Let R be the radial vector field R =), xiﬁxi.
Proposition 10.19. In Riemann normal coordinates,
(1) For f € C°°(M),
V(fldx|' )= (df — 5 fdlog(j)d .
(2) For f € C°°(M),
A(fldx["?)=(j"2 0 Ao j7H2) f)ld x|

where on the right hand side f is regarded as a function on R" via Riemann
normal coordinates.
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3) A(llx|*)=—2(n+Rlog j).
(4) For q,(x)=(ame)y /2~ I/41)q x|1/2,
[0+ A=A j)q, =0.
Let’s rephrase. For y € M and v e R" = T, M set x = expy(v) € M). Then we have

qi(x, y)=(ame)y " 2e A gy /2
— (47Tt)—n/Ze—d(x,y)/4tj(v)—1/2|dx|1/2.
Let j!/2 denote the function on M (in a neighborhood of fixed y € M) given by j/2(x):=
jY2(v) for x = exp, (v).

Fix y € M and define g, € T(|A|'/?) by x — g,(x, y), which is a section of some open
neighborhood of y.

Proposition 10.20. Define an operator B onT(E) in a neighborhood of y by
B:=(j"*dx|"?)o Ho(j*dx|'%).

Then for s, e T(E) depending smoothlyon t,
(@ +H)(s:q,)= (& + 7'V +B)s;)q,

where R is the radial vector field in Riemann normal coordinates.

Remark 10.21. The B is basically the “transport” of H to R”, and then the equation
expresses the “correction” relating the heat kernel on R” with that on M.

Definition 10.22. Let Z?:o t'®;(x, y) be a formal power series in ¢ whose coefficients
are smooth sections of £ X E* defined in a neighborhood of the diagonal in M x M. We
say that g,(x, y)zzo ti®d;(x, y)ld y|'/? is a formal solution of the heat equation near y
if the local section (x — > t'®;(x, y)) € T(End ®E;) in a neighborhood of y satisfies

@+ 'VE+ B)Z t'®,(— y)=0.
i
Theorem 10.23. There exists a unique formal solution

(o]
ke, y)=q,(x,¥) D t'®:(x, y, H)d y |2
i=0

suchthat®y(y,y, H)=1d € End(E,) = E;‘®Ey. Moreover®(x, y, H) satisfies®y(x,y, H) =
Par(x,y): E, — E,, parallel transport using VE along the unique geodesic from y to x.

Remark 10.24. There are “explicit formulas” for the ;.

Proof Sketch. From (0, + t7'VE+B)Y , t'®;(—, y) =0, we get:
(1) Vp®,=0,
@) (Vg+i)® =—B®,_, fori>0,
Together with ®4(y, y)=1d, the first condition implies that @, is parallel transport.
For higher i, use existence and uniqueness for solutions to ODE. 0
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Let Y.: R,o —[0,1] be a smooth function satisfying
Yels)=1 s<%,
Y (s)=0 s>€

This is a cutoff function we’ll use to patch solutions. For € smaller than the injectivity
radius of exp, define

z

kN (x, y)=eld(x, yP)ae(x, y) D 1'@i(x, y, H)d y |2,

i=0
Theorem 10.25. Let{ be an even, positive integer. Then

(1) ForanyT >0, the kernels kY for0< t < T define a uniformly bounded family of
operators KN onT! (M, E ® |A|'/?), and

1ir%||Kst—s||g =0.
—

(2) Forall j, there exist differential operators Dy of order < 2k such that Dy =1d and
forall s eT (M, E ® |A|'/?),
t/2—j
1KY s= D Dislloy = 0(e 27,
k=0

(3) The kernel rN(x,y)= (0, + Hy)kN(x, y) satisfies
l1efrNIl< Ce, kye™W—r/2kt2,

Proof Sketch. (1) follows from chasing definitions.
(2) follows from Taylor’s remainder theorem.
(3) follows from using features of formal solutionsto the heat equation. 0

Using the “path integral” trick, we can use ki\’ (x, y) to build the heat kernel for H,
which is a priori C¢. But by uniqueness, these must agree for all £, so kN(x,y)is actu-
ally C®°. Call this smooth kernel p,(x, y).

Summary. Let p,(x,y) be the heat kernel of H :.A"’"@’V"l/2 + F. There exist smooth
sections ®; e (M x M, ERE*)such that forall N > dleM , thekernel kN (x, y, H) defined
by

N
(amey ™2V (d(x, ) D i y(x, y, H)j(x, y) M Pld x| @ |d y 2
i=0

is asymptotic to p,(x, y, H):
18} (py(x, y, H)— kN (x, y, H)|| = O(eN /274127,

The leading term ®(x, y, H) is parallel transport in E via V¥ along the unique geodesic
from y to x.
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For s eT(M, E ® |A|'/2),
(PtS)(x)=fpr(x,y,H)S(y)
with asymptotic expansion
k .
(—tH)
1Prs =D ——s||=0(t*)
< j!
j=0

so P, ~e tH,
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11. SOME HARMONIC ANALYSIS

11.1. Operators on Hilbert space. As outlined earlier, the general plan of proof of the
Index Theorem is as follows: we’'ll want to calculate str(e ') in two ways, where H =
AEON L Figa generalized Laplacian, and then prove that the two are equal.

In the limit of large ¢, the super-trace measures the index. In the small ¢ limit, we
will use the asymptotic expansion.

For the rest of this section, we assume that M is a compact manifold.

Definition11.1. Let 5 be a Hilbert space. For B alinear operator on 2, we define the
operator norm of B to be

[|B]|=inf{C > 0: ||Bv|| < C||v|| for all v € 5#}
Let 8(7¢) denote the space of bounded linear operators on a Hilbert space 7.
Definition 11.2. A bounded operator is Hilbert-Schmidt if

14155 = > Il Ae;|I* =Tr(A*A) = > |(Ae;, ;)]
]

is finite (intuitively, this is the “matrix norm”). The set of Hilbert-Schmidt operators
forms a Hilbert space, with inner product

(A, B)=Tr(A*B)=> (Ae;, Be;).
i,j
Let I;2(M, E ® |A|'/?) be the Hilbert space of square integrable sections of E ® |A|'/2

for a choice of hermitian inner product on E, i.e. the completion of I,(M, E ® |A|'/?)
with respect to the induced inner product.

Proposition 11.3. The topological vector space underlying the Hilbert spaceI;.(M,E ®
|A|Y/2) is independent of a choice of hermitian structure on E.

Proof. Let hy, hy be two such hermitian pairings on E. Then there exists A € ['(M,End(E))
invertible with

hy(s,s)= hy(As, As).
Then A determines a bounded operator on I';:(M, E ® |A|'/?) with inverse given by the
bounded (because M is compact!) operator A~!. O

Example 11.4. For an operator K determined by a kernel k(x, y) in I;.(M x M,(E ®
IA|Y2)® (E*®|A|'/2)), we have

1K l1s =J Tr(k(x, y)*k(x, ).
MxM

As this is finite, K is Hilbert-Schmidt.

Definition 11.5. An operator K is trace class if it can be written as K = AB for Hilbert-
Schmidt operators A, B. For such a K, we can define the trace Tr(K) = Tr(AB). Then
> (Ke;, e;) is absolutely summable so Tr K = > (K e;, e;) is well-defined.
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Example 11.6. The inclusions of operators on Hilbert spaces
{trace class} c {Hilbert Schmidt} ¢ {compact} c {bounded}
is analogous to the inclusion for sequence spaces
ttct?ceyct™
and the norm on trace class is ||A|| = Tr(AA*)Y/2.

The restriction of k(x, y) to the diagonal M 4, M x M gives a section of End(E)®|A|.
Then taking the trace gives a section Tr k(x, x) e [(M, |A|).

Proposition 11.7. Let p; be the heat kernel of a generalized Laplacian on M and P, the
corresponding operator. Then P; is trace class with trace

Te(Py) = f Ti(py (x, x))-
M

Proof. To show that P, is trace class, we use the semigroup property
Py o Py = Ppis.

Thenwe can write P; = P, ,0P, /,, and each P, , is Hilbert-Schmidt (since it has a smooth
kernel as constructed in the previous section), P; is trace class.
For the second part,

TP = (Pt/zypt*p)Hs

= f Tr(psjo(x, ¥)pis2(y, X))
(x,y)eM?

=f Ti(py (x, x))
M

11.2. Unbounded operators. One of the “problems” with the Laplace operator is that
it is unbounded. We'll sketch how to work around this.

O

Definition 11.8. An unbounded operator H on ¢ is a subspace V C 2 and a map
V-2

Example 11.9. The model to keep in mind is where V is the subspace of differentiable
functions of L,(M), and the map is differentiation.

A formal adjoint of H is another unbounded operator H* (implicitly, with the same
domain) such that
(H*v,w)={v, Hw).
Our case of interest is the unbounded operator H = A8\ + F on T;.(M, E ® [A|'/?)
with domainT(M, E®|A|'/2) (smooth sections). Its formal adjoint has the same domain.
When H is symmetric, there exist a unique self-adjoint extension of H to I';:(M,E ®
|A|'/2), which we'll call H, or just H when context makes it clear.

|1/2
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From now on, assume that H is symmetric. Then P,o P, = P, = Ps;; = P;o P;, so
we can simultaneously diagonalize P; for all ¢ (noting that P, is Hilbert-Schmidt, hence
compact, hence diagonalizable). We get eigensections ¢; with P,¢p; = e % ¢; for some
A

Facts.
e ¢; are smooth sections,
e ); are bounded below, because the P, are bounded
o P, ¢, satisfies the heat equation, so Hp; = A, ¢;
e > e~'* isfinite forall £ >0

Proposition 11.10. IfH is a symmetric generalized Laplacian, then H has discrete spec-
trum, bounded below, and each eigenspace is finite-dimensional with eigenvectors given
by smooth sections of E ® |A|'/2.

It follows from the spectral theorem that

p(x,y)=D e Mgi(x)@ ().
J

11.3. Green operators.

Definition 11.11. The Green operator of a positive Laplacian H is the L?-inverse of H,
denoted G.

Remark 11.12. G is bounded.

Proposition 11.13. We have the integral formula

k 1 % tH ke
G" = e t dt.
=11 |,

Proof. Let ¢ be an eigenvector of H with eigenavlue A. Then

1 o0
v 1)'J e Mt ldrp =2"Fp.
—1n

Gro =

It remains to show that

1 oo
k _ k—1
g (ny’)—(k_l),fO pl‘(x’x)t dt
converges and defines a kernel that is the kernel of G*. Forlarge ¢, this is an eigenvalue
estimate, and for small ¢ one uses the asymptotic expansion for p;. g

From the proof, we get an estimate on the smoothness of g¥(x, x): it's C¢ for ¢ <
2k—dimM —1.

For non-positive H, define G to be the inverse of H on (ker H Y-. Thenif H has eigen-
values A_,, <...<A_; <0, we have

m

1 °° Sl ke -
= f Boooje et d e+ 3 (AP,
- Jo i=1
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Here the P, are the projections to various eigenspaces. d#dé TONY: [| don't see why
there would be only finitely many negative eigenvalues]

Corollary 11.14 (Elliptic regularity). Let H be a generalized Laplacian.
(1) Ifs €T;2(M,E ®|A|Y?) has H* s isin L? for all k, then s is smooth.
(2) If A commutes with H and is bounded on T;. and s € T(M, E ® |A|) is smooth,
then A(Ss) is smooth.

#dd TONY: [something doesn’'t make sense; isn't H supposed L? — L? and in-
vertible?]

Proof. Without loss of generality H is positive (otherwise add a large constant to H).
Then Id = G¥o H* = H* 0 G¥, s0 s = G¥ o H¥s. Since G* smooths, we get that s € C*
for{ <2k—dimM —1. So as k — oo we get (1).

(2) is similar: As =(GFo H¥)As = G¥(H¥As)= G¥A(HFs), and then apply the same
argument as in (1). g

11.4. “Can you hear the shape of a drum?” Kac raised this queston in ’66, basically
askingifyou can detect the “geometry” of a manifold from the analytic data of its Lapla-
cian.

We know that

Tr(e_m):j Tr(p;(x, X)) ~ (4m)‘”/22 tif Tr(®;(x, x, H))d x.
M i M

We know that ®y(x, x, H)=1dg.
Theorem 11.15 (Weyl). Ast —0,
Te(e '2) ~ Z e~ i (4m ey "2 rank(E)vol(M)+ O(r /**1),

i

Remark 11.16. In two dimensions, for H = A a scalar Laplacian the integral

fTr(I)l(x,x,H)

éjk(x)dx

where k(x)is the curvature. So by Gauss-Bonnet, A has the information of the topology
of M.

becomes

Theorem 11.17 (Karamata, Weyl). If N(A) is the number of eigenvalues of H less than
A, then
rank(E)vol(M) aniz.

N~ et 2+ 1)
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12. PROOF OF THE INDEX THEOREM
12.1. The McKean-Singer Formula.

Proposition 12.1. IfD isa Dirac operatoron E and f € C°°(M), then there is an equality
of operators

[D, f1=cl(d f).

Proof. Recall that D is the composition

I(E) A T(E)® /\ *M L 1(E).

By the Leibniz rule for A, we basically get the formula immediately: if we try to com-
mute multiplication by f with A, the part left is the “connection part” of D, giving d f,
and then we compose with cl. O

Corollary 12.2. Theoperator D is first-order elliptic. The operator D? has symbolcl(d f)? =
—||d f|]?, so D? is a generalized Laplacian.

Theorem 12.3 (McKean-Singer, 1967). Let(x | e~!D%| y) be the heat kernel for D?. Then
fort>0,

ind(D) = str(e™"P%) :f str((x | e ™% | x))d x.
M

Proof. The trick is to use that D? has a square root! We can write
str(tD?) = Z:(n;r — n;)e‘mi
AER
where nf =dim %f, the dimension of the odd/even pieces of the A-eigenspace of 4.
We are crucially using that D? is even, hence “commutes” with the grading!
For A > 0, using that D is odd (by the definition of Dirac operator) we have the iso-
morphism

D .

Ay — S
so ny = n; for 2> 0. (This is called “supersymmetric cancellation.”) That means that
contributions from non-zero A all cancel out, and we get > 1y — n, =ind(D). ]

Remark 12.4. Since e~'P” is trace class (hence compact), its 1-eigenspace (which is the

kernel of D) is finite-dimensional.
Let M be compact and H? a family of generalized Laplacians, and suppose we have

(1) g, asmooth family of metrics, for z € R,
(2) V? =V + w?® a smooth family of connections,
(3) asmooth family F# €T(M,End(E)). (H = Af + F, so F is the order 0 part.)

Then we get:

Theorem 12.5. Fort > 0, we have a smooth family of heat kernels p,(x, y, z) for H*, and

a t
a_pt(x’y’z):_f (f pt—s(x’y’z)aszps(x’y’z)) dx.
< 0 yEM



40 LECTURES BY DAN BERWICK-EVANS LECTURES NOTES BY TONY FENG

or in terms of operators:

a z ! z z
—e tH = —f e U= g HZe™sH" 5.
oz 0
Recall that we made choices (metric, connection) in defining the Laplacian.

Theorem 12.6. The quantity ind(D) is independent of the metric on M and the metric
and connection on E.

Proof. We just proved the McKean-Singer formula

ind(D?)= f strp;(x,x)dx.
M
Since p#(x, y) depends smoothly on z, this equation implies that the index must also

vary smoothly with z, but ind(D?#) € Z so it must be constant. g

Corollary 12.7. The quantityind(D) for a Dirac operator D on a spin manifold is actu-
ally an invariant of the spin manifold. The quantityind(d +d*) on an oriented manifold
is actually an invariant of that manifold.

Theorem 12.8 (Lichnerowicz). We have
™
D2 =V*+cl(FE5)+ R
where ry; is the scalar curvature of M .
Proof. A computation. Omitted. U

Corollary 12.9. For a compact spin manifold with non-negative scalar curvature and
positive scalar curvature at some point, ind(D)=0.

So if you know that the index is non-zero, you know that there can’t be a metric with
positive curvature.

Proof. In the spin case we have
r
D?>=A%+ TM >0
so the kernel of D? is zero-dimensional, so sdim(ker D?)=0=ind(D). O

12.2. Asymptotic expansion. Now that we have established the McKean-Singer for-
mula

ind(D) = str(e~'P") =J str(K,(x, x))d x
M

it remains to study the expansion of the right hand side for ¢ — 0, using the asymptotic
expansion.

We will use the proof of Getzler. The original proofs (e.g. of Atiyah-Singer) used that
this is not only a topological invariant but an cobordism invariant, combined with ex-
plicit knowledge of the cobordism ring.
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The main insight is that there is a filtration that divides this up into nice parts. We’'ll
use the filtration on End(E) induced by the isomorphism

End(E) = CI(TM) ® El’ldc](TM)(E),

i.e. obtained from the old filtration on CI(T M) with Endcyry)(E) in the zeroth level
of the filtration. Then we have a symbol map induced from the one on the Clifford
algebra:

o: End(E)2 /\ T*M ® Endcyrar(E)-

Theorem 12.10 (Getzler). Consider the asymptotic expansion of k;(x, x):
oo
ke, x)~ ()2 1 k()
i=0

for k;j(x)eI(M,Cl(T M)®Endgyrp)(E)).
(1) Then k;(x)€T(M,Cly;(T M)®Endgyrp)(E)).

@) Leta(K)= 312 05;(K;) € (M, Endcyran)(E)). Then
R/2
sinh(R/2)
Proof Sketch. We compute using a clever rescaling. Roughly, this rescaling is (¢, x) —

(ut, u'/? x) which takes w € Q¥(M) — u~*/2. w. This is the big insight of Getzler.
Let U c X be an open set over which E is trivial. Then

U(K):detl/z( )-exp(—FE/S).

I(U,End(E))= C*(U, End(Ey,)) = C°(U, /\ R" ® Endyn)(Ex,).
For a €T (U,End(E)) and t € R,, define the operator

n
(6,a)t, v):Z ua(ut, ul/zv)i.
i=0
The restatement of the theorem for k(z, v) := k;(xo, exp, (v)) is:

(lin}) u"?6,K(t, v)) l,=1,0) = (47) 2 A(M) exp(—F *7%).
u—

This rescaling is the crucial insight of Getzler, which makes the analysis tractable.
We'll then show that the rescaled heat kernel satisfies a “rescaled” the heat equation:
(0; + H)k(x,y)=0.
Recall Lichnerewicz’s formula
H:AE+%M+FE/S.

Finally, we'll compute that the rescaled heat equation, in the limit # — 0, approaches
a “heat equation associated to a harmonic oscillator,” which is something very specific
for which we can write down the kernel explicitly. So using this expression for H and
some facts about “harmonic oscillator” heat kernels, we'll be able to compute the u — 0
limit. O
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12.3. Harmonic oscillator. The classical (one-dimensional) harmonic oscillator cor-
. . 2

responds to the differential operator H = —# +x2 onR.

Lemma 12.11 (Mehler’s formula). The kernel associated to H is
1
p(x,y)=(2msinh(2 t))_l/2 exp(—E(coth(Z t)(x?+ y?)—2cosech(2t)x y)).

Proof. Exercise (just a computation). (]

From a change of variables, we get that
tr/2 \V? tr x?
L f)=(4 t_l/z(—) ——coth(tr/2)——t
pe(x, 1, f)=(4m1) Sinh(cr/2) exp(——-coth(¢r/2) ——1f)

is the kernel for (9, — dd—;z + % +f)p =0. This looks like the local coordinate expression

for the heat kernel, using the Lichnerewicz formula. The point is thatas u — 0, the term
ir x2 . .

— coth(tr/2)37 —t f will die.

Definition 12.12. For R an n x n antisymmetric matrix and F an N x N matrix with

coefficients in Q°(R"), the generalized harmonic operator is

1 2
Hz_z(ai+ZZRijxj) + F
1 ]

acting on Q°(R”) ® End(CV).
We'll use formal techniques and estimates to construct the heat kernel of H.

Theorem 12.13. For any “initial condition” a, € Q*(U)®End(CV), there exists a unique
formal solution p,(x, R, F, ay) of the heat equation of the form

pi(x)=q,(x) > 15 (x)
k=0

such that
Py(0) = ao
and explicitly,
tR
— )1 x)exp(—t Flap.

1. R
p:(x,R, F,ag)=(4mt)™? j7V2(tR) exp(—— (x | — coth(
— 45 2

( sm% r/;; /2) )*1/ 2

Staring with our original D? and rescaling by u to get a family Di, we'llshowas u — 0
that D2 = H + O(u'/?).

Clifford supertraces. Suppose that E = W ® § (this is at always true locally for E a
Clifford module). Then for a € I'(M,End(W)) =T'(M, Endgj(E)),
stryy(a)=2"2stry(r- a)

where y € T(M, CI(T M)) is the chirality operator, equal to i"/?e, ... e, (if n is even, which
we are assuming it is). While the left hand side only makes sense when E has a spin
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structure, the right hand side always makes sense. Therefore, when we don’t have such
a decomposition of E, we will use the right hand side to define the objects.
From this we define the relative Clifford trace:
strps(a):= 27n/2 strg(y - a).
Similarly for a Clifford superconnection, we define the relative Chern character
ch(E/S)=strg s(exp(—FE/5)).
Then we have
strp(Kjox) = (20)" steg s(0 5 (Ko (x).
Outline of the rest of the proof.

(1) First we show that we can rescale the heat kernel so that as u — 0, we get the
right hand side of the index theorem.

(2) Then we show that the rescaled heat kernel satisfies a rescaled heat equation.

(3) Computing the rescaled heat operator in the limit # — 0, we get the harmonic
operator.

(4) Conclude that as u — 0, the heat kernel approaches a form given by Mehler’s
formula.

(5) Plugin and deduce the theorem, using McKean-Singer.

The rescaling fora € C*° (R, x U, /\ V*®End(W)) is
n
(Bua)t,x)=> uPa(u-t,u"? x);.
i=0

Then we define the rescaled heat kernel:
r(u,t,x)=u"?(5,k)t, x).
Observations:
(1) the Euclidean heat kernel

(47Tt)_n/2€_|x|2/4t

is invariant under rescaling,
(2) lim,_,or(u,t=1,x=0)=lim,_, er'l:o w02k (x,, X)) and we want to check
that this is (#/5/2))1/26—1:5/5.

The rescaled heat eqwuation is
(0, + u-5uD25;1)r(u, t,x)=0.
Lemma 12.14. .
LILI% M5MD25;1 = —Z(E/’, - ZRUXJ)Z + FE/S.
i
Proof. A computation. Using Lichnerewicz, the key step is that
1 .
Vg =0;+ Z Z ngijxfckce + O(|X|2)
Jjk,cl

where c* = e* +1%, and the € sticks around while the ¢ gets killed. O
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So as u — 0, the kernel of the rescaled equation looks like the term of a harmonic
oscillator equation. Therefore, in the limit u — 0 r(u, ¢, x) approaches the kernel of the
harmonic operator, with

1
=D (@i= Rijx; P+ FEE 4 0(u'?)
i

From last time,
tR/2

li o, x)=(4mt)"?d tl/z(—
ulg})r(u X)=(4mi) € sinh(zR/2)

1 tR tR
)exp(——(x | —coth—lx)—tFE/S).
4t 2 2

Finally, setting t =1, x =0 we get
R/2

. _ —n/2 2 /=
ng(l)r(u,t,x) (47) " det (sinh(R/Z)

) exp(—FE/S).
Theorem 12.15 (Atiyah-Singer).
ind(D) = f A(M)ch(&/S).
M
Proof. By McKean-Singer,

ind(D) = str(e™'P*) = f str(k,(x, x))d x.
M
By Getzler, the right hand side is

—n/j2 12(_ _R/2 _pE/S
(4m) fMdet (sinh(R/Z))eXp( F&/°).
O

Remark 12.16. This factor (47) "/ is sometimes included in the normalization of the
characteristic classes.
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Part 3. Applications
13. CHERN-GAUSS-BONNET AND HIRZEBRUCH SIGNATURE THEOREM

We will now realize the Chern-Gauss-Bonnet Theorem and Hirzebruch Signature
Theorem as consequences of the Atiyah-Singer index theorem. Since they are basically
the same framework, we will do them both at once.

We take E = /\' T*M and V¥ to be the Levi-Civita connection. As we saw before,
d +d* is a Dirac operator. There are two possible gradings, and hence two supertraces,
two consider.

13.1. Linear algebra background. Let V be a quadratic space, Cl(V') the associated
Clifford algebra, and /\' V the associated Clifford module. If S is a spinor representa-
tion, then
$*®S = End(S)2Cl(V)®g C-5 A* Ve.
We always take S to have the ordinary Z/2 grading. However, we have fwo options for
the grading on S*. We can take the Z/2-grading, or the trivial grading. (Moral: “spin
structure is a square root of the exterior algebra,” although it is not quite true on the
nose.)
So what are the two relative supertraces?

(1) If we take the Z/2-grading on S*, then we obtain the Euler supertrace
str, (a)=strpy(y - a)

where 7 is the chirality operator defined earlier.
(2) If we take the trivial grading on S*, then we obtain

stry(a)=2""2Tr,y(a).
Choose an orthonormal basis e’ of V. Define
cl=e(e)—i(e!)
and . . .
b'=e(e")+i(e").
where € and ¢ are the wedge and contraction operators. Then
[c!,c/1=—25"7
[bi,bi]=26"
[c',b/]=0.
Identify CI*(V) /\2 V via the symbol map o. For
a :Zaijeiej env a;j skew,
i<j
b(a)= Z a;j bible Endcl(v)(/\. V)
i<j
we have
str, (e”¥)=(—2i)"/? det(sinh(a/2))"/*Pf(a)
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and
stry(e?(@)=2""2 det(cosh(a /2))/%.
If T: V — V*is skew, corresponding to wr € /\2 V*, then
1 dmv/2 N
Pf(T)= @mv T e \v*.
Globalizing. Now back to M:

(VEY = Z Rijue’Ljek Ae'
ij ket

1 o o
:—ZZR,-J-M(C’C]—b’bf)ek/\el.
Then FE/S:—%ZZ.J(R(ei), ej)b'b/.
13.2. Chern-Gauss-Bonnet. We want to prove that

2(M)=ind(d + d*)=(2m)™"/? J Pf(—R).
M

By Atiyah-Singer,

-~

ind(d + d*)=(4m)™/? M)exp(—FE/5)

—

=(2m) "

J 7
=(2m)™"? f A(M )Pf(—R)

M

J,

13.3. Hirzebruch Signature.
o(M)=ind(d +d*)

=(2mi)/? f A(M)exp(—FE/S)
M

_ (i) R/2 e
= (i) JM det(sinh(R/Z) cosh(R/Z))
= (i) ™"/? f L(M)

M

We have omitted some ork to identify the gradings, chirality operator and Hodge .
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13.4. Hirzebruch Genera. The Hirzebruch signature theorem actually says something
stronger, namely that the signature is even a cobordism invariant. We take a detour to
see how this fits with our framework.

Definition 13.1. Fix aring R. An R-valued genus is an assignment ¢ to each oriented
manifold such that

W) PXL[Y)=9(X)+p(Y),
@) p(X xY)=p(X)-p(Y),
3) p@w)=o.

Write Q59 for the set of oriented manifolds modulo oriented cobordism.
Theorem 13.2. (250,] [, x) is a ring.

So an R-valued genus is the same as a map Q5° — R.
Example13.3. L-genus, A-genus, Todd genus (stably complex cobordism).

In order to characterize these invariants, we should try to characterize the cobordism
ring. Rationally, we get a very nice answer.

Theorem 13.4. Q50 @ Q = Q[CP?, CP*,CP5,...].
Theorem 13.5 (Thom). Two manifolds represent the same class in oriented cobordism
if and only if their Pontrjagin numbers agree.
This allows us to get genera from power series in the following manner: if
Q(x)=1+a,x*+a,x*+...€ R[[x?]]
then we define polynomials Kj, K5, ... by
Q(x1)...Q(xy) =1+ ax Ki(p1) + Ka(pr, p2) + . ..

where the p; are the elementary symmetric polynomials in the x;. Then we define the

genus ¢ by
Po(M")=(K,(TM),[M]) €R.

Thom’s theorem says that this process produces all genera.
Corollary 13.6. The Hirzebruch signatureind(d + d*)= o(M) is a cobordism invariant.

Warning: the Euler characteristic y (M) = Ind(d + d*) is not a cobordism invariant,

e.g y(S?)=y(@D3=2+#0.
If M is a compact spin manifold and D the Dirac operator, then we have

ind(D) = f AM)
M

because FZ/S vanishes for the spinor bundle itself.

Corollary 13.7. (1) ind(D) is independent of the spin structure and is a cobordism
invariant.
@) IffM A(M)¢Z, then M has no spin structure.

-~

(3) If M is spin and Ry; > 0, A(M )= 0 by the Lichnerewicz formula.
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For (3), recall Corollary(12.9|

Remark 13.8. (1) applies for spin and oriented cobordisms, if the manifolds are spin
(which is necessary to make sense of ind(D) in the first place).

We have a diagram

Qspin ind(D) 7

L

QSO A 5 Q
This diagram is realized as a diagram of coefficients in the family index theorem for
some cohomology theories. Namely, Q5" is the coefficients for the cohomology theory

MSpin (manifolds over X, with cobordisms over X) and Q%° is the coefficient ring for
MSO. Then these fit into a diagram

MSpin(X) —— KO(X)

| Jo

MSO(X) — H(X;Q)

The special case X = pt recovers the previous diagram. The bottom map is “fiberwise
integration.”

13.5. Hirzebruch-Riemann-Roch. Let M be a Kdhler manifold, W a holomorphicvec-
tor bundle with holomorphic connection and hermitian metric. Let E = /\'( TOIM)*®
W) be the Clifford module with connection coming from the Levi-Civita connection
and connection on W.

The Clifford action is determined by the rule that for v € QL(M), v = v+ v%! on
sel(M, \(T*' ) ® W)is

cl(v)-s =v2(e(v'?)—(v"))s.

You have to check that this is self-adjoint, but this is at least plausible: the adjoint in-
terchanges € and ¢ and v'"* and v%'.

The Dirac operator associated to this Clifford action is D = \/5(5+5*).
Exercise 13.9. Check this.
Theorem 13.10 (Hirzebruch-Riemann-Roch).
o W) =ind(v2(3 + 2 ) = (2m) /2 J Td(M)ch(E).
M

Proof. We first show that yp,o (W)= ind(v2(8 +5*)). Since the operator is self-adjoint,

its kernel is the same as that of its square, which is the space of holomorphic sections.
Now to understand the right hand side of Atiyah-Singer, we first compute the twist-

ing curvature of E. We start with E = /\'(To'lM J* with Lev-Civicta connection. Then

(VY = R(wi, we(w' s)u(w")
k.t
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for w; a basis of T®' M and w* its dual basis. Next we have to calculate

RE = iZm wy, W) cl(w*) cl(w?)
k.t

+ % Z(RT,C, wy) (@) cl(wh).
]

By inspection,
1
VEP =RE 4+ (Ruwy, W)
(V®) 3 k( ko W)

So in this special case,

1 —
FE/S: £Z<ka’ wk>.
k

More generally, if E = \*(T%'M)*® W, then

1 _
FE/S:EZU{LU;C, wy) + FY
k

because curvature simply adds under tensor product. We can rewrite this as
1
FE/S = 5 0(R)+FY

where R7 is the curvature of the Levi-Civita connection on 7% M. Since
TMerC2T" Mo T M
we have

—~ Rt
A(M):det(—e}ﬁ/z_e_}%/z).

Putting this together,
+

1
m) trexp(—[g tI'(R+) + FWD

ind(v2(3 +9)) = (2m) /2 f det(
M

= (Zﬂi)_”/zf Td(M)trexp(—F ")
M

where

Td(M)=d R =d R Lt
(M) = et(€R+—1)_ et(m)exp(—itr( ))
]

Example 13.11. Let M be a Riemann surface and W = £ a line bundle on M. We
have R* € Q*(M) and F¥ € Q*(M). Then Td(M)=1—R*/2 and ch(¥)=1—-F%¥, so
Hirzebruch-Riemann-Roch says

ind(@ ¢)=dimH(¢)—dimH'(¥) = 4_—7;[(3++2F).
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For £ = C the trivial line bundle, we find that
1
dimH’—dimH'=1-g=—— | R*
ani |,
where g = dim H*(M) = dim H*!(M) = 3 dim H'(M). If we define deg(¢)=—55 [, F,
then we recover the familiar equation
y(&)=1—g+deg¥.
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14. K-THEORY

14.1. Bott Periodicity. In this section we assume that X is reasonably “nice” (a com-
pact manifold or finite CW complex).

Definition 14.1. Two complex vector bundles E;, E, on X are stably isomorphic if there
exist m,n such that E;@C" = E, @ C".

Define the set K(X) to consist of complex vector bundles on X modulo stable iso-
morphism. Define K(X) as formal differences of isomorphism classes of vector bun-
dles, i.e. [V]—[W]. These form a ring under @ and ®. This is the K -group of X.

If we choose a basepoint of X, then we get K(X)— K(pt) whose kernel is K (X). This
is called the reduced K -group of X.

Definition 14.2. We define I?‘"(X) =K(S"AX)= I?CVS(R" x X) where cvs means “com-
pact vertical support”.

Theorem 14.3 (Bott). There exists a “Bott class” € K—2(pt) with the property that the
map K(X)— K—2(X) given by a — a — f is an isomorphism.
Alternatively, K(X)=[X,BU x Z)], and > BU = BU.

Proof. K.s(R?)= K,(C) 2 K(CP'). We want to define a map K (CP') — K (pt) which is
inverse to — f. First, we say that = [C]—[H], where H is the tautological bundle on
CP.

The inverse map in question is (W) := ind@y)eZ=K (pt). Then one shows that
ind(gﬁ) =1 € Z because H doesn’t have holomorphic sections, so it’s at least a one-
sided inverse to the Bott map. Atiyah shows that this is enough to deduce that the Bott
map is an isomorphism.

O

Periodicity allows us to define K"*(X) for n € Z, which fit into a cohomology theory
X — K*(X), meaning that there are Mayer-Vietoris sequences.

There is also a story for real vector bundles, leading to K O-theory which is 8-fold
periodic (alternatively, Q8BO=BO).

One way to realize the periodicities is through Clifford algebras. The complex Clif-
ford algebras have a 2-fold periodicity with respect to Morita equivalence, and the real
Clifford algebras have an 8-fold periodicity. This crucially depends on the Z/2-grading.

14.2. A different description. There is a different description of K~"(X) as bundles of
Z/2-graded C{,-modules mod bundles where the action can be extended to C/,, ;.
The idea here is that K°(M) are Z/2-graded C{, = C-modules up to equivalence, which
are Z/2-graded complex vector bundles up to equivalence. The map from a Z/2-graded
complex vector bundles to virtual vector bundles is given by [V]— [V?]—[V!].

If V. = V@ V! represents zero in the “old” description of K -theory, then we have
Vo= Vlviamapse?: VO — V! el: V! - V0 soanoddmap e: V — V which generates
the action of C/_; ZC[e].

We get K O"(X) using the real Clifford algebra where Cl_,, uses the negative-definite
quadratic form on R”.
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In this formulation, Bott periodicity corresponds to the Morita equivalences of Clif-
ford algebras: C/,, is Morita equivalent to C¢,,,,, and Cl,, is Morita equialent to Cl,, .

Recall that we say that R and S are Morita equivalent rings if R —Mod = S —Mod. A
Morita equivalence is a module g Py such that

P®p—: R—Mod «— S—Mod: Hom(gP,—)

Note that the important thing is the Z/2 grading on Clifford modules, as without this
they are Morita equivalent to their centers & TONY: [why?!], which is just the
ground field. For Clifford algebras,

Cl, = Ce®",Cl, 2 End(C')

Here C!1 = Ceven g Codd, §o

ct, Pe:=C!
and Clg & End(R®®), so we get
oy Pe =R,
Then by definition in this formulation of K -theory, we have
and
KO™"(X)= KO"™¥(X).
The coefficients for complex K -theory are
KO%pt) | z
Kl(pt) [0
The coefficients for real K-theory are
KO%pt) | Z
KOl(pt) | Z/2
KO?(pt) | Z/2
KO3pt) | 0
KO%pt) | Z
KO>(pt) | 0
KOS(pt) | 0
KO"(pt) | 0

14.3. Chern character. There is a map

K°(X)— HP'(X)= P H'(X;C).
i€2Z

Then [V]—[W]+— [ch(V)]—[ch(W)].
Theorem 14.4 (Chern). The Chern character gives an isomorphism
K°(X)®, C=HPX).

Remark 14.5. This is also true over Q instead of C.
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Similarly, the Pontrjagin classes are encoded in a map
KO°X)— HP'(X):=E H'(X,C).
i€4Z
Remark 14.6. One way to imagine proving this: every rational spectrum is a wedge of

Eilenberg-Maclane spaces, so it suffices to check their homotopy groups, so it suffices
to check the case where X is a sphere.

14.4. Index as a pushforward in K -theory. Let M be a compact spin manifold of even
dimension. For [V]€ K°(M), we get an “analytic pushfoward” 7" to K°(pt)> [ind(D ®
V)] (as a virtual vector space).

On the other hand, we have amap H P°(M) — H P°(pt) given by integration of form:s.
Thus the following diagram encodes the index theorem:

KOM) —2 HPO(M)
n?nt l f v AM)A—
K°(pt) —=> HP(pt)
i.e.
ind(D® V) :f A(M)Ach(V).
M

Thus suggestions some generalizations. One is to replace the point by a manifold (which
is Grothendieck’s relativization of Hirzebruch-Riemann-Roch to Grothendieck-Riemann-
Roch). In this version, we have amap M — N viewed as a family of spin manifolds with
even-dimensional fibers, and a commuting diagram

KOM) —2 HPO(M)
nf“l j [ AM/N)A—

KO(N) — HPO(N)

Note that there are two notions of pushforward in cohomology. One is by integration
(say with real coefficients) which we might call “analytic”, and the other is by relating to
homology via Poincaré duality, which we might call “topological.” These are the same
maps on cohomology.

We've defined an analytic pushforward in K-theory via the index. There is also a
pushforward 7r,t0p : K°(M) — K°(pt) that uses the Thom isomorphism / Poincaré duality
for K-theory, where the analog of an orientation is a spin structure. There’s a K -theory
version of the index theorem that says

=7, KO(M) — K(pt).

So last time we interpreted K O"(X) as CL_,,-modules modulo the ones that extend to
CL(,41)-modules. If X is spin, then we can form the vector bundle Pypin X spin()Cl, (here
Pypin is the principal spin bundle of X). The associated Dirac operator is Cl,,-linear, so
ker D? is a Cl,,-module.
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This gives a map

KO(X) [V]
KO="(pt) ker(D® V)

Then you see the index theorem by applying the Chern characer. From this, we get
some mod 2 invariants of, e.g. 4k + 2 or 4k + 1-dimensional manifolds.

14.5. Spin® structures. We'll see that there is a way to do this even without a spin struc-
ture. Think to orientations: you can always integrate sections of the orientation line.
Analogously, you can always push forward Clifford modules, and if you have an actual
spin structure then you can “untwist” back to a Cl,,-module.

Definition 14.7. We define the group Spin® c CI(V)®C to be generated by Spin(V) and
U(1) c C. Alternatively,
Spm =Spin(V) xz,, U(1)
where Z/2 is generated by (—1,—1).
A “U(1)-structure” is a line bundle, so a spin® structure combines a spin structure

with aline bundle (when the line bundle is trivial, you recover the usual notion). There’s
an obvious map Spinc — SO(V) x U(1).

Definition 14.8. A spinC-structure on X is a line bundle L — X and a lift of its unitary
structure to a fiber bundle with fibers Spin®:

Spin® SO(n)x U(1)
Pypine(X, L) —————— Pso(n)(X) X Py

\/

Here Pso(X) is a principal SO(n) bundle and Py is the principal U(1)-bundle corre-
sponding to L.

The obstruction to a spin®-structure on (X, L) is w»(X)+ ¢;(L) (mod 2).

Facts.
(1) If X is spin, then X is spin(C with L trivial.
(2) If X is an almost complex manifold, then X is spin(C with L = /\g TX.

(3) Spin® — C¢(V) so we get a spinor representation and spinor bundle for spin®-
manifolds.

If X is complex, then § = /\0" T*X and the Dirac operator is 2+0 . (Froma spin®-
structure, we can form a spinor bundle, which has a Clifford module, which has a Dirac
operator).
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From this, we get for any spin®-manifold a map

K°(X) V]
K(pt) [ker(D*"")@ V]

14.6. Orientations and spinstructures. Denote the orientation bundle over X by 22¢;)(X)
(aprincipal Z/2-bundle). Then we have a map H(X; Z¢(;)(X)) — H(pt), which is an iso-
morphism.

Analogously, CI(T X) admits a pushfoward 7, to K°(pt). So Clifford modules are like
orientations for K -theory.

A choice of orientation is a choice of isomorphism H(X; Z;y(X)) = H(X). Similarly,
a choice of spin structure (as a Cl(7T X)— Cl(n) bimodule) is a choice of isomorphism

CI(TX)—mod=Cl(n)—mod = K"(X)
14.7. Fredholmoperators. Let T: V — W be alinear operator between Banach spaces.

Definition 14.9. We say that T is Fredholm if ker T and coker T are finite-dimensional.

The main example is D: T(§7) - T(87).
It is a fact that for a separable Hilbert space ;¢ (say £?) the space of Fredholm oper-
ators Fred(H) represents K -theory, i.e.
K°(X)=[X,Fred(H)].
Note that this implies that Fred(H)= BU x Z.

14.8. Thom spectra. There are maps MSpin — K O and MSpin® — K obtained by tak-
ing the (family version ) index. There are also topological definitions of these maps,
and the miracle of the index theorem is that they coincide.
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15. SEIBERG-WITTEN THEORY

15.1. Outline. Let X* be a spin® 4-manifold (it turns out that every 4-manifold admits
a spin®-structure). Let % be the space of configurations (A, ¢) where A is a Clifford
connection and ¢ is a spinor. There is a “Seiberg-Witten map” SW: 6 — %, where %
will be described later. Here % is a Banach manifold, an infinite-dimensional analogue
of manifolds.

This is nice in many ways. One is that there is a good notion of implicit/inverse func-
tion theorems. Roughly, by the Sard-Smale theorem and implicit function theorem for
Banach spaces, SW~!(g) is a smooth submanifold of ¢, with dimension computed
from a Fredholm index. (The conditions that you need on a general map on Banach
manifolds is that the differential is Fredholm). Think of these as moduli spaces for some
decoration.

15.2. spinC-structures on 4-manifolds. Every oriented (closed) 4-manifold X has a
spinC-structure. From this we get a spinor bundle W = W+ @ W~ (with dim W* = 2).
Let

p: T*X — End(W)

be the Clifford module structure, where p(a)? = —|a|?. Locally for a frame e, e,, e5, e, of
T*X, using Spin(4) = SU(2) x SU(2) we have

Wp* SH={xg+Ix;+ J X + K x3}

and
p(el)=(_01 (1))
p(ez)=(? (I))
p(e3)=(? é)

Recall that we have an action by complex line bundles on Spin® structures. In terms of
W#* and p, this action is

WHW,p)» (W ®L, W ®L,p)
where p: T*X — End(W ® L) = End(W) (using that L ® LV is trivial) is the same as p.

Relation to self-dual 2-forms. What makes the theory of higher-dimensional mani-
folds “easier” is that you can do the Whitney trick, h-cobordism, etc. The problem with
4-manifolds is that “2+2 =4,” i.e. disks intersect. We have a decomposition

Nrm=NeN
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into self-dual and anti-self dual 2-forms, i.e. the eigenspaces for the Hodge *. An ex-
plicit basis for A\ is

{el/\€2+e3/\€4,91/\93—32/\94,61/\e4+62Ae3}.
Now,

(e hestesne)=[2 0
plehetehe)=| ,

and more generally, the self-dual 2-forms act on /\+ while the anti-self-dual ones act
on W2 p(A\") cSU(W*)and p(/\) c SUW™).

15.3. Seiberg-Witten map. Now, we have a Clifford connection A on a Spin® spinor
bundle. The set of all such A form an affine space. To describe one, we only have to
specify a connection on a line bundle, since the connection on Spin is determined by
Levi-Civita. Therefore, these form an affine space for imaginary 1-forms. d#ddéé TONY:
[why imaginary? some unitarity conditon?]

The Dirac operator is then

rTwH A xew)Lrw).

Now we can define the Seiberg-Witten map. Let ./}, be the space of Clifford connec-
tions and €6 := .o/}, x [(W™). Define

SW: 6 —i-su(W")xI(W")
taking
SW(A, ¢)=(p(E}:)— (¢ ® p*)o, Dap)
where F}; is the self-dual part of the curvature of the determinant line bundle associ-

ated to the spinor bundle &#dé TONY: [needs some motivation...], A is the connec-
tion on det W coming from the Clifford connection A, and (¢ ® ¢ *), is the traceless part

of the endomorphism ¢ ® ¢*: locally, if ¢ = (('bl), then

%2

* |¢£ ¢1$2)

ve9 ‘(¢2¢1 2

SO )
e n=pop— 2 1.

2
ddd TONY: [what does this setup look like if you take the Z/2-graded Dirac oper-
ator?]

Remark 15.1. What'’s the motivation for this? It’s basically an easier version of Donald-
son theory. There is also some physical motivation. The important partis the quadratic
term (¢ ® ¢*)y, because that’s non-linear.

Remark 15.2. We can deform SW by adding a specified self-dual 2-form o, to get SW.
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Symmetries. ¢ := Map(X,S!) acts on 6 and i -su(W*) x (W ™). For g € ¢, the action
on (A, ¢)€ 6 is described by

g-A=A—gdg™' -1y

and g - ¢ = g¢ (viewing S! = U(1) c C), and the action on the target is g - w = gw for
wei-su(Wt)and gy =gy fory eT(W").

You can check by explicit computation that SW is equivariant with respect to this
action. déé TONY: [does it though? 1. gdg™! doens't seem to be an imaginary
1-form, and 2. the map SW seems to be quadratic in the ¢ argument]

We want to understand SW~1(0)/9. Let’s start with 6 /%. For X connected, we can
understand stabilizers completely: we claim that the stabilizer of (4, ¢) is trivial unless
¢ =0 in which case the stabilizer is S! ¢ Map(X,S') (embedded via constant maps).

Proof. Fixing A requires that dg =0, i.e. g is constant. Fixing non-zero ¢, g must be
trivial, unless ¢ =0, in which case g could be any constant map. g

Slice for ¥,-action. Choose a “base” connection A, so that
¢ ={Ay—ia,p)|acQ(X,R),p eT(WH)}.
The ¥-action is then explicitly
(Ay—ia,¢)—~(Ag—ia+gdg™",gp).
We then define the based Gauge transformations

Y={g<91g(p)=1}
for py € X a basepoint.

Proposition 15.3. For 1-connected X, each base point of 6 /%, has a unique represen-
tative of the form (Ag—ia, @) for a satisfyingd*a =0.

Sketch. From the 1-connectedness, g = e’“ for some u: X — R. Then the ¥%,-action is
a — a+ du. We want to show that there exists a unique u such that d*(a + du) = 0.
This is basically the Poisson equation, and follows from Hodge theory. 0

Let (6/%)* denote the complement of “reducible solutions”, i.e. where ¢ = 0. We
claim that (6 /9)* = K(H'(X,Z),1) x CP*°. Why?

The configuration space % is affine hence contractible, and 6* is also affine dé®
TONY: [eh? what's affine mean?] and thus contractible. When you mod out by
Map(X,S?), whose identity component is S! #dé TONY: [why is that true, by the
way?], you get the BS' = CP°. The space of connected components, i.e. homotopy
classes of maps to S, is described by H'(X;Z) = my(Map(X, S')) since S! is a K(1,Z).

evy
There’s a fiber sequence %, — ¥ — S!, so the quotient map 6¢*/%, — 6*/% is an
S'-bundle, with total space

K(H'(X,Z),1) x Lopt — K(H'(X,Z),1) x CP*°.
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15.4. Transversality. We want to study SW~(0)/9 c 6/%. There’s a good theory for
submanifolds F~!(q) for F: M — N a Fredholm map between Banach manifolds.

Definition 15.4. Amap F: M — N between Banach spaces is Fredholm if d F, is Fred-
holm foreach p e M.

Remark15.5. Our Banach manifolds will always be embedded in honest Banach spaces,
so the notion of tangent spaces and differentials are easy.

Fact. If g € N is aregular value, then F~!(g)is a smooth manifold of dimension Ind(d Fy).
This is a Banach version of the implicit function theorem.

Theorem 15.6 (Sard-Smale). Regular values are generic.

We'll use this to show that (generically) the SW moduli space is a smooth manifold,
and we'll compute its dimension using Atiyah-Singer.

15.5. Perturbed Seiberg-Witten map. Recall that we defined the perturbed Seiberg-
Witten map

SWp: 6 x Q5 (M) —T(W ™) x Q5 (M)
sending (4, ), ¢) — (Day, F{ — (3 ® Y*)y— ¢). When the context is clear, we may omit

the ¢.
Then we claim that

dSWy (A, @) a, ', ¢ ) =Dy’ —(ia)-y,(da)" — oy & (Y} ) — ¢").

Why? We're deforming the map infinitesimally. The tangent space to Clifford connec-
tions is purely imaginary one-form, which is parametrized by a € Q'(X,R), a spinor
Y’ eT(W™),and ¢’ € Qi(M "). So the differential measures the effect of the perturba-
tionA— A+a,y — Y+, ¢ — ¢+ ¢’, which unravels to the above equation.

We claim that for A, ), ¢ with SWj(A,,¢) = 0 such that i # 0, the differential
dSWy(A, ¢, @) is surjective. We'll skip this; the proof uses nontrivial elliptic operator
theory.

Define N = F~1(0,0). The tangent space at (4,1, ¢) € N is

YZA,I,U,(P)N ={(a, 1/’/: ¢,) | L(a, 1/’/) =(0,0, ¢/)}
where L: (W)@ Q}(M) - T(W™) @ Q°(M) @ Q2 (M) is defined by
L(a, ") =Dy’ —ia-y,d*a,(da)" =2y ® (')*)).

Recall that L(a,v’) furnished some gauge slicing, so this a is uniquely determined by
the requirement that d*a =0.

Proposition 15.7. The projection map n: N — Q%(M) sending (A,\), ¢) — ¢ is Fred-
holm.

Sketch. We have ker(dm) = ker L and Im dn = Im L N(0, O,Qi(M )). But L is Fredholm
because it is a “Oth order perturbation” of a Fredholm operator (namely the Dirac op-
erator). 0
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15.6. Expected dimension. For ¢ € Qi(M )aregular value of 7, F~!(¢) C N isasmooth
submanifold. Then dim F~!(¢) is the (real) index of L, which is the index of Ly = D, &
d*ed* e#éé TONY: [why??]. So we just need to compute that index.

So how do we compute the index? The kernel of L consists of a with (da)™ = 0,
throwing away the Oth order deformationof v, which implies da = 0 #dbé TONY:
[unclear why]. So that means the kernel consists of harmonic forms.

The cokernel is dual to the kernel of the adjoint map which is d*: Qi(M ) — QY(M)
gives a contribution of b, since d*a = 0 and a self-dual implies da = 0, i.e. a har-
monic.

add TONY: [ehhh]

Now we focus on the index of D,. By Atiyah-Singer, the complex index is

indc(D4)=(? )f ke

:@J‘_ﬂgﬁ+f§%ﬁ
y 24 4

o(M)  alL)
8 4
We need to double things to get the real index, so we seem to be missing a factor of 2:

it should be w. The last line used the Hirzebruch Signature Theorem.

Corollary 15.8 (Rochlin). Thus the signature of a 4-manifold is divisible by 8 (in fact
divisible by 16, because of some extra structure).

Now, the complex index is ind(D,) = w, so the real index is twice this:

a(Lf—o(X)

ind(Ly)=2ind¢(D4)+1— by + b, = +1—b1+b2+.

By some fiddling around, you see that this is 2y (X)+30(X) — . This is the “ex-
pected” dimension of the SW moduli space.
USlngthat)((M)z bO_bl + bz—b3+ b4 :2—2191 + b2++ b2_

Theorem 15.9. Given a Riemannian metric on an oriented 4-manifold X*, there are
finitely many spin® structures up to isomorphism for which the SW moduli space is
non-empty (for a generic perturbation). (Equivalently, there are finitely many spin®-
structures for which the expected dimension is non-negative.)

Main tool: (analogue of Lichnerewicz formula)

F4
(1) DAODA V*VA+4+Z

where s is the scalar curvature of X.
Lemma 15.10. If(A,v) is a solution to the SW equations, then

1Y1I74
4

=0.

IV atp1[7, + (l/f Y2+
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o TONY: [haven't actually defined what it means to be a “solution to the SW

equations”]

Proof. By the definition of being a solution to the SW equation, D,y = 0. Hence by (I),
s E
VZVAIP + Zw + ZAU) =0.

The fact that 1 is a +-spinor implies that F;i = F,"t. Then

o=v;vw+i¢+%(¢®lp*—@1d)¢

2
=ViVay + Zw + %w.

Taking the inner product with ) gives the result.
2
#dd TONY: [We skipped a computation that F = 5 (1/) ®Y*— % Id) Y7 O

Corollary 15.11. Setting sy = max,cx{0,—s(x)}, we have

slllZ, < [l ll .-
Proof. Immediately from applying the above because ||V 1| |2L2 >0. 0

Corollary 15.12. If X has non-negative scalar curvature, then all solutions to the SW
equation have ) =0.

Remark 15.13. Every solution to the SW equations is gauge equivalent to a C *° solution.
(There was some completion that we brushed under the rug when discussing Banach
manifolds, etc. which left the smooth world.)

Corollary 15.14. Let X* be compact and oriented and (A, ) a solution to the SW equa-
tions. Then |y (x)? < s.

Proof. Let x, be the point in X where |1(x,)|? is maximal. We'll show that at x,,

Y (x0)°| < sk
In the proof of Lemma|l5.10|we found that

4
(VAVay(x), y(x) + %WJ(MZ i W(jn —o.

Since the first term is non-negative,

s(

4
) e+ 00

Either 1(x;) = 0, hence y(x) =0, or |1(x,)|* < s7(x,) where s~ (x) = max{0,—s(xy)}. [

<0

Corollary 15.15. Let(A,v) be a solution to the SW equations. Then

-
|F;F(x) < 7X
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Proof. We have F;" =y @ y*— # Id, so

2
FH) = |¢(2x)| |

Then we apply the bound from Corollary[15.15]
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